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The FINANCE Committee considered: HB 119
HOUSE BILL NO. 119 AUTHORIZE USE OF DAY FINES IN MISD. CASES

"An Act authorizing a sentencing court to impose a sentence ofa day fine instead of a sentence of imprisonment
on a defendant convicted of a misdemeanor, directing the Alaska Supreme Court to develop and implement a
day fine plan; requiring the Department of Corrections to report to the legislature on the use of day fines;
amending Alaska Rule of Criminal Procedure 32; and providing for an effective date."
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO.CSHB 65(JUP)
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Dept. Affected: Health and Social Services

Tide: An Act relating to licenses, certificates, ~BRU: Medial Assitance
and permits administered and fees charged. _Component: Medicaid Non Facility

Sponsor: House Rules, at Governor's request

Requestor: COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 0229
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING FY94 FY95 FY96 FY97 FY98 FY99
PERSONAL SERVICES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TRAVEL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CONTRACTUAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUPPLIES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EQUIPMENT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
MISCELLANEOQOUS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL
REVENUE FUND SOURCE
FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1003 GF Match 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA
Other
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY
Estimate of current year (FY93) impact; $00

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

The sections of the original bill that referenced Medicaid support for subsidized adoptions have been removed by the House

-Rule3—Committee substitute. The subsidized adoption provisions are now addressed in HB 178.

(Sod

Prepared by: Dave W. Williams Phone: 907-465-3355
Division: Medical Assistance Date: 4/16/93
Approved by Commissioned” | AASc " "A*Mala, MD. MPH Date: V-

Agency: DepartmentbtHealth and Social Services

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office

(Rovi i/92)%risnojds/D8R Page 1 of
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Bill No. HE 119

1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Bﬁﬂqrtment Affected: Alaska Court System

Title: An Act authorizing a sentencm?, court TriaJ Courts
to impose a sentence of a day fine... Components:

Sponsor: Uimer
Requestor: COMPONENT SERIALNO. 768

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:  (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING FY %A FY % FY % FY 97 FY 8 FY 9

PERSONAL SERVICES 225 350 350 350 30 350

TRAVEL 248

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT 28
&STRUCTURES

GRANTS &CLAMS
TOTAL OPERATING 801 350 350 350 350 30

CAPITAL

REVENUE
FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING: &Thousandso Dollars)
J0CRFEDERAL RECEIPTS

100BGF MATCH
10AGE a1 350 350 350 30 350

1005 GR/PROGRAM RECEIPTS
1006G-/MTIA

OTHR
TOTAL 801 320 350 350 350 350

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 10 10 10 10 10 10

PART-TIME
TEMPORARY 10

Estimate of current year (FY 93)impact: ~ None

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)
See attached analysis.

Prepared by:  C. S. Christensen [ll, Staff Counsel Phone: 264-8228
. .p y Wm

Division: Alaska Court System Date:

. A
Approved by:  Arthur H. Snowden, il, Administrative Director M 2L
Aggncy: ' Alaska Court System 2 Date: (3/10/3

Distribution (by prepare): Legislative Finance, Legislative Sponsor, Requestor, OMB, & Impacted Agency(ies).

Rev 1/93 PaQe 1 of 2



Alaska Court System
Fiscal Analysis
HB 119

Personal Services

Law Clerk I, 13D, Anchcrage, NPP, 6 months
Provide legal research for day fine rule-making committee.

One-time cost.
Court Clerk Il, 10A, Anchorage, PFT, 12 months
Assistjudges statewide with income verification: review income

tax returns and financial statements and perform credit
checks. AHjudicialinquiries willbe processed in Anchorage.

Total personal services

Travel (one-time cost) i
Committee, appointed by Supreme Court, to develop rule on
day fines. Committee willbe comprised of two trialjudges from

each judical districtand two appellate judges. Committee will
meet five times with meetings lasting approximately 3 days..

Equipment (one-time costforpermanentposb'on)

Desk, chair, computer and facsimile machine

Salary

15,912

24,012

Benefits

1,575

10,998

Note: The court system is not able to accurately estimate potential revenues

from this legislation at this time.

Total

17,487

35,010

52,497

24,825

2,800

$80,122

Page 2 of 2



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BELL NO. c¢shb 119 (Jud)

1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Riviion Datr 49791 - Cat Affactat  Corrections
Titli , "An Act authorizing a spm-pnn'ng >RU: Institucions
court to impose a sentence of a day fine..." Camponitf, — Institutions

00NSOY Representative- Ulmer
Iquestor, House Judiciary * COMPONENT SERIAL NO,

ExpanditurM/Ravenues: (Thounnis af Dolars)
OPERATING A FY6 FY8 Yo7 A8 A
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAE
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPVENT
UNO & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAMS
MSCELLANEQUS
TOTAL OPERATING -0- -0- -0- -0- -0- rQ~

CAPITAL
REVENUE FUND SOURCE

10(PFidm i Racaiote

100B G- Match

es -0- -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
1006 Gr/Prognm Racaipts

106G,

Othw

TOTAL -0- _0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

FUL-TIVE
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate af cam at yaar IFYS3L impart $ -0

ANALYSIS: (Attach a aaparata pagaif nacassary!

The Judiciary Committee Substitute removes the Department's responsibility to
prepare an annual report and, therefore, results in a zero fiscal note.

Praparachy. Dana LaTour, Special Assistant Phone_ 465-3376
Division: O ffice of the Commissioner Date] 4-8-93
ApprovadhyCommiaaionar  Lloyd G. Rupp, Commissioner Qe  4-8-93
Agancy. Department of Corrections

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For furthar distribution information call tha Govamor's lagufativa Offica .
EERLENTIRERRRE Piga 1af 1



FISCAL NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 119
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Department Affected:  Administration
Title: "An Act authorizing a sentencing court to impose a sentence of BRU: Public Defender Agency

a day fine on a defendant convicted of a misdemeanor.. * Component: Public Defender Agency
Sponsor: Representatives Ulmer, Davis, Davies. Brown

Requestor: (H) STA COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 1631
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING FY %4 FY 95 FY 96 Fy 97 FY 98 FY 99
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 0 0 0 0 0
CONTRACTUAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 0 0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0 0
MISCELLANEQUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0
CAPITAL

|

REVENUE
FUND SOURCE: 0 0 0 0 0 0
FUNDING:
1002 Federal Receipts 0 0 0 0 0 0
1003 GF Match 0 0 0 0 0 0
1004 GF 0 0 0 0 0 0
1005 GF/Program Receipts 0 0 0 0 0 0
1006 GF/MHTIA 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0 0
Estimate of current year (FY93) impagt:
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate prglga& necessary.)

Prepared % John Salemi, Public D Lo Phone:  279-7541

Division:  Public Defender Agency / / Dete:

roved by Commissioner:  Nancy Bear Useral . 1\’ J
ﬁgepncy %ninistration i V' Date: /7/*[7 A

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution informetion call the Governor's Legislative Office
Rev 11/92 ' Page 1 .of 1
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FISCAL NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 119
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: _Dept. Affected.-Administration

Title: "An Actauthorizing a sentencing court to impose a _BRU: Office of Public Advocacy
sentence of a day fine on a defendant convicted of a .Component Office of Public Advocacy
misdemeanor.

Sponsor: Representatives Ulmer. Davis. Davies. Brown

Requestor (H)Sta .COMPONENTSERIAL NO. 43.
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY94 FY?5 FY % FY 97 FY93
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 0 0 0 0
CONTRACTUAL 0 0 0 0 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0 0 0 0 n
GRANTS.CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0
MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE FUND SOURCE: 1 0 \

FUNDING:

1002 Federal Receipts 0 0 0 0 0
1003 GF Match 0 0 0 0 0
1004GF 0 0 0 0 0
1005 GF/Program Receipts 0 0 0 0 0
1006GF/MHTTA 0 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0

POSmONS
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0
Estimate of currentyear (FY93) impact $ None
Prepared By: Brant McGee. Public Advocate Phone: 274-1684
Division: Office of Public Advocacy Date:

Approved by Commissioner Nancy Bear Usera®*thi4?g-**-v A~ A Date:
Agency: Department of Administration™* A

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALLDISTRIBUTION COPIESTO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office
nl 3/8 Page 1 of
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- FISCAL. NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA ’ * BILL NO. HB 119
1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date:  March 8,1993 Department Affected: Department ofLaw
Tite: ".._authorizing a sentencing court to impose a BRU: Legal Services

sentence of a day fire instead of inprisomment._." Component QOperations

Sponsor. Representative Ulmer

Requestor: Representative Ulmer COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 0093__

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:
OPERATING FY 94 FY 95 FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMR.7
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEQUS
TOTAL OPERATING -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE
FUND SOURCE:

FUNDING:

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA

OTHER
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0

FULL-TIME 0 0 < 0 0 0

PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Estimate of current year (FY93) impact -O-
ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page ifnecessary.)

Please see atigiited andlyis. q
Prepared by: Richard L Pegues, Director 74 7 Phone: 465-3672
Division:  Administrative Services Divisfen  ;  {/ . ,i [. N /?/ Date: March 8,1993

Approved by Commissioner: Charles E. Cole, Attormey General
Agency: Department of Law Date: March 8,1993

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office

Rev 11/92 Page 1 of
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STATE OF ALASKA

1993 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision D ate:

Title:

impnsp_a gpntpnce nf a day finp
Sponsor:

Requestor:

FISCAL NOTE

"An ant authoring a sentvmning r.nurt tn

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING

PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND

& STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL

REVENUE FUND
SOURCE:

FUNDING:

1002
1003
1004
1005
1006

Other

Federal Receipts

GF Match

GF

GF/Program Receipts

GF/MHTIA

TOTAL

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME

PART-

TIME

TEMPORARY

Rp.presentative llimer

Dept. Affected:
BRU:

Component:-—--------—

SILL NO:

Pnhiin, Safety --------------—---——-

-Alaska Statfi TrtiOpefS-

House Judiciary

FY 94

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY 95
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 o'o
0.0 0.0
0 0
o 0
0 0

Estimate of current year (FY 93) impact: $

ANALYSIS:

No fiscal impact is anticipated.

Prepared By:

Division:

Approved by Commissioner:

Agency:

Rev 112

Francis C Allan

(Attach a separate page if necessary.)

Alaska State Troopers

COMPONENT SERIALN O

(Thousands of Dollars) (inflation not included)

FY 96

0.0

Rinh4frfT Burton. Dent, nf Puhlin Safety

FY 97

0.0

0.0

Phone:

Date:

Date:

799_

FY 98

2fi9.--5Sa.l-
4/02/93

4/02/93

TY 99

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR"S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office

Page 1 of






U.S. Department of Justice
National Instimite of Justice

-,

N ation al

September 1987

In s titu te

of Justice

, "Jfrrk

Research
In Brief

Fimes as Criminal Sanctions

Sally T. Hillsman, Barry Mahoney, George F. Cole, and Bernard Auchter

The fine is one ofthe oldest forms of

unishment, its hlstor¥ predatin
ammurabl. In 1973

he Task Force

on Corrections of the National Advi-
sory Commission on Criminal Justice

St
er

fxndards and Goal?

foun?t at“p roé:)

y employed, the fine Is less drasti

From the Director

The current options available insentenc-
ing to criminal courtjudges. either incar-
ceration or release of a convicted felon
on probation, leave some caught be-
tween Scylla and Charybdis. While
States are expanding prison capacity and
improving conditions, the majority still
operate under court order to relieve
crowding conditions and must release
prisoners into the community on
probation.

This dilemma has created an urgentneed
to develop an effective range of constitu-
tionally appropriate sanctions which
reduce repeated victimization and serve
as an effective penalty for those who
have been convicted of illegal conduct.

A broad spectrum ofsentencing choices
was the subject of a National Institute
of Justice Research in Brief published
inJanuary 1985. In it, Pierre S. du Pont
1V, then Governor of Delaware, de-
scribed the tremei; Jous pressure exerted
on State resources by corrections policy.
As Governor, he developed a “more
flexible and effective sentencing struc-
ture” for his State, which incarcerates
more people percapita than all but two
other States.

One of the features of that plan was its
use of fines as a basic criminal penalty.

In the past fines have been perceived as
amore lenientsanction due to failure on
the part of authorities to emphasize their
collection and because of inequities built
into the fine svstem itself.

far less costly to the public, and
perhaps more effective than imprison-
ment or community service.

Until very recently, this recommenda-
tion has gone largely unheeded be-

cause too little was known of what

The introduciion.ofthe "day-fine” con-
cept brought a fair schedule to the assign-
ment of fines. Under the “day-fine”
system the number of days reflects the
severity of the crime and the seriousness
ofthe offender's priorrecord: die dollar
amount is determined by factoring that
number of days with the offender's
economic resources, which include in-
come from salary and other assets.

If two offenders with similar prior rec-
ords (and no particular threatto commu-
nity safety) were convicted of crimes of
equal gravity, they might each be asses-
sed a "5-day fine." If one earned only
minimum wage, however, he or she
would be fined S135. Ifthe otherearned
10 times as much, the fine would be
S1,350. If both failed to pay the fine,
each defaulter would serve the same
number of days— 5— in jail.

Using a system such as this, courts in
Europe have made the fine a serious
penalty, one that can be severe enough
to constitute real punishment and thus
carry adeterrent and rehabilitative
message.

One advantage of the fine is that it actu-
ally brings money into the justice sys-
tem. in contrast with the costof incarce-
ration— which sometimes drains tax
resources up to S35.000 a convicted
person per year. In fact, those paying
fines are literally paying a debt to soci-
ety. rather than contributing to existing
burdens on State resources. Fines can
be combined with other penalties to

consdtutes proiﬁ)er admlmstratlon of
mes g owever with record
jail and prls n populations and propa-
tlon caseloads steadily rising, the fine
1S qammg renewed attention— espe-
cially since Western Europe increas-
Ingly uses fines even in nontrivial cases.

meet the specific objective of justice
applicable to each offender.

A fine can be combined with restitution,
community service, weekend incarcera-
tion. assessment of court costs — and
with a sentence whose suspension will
be revoked ifthe offender fails to meet
all other requirements, including pay-
ment of the fine.

This Research in5ne/summarizes three
key research projects on fines as criminal
penalties and the applicability of the
day-fine system to American courts.
The National Institute of Justice is cur-
rently funding an experiment inapplying
a day-fine system to ,he criminal courts
of Staten Island. New York.

Careful use by judges of the option to
fine may prove to be a valuable method
of truly making the punishment fit the
crime. This concept needs to be carefully
evaluated to assess whether the reality
reflects the intention ofequitable punish-
ment under the law before the use cf
fines is adopted as criminal justice

policy.

Criminal justice-is too important a field
to suffer unintended consequences.
Knowledge about practices, to find out
what works, is what criminal justice
research is all about.

James K. Stewart
Director
National Institute of Justice



sion. they tend to be add-ons to other
sanctions, few judges seem to use the
fine alone if the offender has a prior
record and the offense is moderately
serious.

This contrasts sharply with practices
in some Western European criminal

courts where the fine is often a sole

penalty and is widely used for repeat
offenders.

Table 2

As a policy matter, fines are viewed
as an alternative to short-term impris-
onment. In West Germany, when new
legislation encouraged judges to avoid
sentences to imprisonmentof6 months
or less, such sentences dropped from
113.000 ayear (20 percent of the total)
to under 11.000 (1.8 percent) without
any increase in longer term
imprisonment.

Types of offenses for which fines are commonly imposed, by type, of court

Limited
juris.
N =74
Driving while intoxicated/DUI 54
Reckless driving 30
Violation offish and game laws
and other regulatory ordinances 24
Disturbing the peace/breach of
the peace/disorderly conduct 32
Loitering/soliciting prostitution 15
Drinking in public/public drunken-
ness/carrying an open container 14
Criminal trespass 10
Vandalism/criminal mischief/
malicious mischief/property
damage 9
Drug-related offenses (including
sa'le and possession) 23
Weapons lillegal possession,
carrying concealed, etc.) 6
Shoplifting 17
Bad checks 14
Other theft 19
Forgery/embezzlement 2
Fraud |
Assault 29
2

Burglary/breaking and entering

Robbery

Gen.juris. Gen.juris, Total
(felony, (felony
misd., and only) N = 126
ordinance) N = 24
N = 28
2 2 78
9 39
3 0 27
8 I* 4
4 0 19
5 0 19
2 1 13
3 3 15
10 1 44
2 1 9
3 0 20
2 0 16
9 8 36
3 2 7
4 1 6
14 5 48
6 14
3 4

* Superior Court, Cobb County— 1 percent of caseload includes misdemeanors

Stieres illsean, Siebel, od Feborey,

telephont survey

Instead, fine-alone sentences in-
creased from 63 percent of the total to
more than 80 percent.'

Amounts of fines

M ost State penal codes set maximum
amounts of fines for particular classes
of offenses. Within that maximum.
_udges have wide discretion in setting
ihe amounts of fines. Maximums tend
to be low. although legislatures in
many States are increasing them in
anticipation that judges will need
higher amounts to fine better-off
offenders.

Fines actually imposed byjudges tend
to be well below statutory limits, par-
tially reflecting the frequent judicial
practice of imposing other monetary
penalties as p?.rtof the sentence. These
include restitution, victim compensa-
tion, court costs, directed contribu-
tions to governmental or private social
agencies, probation supervision fees,
and payment for alcohol or drug
treatment.

At least 31 States authorize imposition
of court costs: 11 States authorize
surcharges on fines; 7 States permit
“penalty assessments” on offenders.
One Texas judge explained why he
used fines infrequently: “After paying
S56 courtcosts, S 10 fee to the Crime
Victim Compensation Fund, S200
public defender fee, and S 100 to S500
in probation supervision fee, the
defendant will be sufficiently
punished.”

‘Tariff systems.” however, appear to
account more than other factors both
for the low amounts imposed as fines
in the United States and the limited
use of fines as sanctions.

Tariff systems are-informal under-
standings that fixed fine amounts will
be imposed on all defendants con-
victed of a particular offense. These
amounts are generally based on what
can be paid by the poorestoffenders.
Butthe retributive trend in sentencing
tends to focusjudges’attention on the
severity of a crime.

Lacking models of other ways to set
fine amounts and also often lacking
adequate financial i,-formation on
defendants, judges apparently limit

Lobehen vt Fillesaie, "Fines
oareeration: fhe (- |

! an‘? A terntine to
AT

AT,

Probauun



If fines afe collected angenf rcement
regarded'seriously, on the other hand,
the resulting punishment may have
renabilitative value and deterrentcon-
sequences, If fines are known to be
%ol ected, JU? esand ﬁrosecutors mfly
e more likely to see them as a usefu
alternative to incarceration or
probation.

Finally, the payment of fines may be
seen by the commum(tjy as an important
means of rendering deserved Bumsh-
ment while reimbursing the public
treasury.

Many ]udg{_es perceive problems in
fine Collection and enforcement proce-
dures, but they are generally unaware
what practices are effective. Research
in the United States and in England
emPhasues, forexample, that aspects
of the senten_cmg process itselfare
associated with the subsequent effec-
tiveness of fine collection. These in-
clyde setting the amount at a level the
offender is ahle to Pay, making only
limited use of instalinfent payment
plans, and allowing relatively short
gerlods %f time_fo payment.” How-
ver, such practices are’notcommonly
followed by American courts,

Effective enforcement

What can be done if the offender fails
t0 (P\a}\gf a fine? Research in England
and West Germany indicates thatsim-
ple procedures, such as prompt notifi-
cadqn o an offender that payments

are In arrears, have positive Tesults.
Full payment occurs in many cases

without fyrther, more coercive and-
costly action.

In American courts, however, roudne
notification letters are not common.
Instead courts tend to move im-
medjately to jssuance ofan arrest war-
rant for the offenier who has not paid.
Sixty-eight percent of upper court
;udges and &b percent of lower court
judges said this was their proceaure.

Reliance on warrants raises several
Important policy. issues, m,cIudmg re-
lationships within the justice system.
Althoug enforcementofawarrant is
Important to the court, evidence
abounds that serving a warrant for
nonPayment ofating has low priorit
for law enforcement agenme.& An
American courts generally give little
rofefsmnal ?,dmmlstratlve attention
0 enforcing fines.

A major reason for thjs is that many
Professtonal court'adminjstrators dis-
ke taklng the role of bl coIIect%r
when the ddministrative costs may be
reater than the amount of the fine.

saresult, courts rarely designate one
person o_r,Posmon as having yltimate
responsjhility for overseeing the out-
come of a séntence to a fine and for
seeing,to it that the process is properly
carried out.

Thus, noone is responsible oraccount-

able If enforcement breaks down,
There are few Incentives to make fin-
Ing asuccess, but rather ncentives to
pass the enforcement task on to some-
one else— to the police via an arrest
warrant, for example.

Judges tend to view the actions of
offenders as the major fine-collection
Problem rather than inadequacies in
he court’s administrative mecha-
nisms. _Sentencmﬁ]]udges_ tend not to
be familiar with the adminisrative
tasks involved in enforcing fines ex-
cept when defendants in default are

brought before their bench.

However, research both .in England

and in the Unjted States indicates that
sound admjnistrative procedures must
be set for fines to be collected rou-

tinely. [tshould be possible to do this

without overly burdensome costs or
undesirable levels of coercion.

Assum mg fines are set Properly in the
first place with respect to the offense
and to the offender's means, the court
must make plain at sentencm%_tha_t It
yiews the fine as a serioys obligation
for which it unequivocally expécts
payment. Otherwise, specific coercive
méans will be employed.

The offender’sgaty)ments must be
closely monitored by people who take
the callection responsibility seriously
and who are held accountdhle for it.
When an offender does nqt meet the
terms set by the court, enforcement
actions would be immediate and ger-
sonal, with a steady proq,ressmn f
responses creating mounting pressure
and increased threats of greater
coercion.

Careful ,trackmq of I]oayments, swift
notification by Tetter and t IePhé),nT
that payments are due. and cregible
threats 0f gr?ater coecion ?mcludmg
the seizyre’o roPertyJ are effective,
Research suggests tfiat most nonpay-

ment cases result from improperl.~set »
fines, administrative ineptitude, and
failure to credibly threaten at the
proper time.

Fines and fairness

Many persons convicted of criminal
offerises are poor. To_what extent is
It feasible to impose a fine and enforce
It as a Bunlshment for criminal be-
havior by such persons?

Being poor does not necessarily mean
being entlreI% without financial
resolrces. There are varying degnrees
of poverty, somewhat obsctired by
unn‘orrenn tapphcatlon of the label

“Indig

Some poor people have income for
comforts as well as necessities. Others
have few comforts, but manage on
small budqets. Still others are’ desti-
tute.. people who have no home and
receive nosocial services. Atthe low
end of the poverty spectrum— where
we find a group ofoffenders who are
in extreme need— fines are probably
Inappropriate, unless the offense Is
trivial and a nominal fine can be
suspended.

Fines are meaningful elsewhere along
the spectrum, however, even for
persons with income well below the
poverty line— including welfare recip-
lents. the working poor, the temporar-
ily or seasonally"unemployed.

A fine imposed on amemberof these

groups may. require substantial econ-
omy— and"it should do SO if it js to
be truly a punishment. But Raymﬁ,a
fine néed not require ?rave ardship
I it is tailored not only f0 the offense

but also to the offender’s resources.

At the gther end of the spectrum are
those offenders wha are not bg,any_
conventional definition poor. Signifi-
cant amounts of fines may be required
{0 ensure an approPrlate sanctjon In
these cases, even if the offense Is not
major.

Manrjudqes recognize these realities
and fend 1o focus on a def?_ndant's
anility to pay a particular fine rather
than whether he or she is too poor to
be fined at all. Indeed, Po,or people
ale being fined hoth in this country
and in.Europe, although both practices
and views vary considerably.

Mostjud?es surveyed indicated that
they would be less fikely toimpose a
fing it the defendant was unemployed



criminal gustrce rt)lanners and prac-
trtroners s the rur%;gewrtht e prob-
.emso crow nr% ?ils and prisons
and as they heco emoredrssatrs led
with presént sentencing alternatives.

A first effort to test the concept scien-

tifically_in American courts is under-

Way In"Staten [slar.d. New York, with
support from the National institute of

Justice, where a day-fiue experiment

rs"rn? planned by the Vera Institute

of Justice In collaboration with the

Richmond County District Attorney

%n)d rtthe Richmond County Crimindl
u

Recommendations for judges

* Fines and other monetary sanctions
are punishments and should be im-
posed high enough to reflect the seri-
ousness 0f the gffense and the prior
record of the offender, At the same
time, the amaunt must be within the
offender’s ability to pay.

* I settrng the frne accurate informa-
tion on%eo en erseconomr?status
should esou ht and the total of all
monetary sanc lons taken Into
account,

* The defendant should be informed
that prompt payment Is expected, bs
told Where t0 pay it, and advised of
the consequences of nonpayment. The
time allowed for payment should be
relatively short, although unusual

%lrgo(ulr)nlﬁta/nces may suggest some

Incentives should be used to encourage
prompt payment. They may includé
reductions “for early payment, penal
ties for lafeness, and jmposition of a
suspended sentence tojail orcommu-
nity service.

* Judges should use data on sentenc-
g practices to perigdically reexamine

the ways they use fines, both alone

and combined with other sentences,

Recommendations for court
administrators and clerks

f- Cdourts |sttr(auld ascertarn what o
ender-related information is requylar
rovrdedtosentencrnoruqu \%Hter
here are q?é)s uch as Tack of informa-
tion on otfen rrncome ang assets,
Procedures should be devised to ensure
hat s(uch rnformatron IS consrgtentl
grovr For example, agro atio
epartment, pretrial services agency.

fudges should be fully

or defense counsel could provide the
]rcnformatron on asimple one-page
orm

« Judﬁes should be reqularly grven
data on the types ofsan¢ rons rmpose
on offenders convrcted of specific

types of crimes.

e Using individual case records,
fines-management information sys
tems should be developed, containing
six basic types of data sentence im-
posed, inventory information, input-
out ut information, effectiveness in
collecting fines processrntg trmes and
Procedures and identificafion of prob-
em cases ourts should rmt prove
collection ods, and s ntenc
jusdeges shoulue t)e aware of the methrgds
I

e Administrative responsibility for
enforcing monetar}/ sanctions should
be clearly fixed, with asenior member
of administrative staff held accounta-
ble for the coun’s performance.

* (oals foreffective trne administra-
tion (e.g., percentage of cases In
which fines are fullr{ collected within
300r 60days) should be set, and the
court's enforced performance moni-
tored against these goals.

» Procedures should be established to
rdentrtu defaulters promptly and insti-
turi action against them.

e Courts should make direct contact
with offenders who fail to pay within

the time period set. Prompt, honcoer-
cive reminder letters and phone calls
should be tried before awarrant issues,
awtire of the
procedures and their effectiveness.

Recommendations
for legislation

« Where statutory ceilings on fine
aénlts%ténts are low,” these should be

. Jud%es should be required to take
account of offenders’ economic cir-
cumstances in rmposrn% fines and
other monetary sanctio

. Statutorg restrictions on the use of
the fine as asole sanction for specific
offenses should be removed.

. Statutes that provrde or flat “dol—

-to- as equivalencies when fin
t) ances are un% dﬁs?tould be revise

to ensure that offenders convicted of
similar offenses and with similar: rior
records should serve essentially simi-

lar jail terms in the event of default.

e Courts should undergo a periodic
outside audit at least eve'ry 2years to
ensure that records are adea;uately
maintained and that appropriate proce
dures are followed in enforcing fines
and handling the money paid.

ate court administrators should be
[rcrtl authorized to estahlis lt)asrc
mrnrmum standards or reuurrements
for recordkeeprng and statistical
reporting.
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MEMORANDUM Alaska Court System

TO Arthur H. Snowden, I DATE February 2, 1993
Administrative Director

FROM Cathryn Jansson SUBJ Day Fines

Legal Administrative Asst.

Alaska, like many states, is struggling with prison overcrowding.
During the last five years, the daily number of prisoners has fluc-
tuated just above and helow prison capacity.1 Other jurisdictions,

in an effort to relieve overcrowding, are considering {alternative
punishments for non-violent crimes; one of these alternatives is
day fines. This memorandum discusses the history and use of day
fines as an intermediate criminal sanction2 and the feasibility of
implementation in Alaska.

l. Definition.

Day fines (also call'ed structured fines, means-based fines or unit
fines) are an intermediate sanction which allows the court to fine

1 Alaska Sentencinq_ Commission, 1991 Annual Report to the
Governor and the Alaska Legislature 1 (1991),

2 An intermediate sanction is a sanction which |
rmgent than traditional ﬁ]robatmn but less strmgen
uafly less exlpenswe than imprisonment. In;]ermlgdmt sa
clude house arrest Iectron|c omtgrmq ‘shock™ Incarce
mmunity re

S
|
S|dent|a| centers and work release centers.

t
S
n
0

D



an offender based on the gravity of the offense and the offender's
ability to pay. Typically, under a day fine system each offense
is assigned a number of "fine units" based on the severity of the
offense compared to other crimes. When a defendant is convicted,
the judge determines the number of fine units which have been
assigned to the offense and the defendant's available daily income.
The judge then multiplies these two figures to determine the fine
amount.  (The term "day fine" is used because the fine is linked
to the defendant's daily income.)

1. Fines as an Alternative to Short-Term Incarceration
Proponents of fines make the following arguments in support of
fines versus other criminal sanctionS'
(13 Unlike mcgrceratmn probatio n, fine Wq qerate
revenues to r?|m urse costs o t e ust| Sy tem over
a billion dollars in fines are col ected |n criminal courts
each year,

(22 Fines are inexpensive to administer compared to other to
intermediate sanctions such as supervised probation and
halfway houses.
3) Fines are already used in some form b V|r ally all
M r|can courts. Thyerefore the mechamsmé, sye and
ect fines are already in place.
Moreover, studies show that fines — if set high enough — have a

punitive impact on offenders and value as a deterrent.4

3 Sally Hillsman, Barry Mahoney George F. Cole, & Bernard
Auchter, Fines as Criminal Sanctions. Nat | Tn'st, of Just. Research
in Brief 2 (Sept. 1987) [hereinafter Hillsman, Mahoney Cole.
Auchterl.

4 S Hillsman, Fines and Day Fines, In 12 Crime and

all
Justice: ¥€eV|ew of Re earch, 50 (Michael Tonry and Norval
Morris eds 1990) ker Smafter H||sman( y

2



Fines are already used as a sanction for a broad range of offenses;
however, they are usually used in conjunction with probation or
short-term incarceration and are rarely used as an alternative to
these penalties.5

Researchers offer several explanations for the low use of fines as
a sole penalty. According to a 1984-85 survey of judges, most
judges set fines well below the statutory limit.  Researchers
believe that this is because most judges use the "tariff” or "fixed
fine" system to determine fine amounts.  Under this system,
approximately the same fine amount is imposed on all defendants who
are convicted of a particular offense.  The "tariff" or "going
rate” for an offense is generally based on what the poorest
offenders can afford to pay. Thus, fine amounts "tend to cluster
near the bottom of the statutorily permissible range. This lim its
the range of offenses for which judges consider the fine an
appropriate sole penalty."6

In the 1984-85 survey, judges also expressed concern about the
fairness of fines. Under a tariff system, defendants with higher
incomes have an obvious advantage — a $500 fine has a greater
punitive impact on a defendant who earns $1500 per month than on
a defendant who earns $4000 per month. Sixty-one percent of the
judges who responded to the survey agreed with the statement that

5Hillsman. Mahoney. Cole. & Auchter. supra note 3, at 2.

6 Hillsman, supra note 4, at 63
3



fines allow affluent offenders to "buy" their way out.7 Sixty
percent also agreed that fines are not an effective sanction for
indigent defendants because there is a significant risk that the
fine will be uncollectible.8

Proponents of fines believe that day fines address many of the
concerns that are raised about traditional fines. Because day
fines are set in proportion to the seriousness of the offense and
adjusted to a defendant's income, they result in an equivalent
level of hardship for defendants convicted of the same offense.9
In addition, under a day fines system, fines can*be set high enough
to effectively penalize affluent defendants and low enough to
reflect what poorer defendants can realistically afford to pay.10

I11. Use of Day Fines in Other Jurisdictions

A. Europe

The day fine system is an innovation of Western Europe. Day fines
were implemented in Europe to reduce prison overcrowding by
providing an alternative to short-term imprisonment. 11 The first
day fine system was implemented in Finland in 1921, followed by

" Hillsman. Mahoney. Cole. &Auchter. supra note 3, at 4,

8 1d.

9Hillsman. supra note 4, at 51
10 1d.

11 1d. at 75.



Sweden in 1931, Denmark in 1939, West Germany and Austria in
197512 In both West Germany and Sweden, day fines have been
successful in reducing the number of short-term prison sentences.
In 1968, West Germany imposed 113273 prison sentences for six
months or less; following the implementation of day fines in 1975,
the number of prison sentences for six months or less dropped to
23,664, By 1979, the number was further reduced to 10,609.13

In both West Germany and Sweden, a fine is used as the sole penalty
for most criminal offenses, including many serious offenses. In
1984, 75 percent of all non-traffic criminal offenses in West
Germany were disposed of by a fine as the sole penalty; fines were
used in one third of all sexual offense™ and in 73 percent of all
crimes of violence against the person.14 In 1988, Sweden imposed

day fines for 83 percent of all criminal offenses, including 40
percent of all offenses against persons.15

B. United States
Day fines are currently being used in eight locations in the United
States:  Phoenix, Arizona; Bridgeport, Connecticut, Des Moines,

12 Sally Hillsman &Judith Greene,_Tailoring Cr|m|nal F|ne to
a

the Financial Means of the Offender. 72 Judicature 38, 44 (19 )
13 Gary M. Friedman, Comment, The West German Da F|ne S ste
%158%)33|b|l|ty for the United States?. 50 U.Chi.L.Rev.

M4 Hillsman. supra note 4, at 61,
15 1d,



lowa; and four county courts in Oregon.26 Chicago, Houston and
Philadelphia are in the active planning stage. Staten Island, New
York imposed day fines for twenty-three months during 1988-90, but
discontinued the program hecause of budget cuts.  Milwaukee,
Wisconsin used a day fine system for 12 weeks during 1989, but
discontinued the project because it resulted in lower fine revenues
for the court.

The programs in Staten Island, Phoenix, and Milwaukee are discussed
in more detail below. The programs in Connecticut, lowa, and
Oregon have only recently gotten underway.

1. Staten Island

Richmond County Criminal Court, a trial court of limited juris-
diction, was the first court in the United States to implement a
day fines program.17 Day fines were used for misdemeanors and

violations for a period of 23 months during 1988 to 1990.18
Between September 1988 and August 1990, day fines were imposed in

16 Each _of these jurisdictions is part of a pilot project
funded by a Bureau of Justice Assistance federal grant,

, 17 Douglas C. McDonald, Judith Greene & Charles Worzella,
Fines in merican Courts:  The Staten Island and Milwa
Exgenments. Issues an% Pra,cufes in Criminal Justice, Nat'l |
Just. 13 (Apr. 1992) |hereinafter McDonald. Greene. & Worzel

18 A list of violations and misdemeanors to which the program
applied appears in Appendix A
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two-thirds of all disposed cases.19 The average day fine amount

was $440.83, twice the average pre-pilot fine amount, which was
$205.66.20

As part of its day fines project, Staten Island also experimented
with a new collections strategy. Responsibility for collection of
day fines was centralized in a "day fines officer." This person
was given authority to work out an individualized payment plan with
each defendant. Defendants were generally allowed only a short
period to pay the fine, i.e., usually no more than three months,
and payment dates were scheduled to correspond to the defendant's
income receipt patterns. A computer program originally designed
for small business applications was adapted inexpensively to track
payment. A defendant's non-payment prompted the computer to
generate an immediate reminder *nd warning letter. [f non-payment
was due to a change in the defendant's financial circumstances, the
day fines officer could modify the defendant's payment plan within
certain parameters.21

To measure the success rate of the new collection practices, the
court divided day fine cases into two groups. One group, labeled

19 Laura W.interfield & Sally Hillsman, An_ Experiment _to
Inttartoe%uc|e|aMedan|sj-aE\3/asFe|%eI;|nP|? em% agt |mencan JCr|m|nA?I(Bcr)$J{tt_ ATP}e
0, 19923 ﬂwerelnafter Wlnt!er(ﬁ |d &H|\Psman| - AP

2 I1d. at 5.

21 McDonald. Greene. & Worzella. supra note 17, at 34
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"experimental, 1L was subject to the new collection strategy. The
other group, labeled "control," was subject to the court's existing
collection practices, Researchers found 85 percent of the aay fine
experimental group paid in full, compared to 71 percent of the
control cases and 76 percent of the pre-pilot fine cases. Six
percent of the day fine experimental group resulted in no payment
at all, compared to 26 percent of day fine control group and 22
percent of pre-pilot cases.22

Overall, the court found that "despite significantly higher average
fine amounts and longer collection periods e.g. installment
payments, day fines were collected in full at high rates - rates
as high as the collection rates for the smaller fixed fines."23
The total revenues generated by fines increased by'14 percent
during the day fines project. Researchers estimate that total fine
revenues from day fines would have heen approximately 50 percent
higher if day fines had not been constrained by statutory fine
24

CclpsS

The Staten Island program was discontinued because of budget
cuts.2

2 Winterfield &Hillsman. supra note 19, at 6.
23 1d. at 7.
24 1d. at 5.

.25 Per a 9/22/92 phone conversation with Arnold Berliner,
Assistant District Attorney; Staten Island, New York.
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2. Phoenix

In April 1991 the Superior Court of Maricopa County in Phoenix,
Arizona initiated a day fine demonstration project, known as
"F.A.R.E.  Probation"  (Financial Assessments Related to
Employability). The program was the first in the United States to
apply day fines to both misdemeanor and low level felony cases.®

In a phone conversation with Marilyn Windust, Day Fine Project
Manager, Adult Probation Department, she stated that overall the
program has been very successful. The court evaluates defendants
prior to sentencing and targets defendants who have low treatment
and supervision needs, are employable or have a source of income,
and do not owe restitution exceeding the day fine. Prior to
implementation of the program, these defendants would probably have
been placed on full supervision probation or sentenced to a short-
term jail sentence.

Between April 1991 and July 1992, 247 defendants were sentenced to
FARE probation. One hundred nine defendants successfully completed
the program.  Only two defendants have committed subsequent
offenses. The lowest fine assessment under the program was $60.
The highest assessment was $12,325. The court collected a total
of $120,889 and its collection rate was 982 percent. Forty-one

% A |i|st of the m|sdemeanors nd felon|es to WhICh the|
rogram applies a ears |n endix elonie ude low leve
gssgault, pbpur pp ePbp atte pted chu? molestation,
robbery hef, atiempte kid nappm% fra dulent schemes, escape,
arson, “sexual abuse, and many drug offenses.



percent of victims receii id full restitution and restitution was
paid at a faster rate. Of the total number of offenses in which
day fines were imposed, 58 percent were theft related offenses,
28.3 percent were drug related offenses, 2 percent were white
collar offenses, and 11.7 percent were miscellaneous offenses.27

Even though initial funding for the program under a Bureau of
Justice grant has ended, the court system has elected to continue
the program and fund it through the Maricopa County budget.

3. Milwaukee

In 1989, the Milwaukee Municipal Court initiated a 12 week
experiment to test the feasibility of substituting day fines for
fixed fines for wviolations of municipal ordinances.2Z8  The
experiment concentrated on first time offenders charged with
offenses which are also crimes under state penal law.  These
offenses include: carrying a concealed weapon, disorderly conduct,
theft from a retail store, vandalism, loitering, prowling, and low
level assault and battery. Between October 1989 to January 1990,
192 violators received day fines.2 The average day fine imposed

was $72 compared to an average of $112 for fixed fine cases.3

21 The FAREDprobanon grogram statistics were provided by
Marilyn Windust, Day Fine Pr Manager.

" A list of violations to which the program applied appears
as Appendix C

2 McDonald. Greene, &Worzella. supra note 17, at 70.



Collection rates basically stayed the same. The court found that
the percentage of defendants failing to pay their fines differed
little between day fines and conventional fines (59 percent versus
61 percent, respectively). However, defendants given day fines
were more likely to pay .in full (37 percent versus 25 percent) .
Differences in likelihood to pay were even more pronounced among
the poorest violators. Of those persons having monthly incomes
less then $197, 33 percent of those given day fines paid in full,
compared to 14 percent of those who received conventional fines.3l
Overall, the court found that the system imposed lower fines which
led to reduced revenues to the county treasury. Since the
Milwaukee court could not afford to subsidize the program, the
program was discontinued.3

The Milwaukee experiment demonstrated that a day fines program can
be operated in a fast-paced setting such as a municipal court. The
collection rate data from Milwaukee and Staten Island indicates,
however, that day fines are not inherently more collectible than
traditional fines. In Milwaukee, the collection rates for day
fines and traditional fines were approximately the same. In Staten
Island, the collection rate for day fines in the control group
(i.e, day fines which were not subject to the new collection

3 Id.

. X Per a 8/28/92 phone conversation with Judith Greene,
l[\l)e”e\c(toorL of Court Programs, Vera Institute of Justice; New York,
W .
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practices) was approximately the same as the collection rate for
traditional fines.

1v. Day Fines as an Alternative Sanction in Alaska

It is difficult to predict whether a day fines program would make
a positive impact on Alaska's judicial system and corrections
program.  There is a shortage of data available on current
sentencing patterns.

In 1992'che Sentencing Commission conducted a state-wide survey of
felony sentences imposed hetween 1986 and 1991.  The commission
found that fines were imposed in only 44% percent of the cases.
Fines ranged from $250 to $15000 and were always combined with
sentences of incarceration ranging from 18 months to 8 years. 3B
The sampling indicates fines are not used as an alternative to
incarceration in felony cases, but rather as an additional
sanction.

No data is readily available on the number of misdemeanor cases in
which fines are imposed as a sole penalty or in conjunction with
other sanctions. However, according to information collected by

3 The offenses included bootlegging, driving under the
mfluer ssaut ?econd deqree rape econd degree éual
assault (? frenses copy of the Comm|3|ons ata
appears |n Appen IX
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the Sentencing Commission, misdemeanants currently make up
approximately ten percent of Alaska's prison population.34

It should be noted that there is public support in Alaska for
alternatives to incarceration. A recent public opinion report
prepared by the Sentencing Commission found that the majority of
those polled supported intermediate sanctions for non-violent
felons and even for some violent felons. Overall, the surv'fad
group “believed that incarceration does not give the publi-: its
money's worth."3® The group felt these offenders should be in
programs which control criminal behavior, but which allow them to
work, be self-supporting, and pay supervision costs and
restitution.3

V. Implementation Requirements for a Day Fines Progranm

The following section identifies the changes that would be required
to implement a day fines program in Alaska.  There are four
subsections which discuss the following topics: (1) necessary
statutory changes; (2) improvement of existing collection
mechanisms; (3) adoption of henchmarks; and (4) evaluation of a
defendant's financial resources.

A Alaska Sentencinlg_; Commission, 1991 Annual Report to the

|
Governor and the Alaska Legislature app. 1-2 (1991).

9
3 Alaska Sentencing Commission, Opinions on Sentencing in
Alaska: Results of Five "Focus Groups 10 (Aug. 20, 1992).

¥ Id.
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A. Statutory Changes
At least one statutory change must be made in order to implement

a day fines program and two additional changes may be desirable.
These three statutory changes are discussed in more detail below.

1. Financial Resources of the Defendant

AS 12.55.035 governs the imposition of fines. Prior to 1992, this
statute required the court to consider the financial resources of
the defendant when setting a fine. The statute provided:

ag (?n conV|ct| n of an o[]ense, a defendant m r¥
be sent nc ine as W or|ze In this secti
or as otherwise dautp orized by Jaw. deter m|n|n% t 3
ount and metho Pazmernt of 4 flne the cour h?]l
into ccount h Inancial resources ﬁ
de end nt an tPe nat ure of the burden 0lts ﬁ)ayment WI|
IMposed. efendant may he Imprisoned soflely because
of ina |||ty to pay a fine.

The court was also required to consider the financial resources of
the defendant when determining restitution. See AS 12.55.045.3
Both AS 1255.035 and AS 1255.045 were amended last session to
eliminate the income evaluation requirement.3 In adopting this

37 Prior to being amended in 1992, AS 12.55.045 provided:

%) .., In determining the amount and method
aunt the frestitution, the court shall take into

(3) financial resources of the defendant and
the nature of the burden its payment will impose on
dependents of the defendant.

3B The amendment to AS 12.55.035 is shown below:

a Upon conviction of an offense, a defendant
may be( gentencedpto pay a ftme as author?zed in this
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change,
from considering the defendant's financial
setting the amount of a fine or restitution:

the legislature specifically intended to prohibit the court

circumstances when

Section 1. PURPOSE. It is the purpose of this
Act to ensure full payment of fin e Imposed. In
crim |aI cases and ake ful rest|tut|on
av Iabl all persons who have been injured as
a result of_ crtmtnal behavior, to the Jgreatest
extent p053|b|e, by

n uirj rts to consider whether
defe ne( nt haqs g a |I|ty o pay ft/\nes ana
restitution at a eartnﬁt held after ‘a'defendant has
fatl% to pay, rather than aﬁkl g col rt? {0 %redt,ﬁf
ﬁt e tme 0f s ntencing whethér a derendant wi
tt? fut Lereabtltty to pay a fine or restitution in

Ch. 71 sec. 1 SLA 1992 (emphasis added).

Consideration of the defendant's financial resources is a critical

sentencing component in a day fines system.
fine,

When imposing a day
the judge multiplies the number of fine units which have been

assigned to the offense and the defendant's available daily income

to determine the fine amount.

12.55.035,

financial resources at t'e time the fine amount is set.
either the deleted language

order to implement a day fines system,

Under the current version of AS
a judge is precluded from considering the defendant's

Thus, in

section or as otherwise authorized bg law . ItIN
DETERMINING "HE AMOUNT AND METHOD OF PAYMENT OF A
FINE, THE COllfRT SHALL TAKE INT ACCT‘OENT THE
FINANCIAL RESOURCES OF THE DEFENDANT AND THE NATURE
OF THE BURDEN ITS PAYMENT WILL IMPOSE. NO DEFENDANT
XIAtFtlgEEII]\/IPRISONED SOLELY BECAUSE OF INABILITY TO PAY
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of the statute must be reinstated or a new provision must be added
to AS 1255 which specifically authorizes the imposition of day
fines. The latter option is probably preferable because it would
allow the court to impose either day fines or traditional "tariff"
or "going rate" fines. Thus, the court system could initially
implement day fines on a trial basis.®

2. Statutory caps on misdemeanors, violations, and infractions.

AS 1255.035 also sets maximum fine amounts for violations,
misdemeanors and felonies. These statutory caps are shown below:
fb) Ugon conviction of an offenses, a defendaptwho
s not. an rega,njzan,on may he se,ntenc?d to pay,u,nles%
H]ee wise sp. e

[ ﬁ? cified in the pﬁovmon of law defining t
nse, a fine of no more than

i
0
0

(2) $50,000 for class A, B, or C felony;
(3) $5,000 for a class A misdemeanor;
(4) $1,000 for a class B misdemeanor;

(5) $300 for a violation.

Because day fines are based on an offender's daily income, a fine
for a defendant with a high income level may exceed the statutory

cap. If a day fine is calculated above the cap amount, the

2 In Maricopa County, for example, day fines were implemented
in four of the county's eight superior courts so that the two fine
s_s%ems coulc he éompared and evaluated. In a Iphone conversation
ith Marilyn Windust, Daay Fine Prﬂgect Manage, sne stﬂted tha
several private defense attorneys have suggeSted that the use o
two fine systems raises equal protectjon “problems.  However, to
date, this issue has not been litigated.



defendant would only be liable for the statutory amount, which
diminishes the punitive impact of the fine,

Other jurisdictions have not necessarily eliminated their statutory
fine limits when they initiated their day fine programs. Phoenix,
Staten Island and Oregon elected to impose day fines within the
statutory fine limits, at least initially. Phoenix and Oregon plan
to evaluate the desirability of amending or repealing the statutory
caps once they have determined the extent to which the caps prevent
judges from imposing full dayfines,

In Alaska, the present capswill [imitthe use of day fines,
particularly for more serious offenses. A policy decision must be
made whether to propose to the legislature a lifting of the
existing caps or to operate the day fines program under existing
statutory fine [imits.

3. Statutory Felony Sentencing structure

Alaska operates under a statutory felony sentencing structure which
dictates minimum, maximum and presumptive prison terms for felony
convictions.40 There are no mandatory minimum or presumptive
sentencing rules for first time Class B4l or C& felony convictions,

40 See AS 12-55.125.

41 Class B eIon|es include robhery not using a deadly weapon,
the over $2 , se|||ng cocaing = or.marijuana . to" minors,
bur In a v(ye lIn arson With noris ofin| uh ,bnberg or
ger ury se ssault, sexual enetrat|on é a_pers n
ged 13, 15, exual contact W|th anyone under 13, or



unless the conduct was knowingly directed at a peace officer,
firefighter or an emergency responder, e.g., emergency medical
technician, paramedic, ambulance attendant.43 However, for second
and subsequent Class B felony convictions, there is a presumptive
prison term of 4 and 6 six years, respectively and 2 and 3 years
for Class C felonies. An offender will ordinarily receive these
prison terms unless certain aggravating or mitigating factors are
applicable.

Thus, under the current sentencing structure, judges can impose day
fines for misdemeanors and first time low level felony convictions,
but day fines cannot be used for repeat low level felonies. A
policy decision must be made as to whether the state of Alaska
wishes to include these repeat offenders in a day fines program
and, if so, propose a statutory amendment to the legislature.

B. Improvement of existing collection mechanisms
Judges — and the public — are unlikely to consider day fines as
an alternative to incarceration without assurance that such fines
can be collected. According to researchers at the National Center
for State Courts, "[p]art of the hesitancy that judges have in

daughter or son under 18.

, 42 Class C eIonles |nc|ude neglltl}ent homicide, bur(glary not
in a dwell |n% se %n -qdegree assaul heft over 0, theck
forgery, possessing heroin or cocaine, and bootleggmg

43 See AS 12.55.125(d)(3) and AS 12.55.125(e)(3).
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using the fine as a sole or primary sanction apparently stems from
a sense that collecting the payment is difficult." 4

In Alaska, fines, restitution and forfeited bonds under $250 are
collected by the court system while fines over $250 are collected
by the Department of Law.45 Court system collection practices are
limited to a single "notice of delinquency" letter and if no
payment is received, issuance of a bench warrant. The Department
of Law issues one demand letter and if no payment is received, an
execution is made on the defendant's permanent fund dividend.46

No information is readily available on the total number of cases
in which a fine is imposed.47 There> re, the overall payment rate
for fines cannot be calculated. Since April 1989, the court system
has forwarded a total of 5720 fine cases to the Department of Law

, Barry Mahoney & Marlene Thornton, Means-Based Fining:
\é|1e9mé38)0f American Trial Court Judges. 13 Just. Sys. J. 51,

& _See ACS Administrative Bulletin No. 43 (eff. Jan. 8,
1991). . .The Ancho raqe Court Administration is Iook|n% into tHe
Bossmlht of transterring all unpaid fines 1state-W| eU) o the
eﬁartmer}]_of Law Collectfons. Unit.  The Collections Unit will
aﬁs me this resgon3|b||y if necessary Information can be
ee,ctromcehlly transrer.-ed’ petween the courts, the Collections
Unit, and the Department of Revenue. At |g)resent, manual transfer
of pa erw?rk between these entities anpd the Alaska Stfa,te Trooger,?
causes collections not to be cost-effective for any fine or bai
forferture under $250.

46 In 1992, 1155 permanent fund dividend executions were
processed from approximately 3,000 open collection accounts.

4rThis information could be gathered. According to Technical
O[Reranons it would take approximately two days of a programmer's
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for collection. Thirty-six percent of these cases have heen paid
in full. Another 6 percent have almost been paid in full, i.e.,
less than $100 is still owing. The department has collected a
total of $1,560,885 in fine revenues. The court system collected
a total of $4,170252 in fines, "mail-in bail," and bail
forfeitures in FY92,

Prior to implementing a day fine system, current fine collection
practices should be reviewed and possibly upgraded. The Staten
Island day fine project demonstrated that, despite higher average
fine amounts, day fines are not more difficult to collect than
traditional fines.48 Also, relatively simple collection
techniques can significantly improve day fines collectibns. ®

C. Adoption of benchmarks.
Under a day fine system, the amount of the fine is determined by
multiplying the defendant's average daily income by the "benchmark"
for the offense. The benchmark is usually measured in "fine units"
and reflects the jurisdiction's view as to the seriousness of the
offense compared to other crimes. One of the first steps in
implementing a day fine system is the adoption of a benchmark scale
by assigning fine units to each criminal offense.

48 Winterfield & Hillsman. supra note 19, at 7.

49 See text accompanying note 21 supra.
)



Determining how many units to assign to each offense is similar to
development of sentencing guidelines. The gravity of the offense
is weighed against all other offenses and a determination made as
to the appropriate level of punishment. The jurisdiction must also
decide whether to adopt a fixed number of fine units for each
offense or a range of fine units in order to allow some variation
of the benchmark based on aggravating or mitigating factors. When
Staten Island initiated its day fines project, a planning group
determined the court's seventy most common misdemeanors and
violations. The group then ranked these offenses by severity. 5
Using a scale of 120 day fine units, the planning group assigned
fine units for each offense, e.g., prostitution = 5 units,
harassment = 15 units, petit larceny = 5 to 60 units; sexual
misconduct = 90 to 120 units. Where ranges were specified, judges
were given guidance on how to establish the benchmark in a
particular case. For example, a judge would determine the
benchmark for a defendant convicted of petit larceny according to
the value of property stolen.5l

In Milwaukee, planners used the existing fine system to create the
benchmark scale.  Planners assigned each fine unit a value of
twenty dollars and then determined the range of units for each
offense by dividing the minimum and maximum fine for the offense

The offenses ranged from breach of public decorum to

victimizing offenses generally charged as felonies but d|s osed of
as mwdemeganors %egofenses are%sted in Appendix A P

51 McDonald. Greene. &Worzella. supra note 17, at 22
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by twenty dollars. Thus, an offense with a minimum fine of $100
and a maximum fine of $500 would be assigned a range of 5to 25
fine units. Planners used the court's "deposit amount schedules”
(comparable to Alaska's bail forfeiture schedules) to determine the
median benchmark for each violation and infraction.22 A judge
could adopt a benchmark higher or lower than the median (but still
within the permitted range for the offense) based on aggravating
or mitigating circumstances or prior criminal history.53

The benchmark scales for Staten Island, Phoenix, and Milwaukee
appear in Appendices A, B and C, respectively.

In 1991, the Alaska Sentencing Commission weighed the seriousness
of 174 criminal offenses found in Title 11 and developed a ranking
beginning with most serious (Murder 1) to least serious (Unlawful
Possession of Property valued under $50)% Because ranking of
offenses is the starting point of a day fine benchmark scale, the
court system could choose to adopt this ranking for the day fines
program. The court would still need to assign a fixed number or
a range of fine units to each offense. Traffic offenses in Title
28, which includes DWI and DWLS offenses, and fish and game

2 A deﬁosit amount schedule is similar to Alaska's bail
orfeiture schedule in that a violator has the optiop of paying a
deposit" instead of appearing In court to contest the charge.

53 McDonald. Greene. &Worzella. supra note 17, at 5.

f

X The purpose of the ranking was to determine if any offenses
gﬁgud be s atutor||)fasrsec|a33|f|,e to reflect the senouwsss of

|d, .
crime, e.g., rec ify a misdemeanor offense to a felony.
2



offenses under Title 16 were not ranked. The Commission's ranking
appears in Appendix E.

D. Evaluation of a defendant®s financial resources

In addition to adopting a benchmark scale, the court system must
decide how much of a defendant's income to assess. Staten Island,
for example, chose to assess the defendant's daily net income,
adjusted for family responsibilities and basic personal needs.%
Daily net income was determined by dividing the defendant's pay
check, welfare allotment or unemployment check by the number of
days in the payment period. The figure was then adjusted based on
the number of persons supported by the defendant's income. To
reduce the harshness on low income defendants who do not have
savings or access to credit, the valuation formula allowed an
additional income adjustment for people living in poverty.5% To
assist the judge in determining the daily income assessment,
planners devised a chart similar to a "tax table" showing average
daily income on one axis and the number of persons supported by the
defendant on the other axis. The chart appears in Appendix A.

Once the level of assessment is determined, the court system would
need a procedure to obtain financial information from defendants.
Courts in Alaska already collect detailed financial information

% Milwaukee and Phoenix used or are using a similar system.

% McDonald. Greene. &Worzella. supra note 17, at 27.
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from defendants who request appointed counsel.5/ The same basic
mechanism could probably be used to collect financial information
from defendants who are subject to a day fine.8

VI. Conclusion

Alaska faces the possibility of future budget shortfalls with the
decline of oil-bhased revenues. As such, budget constraints may
force proportionate cuthacks on prison and probation resources.
Therefore, alternative intermediate criminal sanctions, such as day
fines, may become a necessity. Other jurisdictions find day fines
are effective as a sole penalty for misdemeanants and felons who
have low treatment and supervision needs. By not imposing a short-
term jail sentence on these offenders, prison space is made
available for more violent, predatory offenders. As the Alaska
Sentencing Commission has noted, "[e]very offender diverted into

5/ This information |s also gathered as part of the
te ce invest at|on uch |nvest|gat|ons are conducted in
ony cases but few m|sdemeanor cades

B As part of |ts day fines project, Staten Island employed

BfforPI to | ere g ?nts about” their financjal resour?es
anners. also eveoP tables showmg the median biweekly salary
for various occu ations, ed con truct|on workers, food and
beverage ]prepar sales pe sonnel. defendant refused to
disclose financial informat |on to c?urt ersonne the Ju gee would
calculﬁte, the day fine based upon inform t|on |n these e
enera lPCO e guidelines adp ear iIn AP . ag 'J‘
taten Islan fp 01rect were ’so aut{mr to adhust %fen ants
dally income figures to retlect illega der the table"
Income.
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a non-prison program is making a space available for a more serious
offender and saving the need for new prison construction.,s9

If you have any questions, please contact me at extension 646.

dayfine.memo3
/]

59 Alaska Sentencinlg_; Commission, 1991 Annual Report to the
Governor and the Alaska Cegislature 34 (1991).

5
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Staten Island Dav-Fine Benchmark Scales

Number of Day-Fine Units
PL Charge Type of Offense Discount-PRESUMFTTVE-Prexnium

115.00 AM Criminal Facilitation 4 30-35- 40

120.00 AM  Assault 3: Range of 20-95 DF

A. Substantial Injury 81-95-109
Stranger-to-stranger; or, where
victim is known to assailant,
he/she is weaker, vulnerable

B. Minor Injury 59- 70- 81
Stranger-to-stranger; or, where
victim is know to assailant,
he/she is weaker, vulnerable;
or, altercations involving use of
aweapon

C. Substantial Injury 38-45- 52
Altercations among
acquaintances; brawls

D. Minor Injury 17-20- 23
Altercations among
acquaintances; brawls

m Attempted Assault 3: range of 15-45 DF
120.00 BM
A. Substantial Injury 38-45 - 52
Stranger-to-stranger; or, where
victim is known to assailant,
he/she is weaker, vulnerable
B. Minor Injury 30-35- 40
Stranger-to-stranger; or, where
victim is know to assailant,
he/she is weaker, vulnerable;
or, altercations involving use of
a weapon
C. Substantial Injury 17-20- 23
Altercations among
acquaintances; brawls
D. Minor Injury 13-15- 17
Altercations among
acquaintances; brawls

Prepared by the Vera Institute ofJﬁ%



PL Charge

120.15 BM

120.20 AM

10

120.20 BM

13020 AM

130.38 BM
130.55 BM
130.60 AM
135.05 AM
140.05vio
140.10 BM

140.15 AM

10

140.15BM

140.35 AM

Type of Offense

Meanacing: Range of 30-45 DF

A. Threat of Serious Physical Injury
Stranger-to-stranger; or, where

victim is weaker, vulnerable

B. Threat of Serious Phsycial Injury

Altercations among
acquaintences; brawls

Reckless Endangerment

Attempted Reckless Endangerment

Sexual Misconduct: Range of 90-120 DF
A. Sexual Intercourse

Without consent involving
forcible compulsion

B. Sexual Intercourse

Where victim is incapable of
consent or under the age of
fourteen

Consensual Sodomy

Sexual Abuse 3

Sexual Abuse 2

Unlawful Imprisonment 2

Trespass

Criminal Trespass 3

Criminal Trespass 2

Attempted Criminal Trespass 2

Posession of Burglary Tools

Number of Day-Fine Units

Disoount-PRESUMPTIVE-Premii

38 - 45- *52

25- 30' 35

55- 65' 75
17- 20 23

102-120-138

76- 90-104

13-15 - w7
38 - 49 - 52
85-100-115
55 - 00 - 75
13-15- 1
17 - 20- 23
42 - 90 - s8
25 - 30- 35

42 - 50- 58

Prepared by the Vera Institute of Justice
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NumberofDay-Fine Units
PL Charge Type of Offense Discounl-PRESUMPTIVE-Premium
145.00 A M CriminalMischief4:Range of 15-60D F

(Damage toproperty scaled as for
petitlarceny)

S more 51- 00 - 69
700-999 42-50-58
500-699 34-40-46
300-499 25-30-35
150-299 17-20-23
1-149 13-15-17
10 Attempted Criminal Mischief4:Range of 15-30 D F
145.00 8 M Pamage toproperty scaled as for
attempted petitlarceny)
rmore 25-30-35
600-999 17-20-23
1-599 13-15-17
145.14 B M Criminal Tampering 3 17-20-2:
14515AM  CriminalTampering 2 42-50-58

15525 AM PetitLarceny: Range of 15-60DF

rmore 51-60 - 69
700-999 42-50-58
500-699 34-40-46
300-499 25-30-35
150-299 17-20-23

1-149 13- 15-17

Prepared by the Vera Institute ofJﬁ%



PL Charge Type of Offe.we
110/ Attempted Petit Larceny: Range of 15-30 DF
155.25 BM $1000 or more

600-999

1-599

110/ Attempted Grand Larceny: Range of20-65 DF
15530 AM A. Purse Snatch
Regardless of amount of value

B. Extortion
Regardless of amount of value

C. Value Exceeding $1000

D. Stolen Credit Card

E. Stolen Motor Vehicle:
Range of 20-60 DF
(Car value scaled asfor
petit larceny)

$1000 or more
700-999
500-699
30CM99
150-299
1-149

Unauthorized Use of aVehicle 3:
Range of 15-60 DF
(Car value scaled as for petit larceny)

$1000 or more
700-999
500-699
300-499
150-299
1-149

165.05 AM

165.09 AM Auto Stripping 2

Prepared by the Vera Institute ofJﬁtice

NmnbetofDay-Fine Units
Discount-PRESUMPTIVE-Fremitm

25-30-35
17-20-23
13-15-17

55-65-75

55-65-75

51- 60 - 69
51-60-69

51-60 - 69
42 -50 - 58
34-40-46
25-30-35
17-20-23
13-15-17

51 - 60 - 69
42-50-58
34-40 - 46
25-30-35
17-20-23
13-15-17

13-15-17

6/B8



PL Charge Type of Offense
165.30 AM  Fraudulent Accosting

165.40 AM Criminal Posession of Stolen Property 5:
Range of 15-60 DF
(Property value scaled as for
petit larceny)

$1000 or more
700-999
500-699
300-499
150-299
1-149

ID Attempted Criminal Possession of
165.40 BM Stolen Property 5:
Range of 15-30 DP
(Property value scaled as for
attempted petit larceny)

$1000 or more
600-999
1-599

170.05 AM Forgery 3
17020 AM Criminal Possession of a Forged Instrument
17055 BM Unlawful Use of Slugs

1’0 Attempted lllegal Possession of
170.70 AM  Vehicle ID Number

175.05 AM Falsifying Business Records 2

10 Attempted Falsifying Business Records 2
175.05 BM

176.10 AM Insurance Fraud 5

Number of Qay-FLnc Units
Discount-PRESUMPTIVE-Pienuum

42-50-58

51-60-69

42-50-58
34-40-46
25-30-35
17-20-23
13-15-17

25-30-35
17-20-23
13-15-17

34-40-46
30-35-40
13-15-17

30-35-40

42-50-58

17-20-23

51-60 -69

Prepared by t>c Vera Institute ofﬁéc%
S



PL Charge

190.05BM
190.25 AM
195.05 AM

200.30 AM

205.20 AM
205.30 AM
210.35 AM
210.45 AM

21550 AM

10

21550 BM

220.03 AM

220.45 AM

22050 AM
221.05 vio

221.10 BM

Number of Day-Fine UniU

Discount.PRESUMPTIVE.Premiu

13-15-17

Type of Offense
Issuing a Bad Check

Criminal Impersonation 2
Obstructing Governmental Administration 2

Giving Unlawful Gratuities

Promoting Prison Contraband 2

Resisting Arrest

Making an Apparently Sworn False Statement
Making a Punishable False Written Statement
Criminal Contempt 2

Attempted Criminal Contempt 2

Criminal Possession of a Controlled Substance 7:
Range of 35*50 DF

A. Possession of cocaine, herion, PCP,
LSD or other "'street jobs"
B. Criminal possession of valium,

methadone, or other
pharmaceutical drugs

42-50-58

30-35-40

13-15-17

Criminal Posession of a Hypodermic
Instrument

Criminal Use of Drug Paraphernalia 2
Unlawful Possession of Marijuana

Possession of Marijuana 5

Prepared by the Vera Institute ofJﬁtice
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PL Charge

221.15 AM

221.40 AM

(NESY)
221.40 BM

225.05 AM

225.15 AM

230.00 BM

240.20 vio

240.25 vio

240.30 AM

240.35 vio

24036 BM

24037A AM

240.37 B BM

24037V vio

240.45 BM

24050 BM

Type of Offense

Possession of Marijuana 4

Sale of Marijuana 4

Attempted Sale of Marijuana 4

Promoting Gambling 2

Possession of Gambling Records 2

Prostitution

Disorderly Conduct

Harrassment

Aggravated Harrassment 2

Loitering

Loitering 1

Loitering for Prostitution

Loitering for Prostitution

Loitering for Prostitution

Criminal Nuisance

Falsely Reporting an Incident 3

30-35-40

42-50 -58

21-25-29

42-50-58

42-50-58

13-15-17

13-15-17

13-15-17

42-50-58

13-15 -17

13-15-17

21-25-29

13-15-17

13-15-17

13-15-17

17-20-23

Number ofDay-Fine Units
Dlscount-PRESUMPTTVE-Premium

Prepared by the Vera Institute of Justice
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PL Charge

24055 AM

245.00 BM

10

250.05 AM

260.10 AM

260.20 BM

265.01 AM

10

Type of Offense

Falsely Reporting an Incident 2

Public Lewdness

Attempted Eavesdropping

Endangering the Welfare of a Child:
Range of 20-90 DF

A. Serious physical injury with'
indication of neglect by parent
or guardian

B. Neglect of a child involving

substantial risk of serious
physical injury

C. Neglect of a child

Unlawfully Dealing with a Child

Criminal Possession of a Weapon 4:
Range of 35-60 DF

A. Criminal Possession of a Firearm

B. Criminal Possession of Any Other

Dangerous or Deadly Weapon

Attempted Criminal Possession of a Weapon 4:

Number of Day-Fine Units

Discount-PRESUMPTIVE-Premium

30-35-40

25-30-35

30-35-40

76 -90-104

42-50-58

17-20-23

13-15-17

51-60 -69

30-35-40

265.01 BM Range of 15-25 DF
A. Criminal Possession of a Firearm 21-25-29
B. Criminal Possession of Any Other 13-15-17

Dangerous or Deadly Weapon

270.00BM Unlawfully Dealing with Fireworks 21-25-29

orvio Range of 15-35DF
A. Offering fireworks for sale; a B misdemeanor 30-35-40
B. Possession of fireworks for use; aviolation 13-15 -17
270.05 BM Unlawfully Possessing Noxious Material 13-15 -17

Prepared by the Vera Institute ofJ%



JgbtelJs

Dollar-Value of One Day-Fine Unit
By Net D.iilv Income and Number of Dependents

Number of Dependents (Including Self)

NetDa”(‘v) 1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8

Income

3 $1.28 $1.05 $0.83 $0.68 $053 $0.45 $0.37 $0.30
4 1.70 140 1.10 090 0.70 0.60 050 0.40
5 213 175 138 113 0.88 0.75 0.62 0.50
6 255 210 165 135 105 0.90 0.75 0.60
{ 298 245 193 158 123 1.05 0.87 0.70
8 340 280 220 180 140 120 100 0.80
9 383 3.15 248 203 158 135 112 0.90

10 425 350 275 225 175 150 125 1.00
11 468 385 303 247 193 165 137 1.10
12 510 420 330 270 210 1.80 150 1.20
13 553 455 358 293 228 195 162 1.30
14 785 490 385 315 245 210 175 1.40
15 842 525 413 338 263 225 1.87 150
16 898 560 ,4.40 3.60 2.80 240 200 1.60
17 954 50957468 383 298 255 212 1.70
18 1010 6.30 #4.95 4.05 315 270 225 180
19 10.66 8.78'AF.23 4.28 3.33 285 237 1.90
20 1122 924 550 450 350 3.00 250 2.00
21 1178 970 578 473 368 315 262 2.10
22 . 1234 0.6 605 495 385 330 275 2.20
23 12.90 10.63 6.33 518 4.03 345 287 2.30
24 13.46 11.09 871 540 420 3.60 3.00 2.40
25 14.03 1155 9.08 563 4.38 375 3.12 250
26 1459 1201 9.44 585 455 390 325 2.60
27 1515 12.47 9.80 6.08 473 405 337 270
28 15.71 12.94 10.16 832 4.90 420 350 2.80
29 16.27 13.40 1053 861 .5.07 4.35 3.62 2.90
30 16.83 13.86 10.89 891 525 450 3.75 3.00
31 17.39 1432 1125 921 543 465 3.87 3.10
32 17.95 1478 1162 950 560 480 4.00 3.20
33 1851 1525 11.98 9.80 7.62 4.95 412 3.30
34 19.07 1571 1234 10.10 7.85 510 425 3.40
35 49.64 1617 1271 1040 8.09 525 437 3.50
36 2020 16.63 13.07 10.69 832 540 450 3.60
37 2076 17.09 13.43 1099 855 555 462 3.70
38 2132 1756 13.79 1129 878 7.52 475 3.80
39 2188 18.02 1416 1158 901 7.72 4.87 3.90

40 2244 18.48 1452 1188 924 792 5.00 4.00



Net Dalily

Income ($) 1 2_ 3 4 5 6 7 8
M1 $23.00 $18.94 $14.88 $12.18 $9.47 $8.12 $5.12 $4.10
42 2356 1940 1525 1247 970 832 525 420
43 2412 1987 1561 1277 993 851 7.09 4.30
44 2468 20.33 1597 13.07 1016 871 7.26 440
45 2525 20.79 1634 1337 1040 891 7.42 450
46 2581 2125 16.70 1366 1063 9.11 759 4.60
47 26.37 21.71 17.06 1396 1086 931 775 4.70
48 26.93 2218 17.42 1426 11.09 950 792 6.34
49 2749 2264 17.79 1455 1132 970 8.08 6.47
50 28.05 23.10 18.15 1485 1155 990 825 6.60
51 2861 2356 1851 15.15 11.78 1010 841 6.73
52 29.17 2402 1888 1544 1101 1030 858 6.86
53 29.73 2449 1924 1574 1124 1049 874 7.00
54 30.29 2495 19.60 16.04 1247 1069 891 7.13
55 30.86 2541 1997 16.34 1271 1089 9.07 7.26
56 3142 2587 20.33 1663 1294 11.09 924 7.39
57 3198 26.33 20.69 1693 1317 11.29 940 752
58 3254 26.80 21.05 17.23 1340 1148 957 7.66
59 33.10 2726 2142 1752 13.63 1168 973 7.79
60 33.66 27.72 21.78 1782 1386 11.88 990 7.92
61 3422 2818 2214 18.12 14.09 12.08 10.06 8.05
62 3478 2864 2251 1841 1432 1228 1023 8.18
63 3534 2911 2287 1871 1455 1247 1039 8.3?
64 35.90 2957 23.23 19.01 14.78 12.67 1056 845
65 36.47 30.03 23.60 1931 15.02 12.87 10.72 855.
66 37.03 3049 2396 19.60 1525 13.07 10.89 8.71
67 3759 30.95 2432 19.90 1548 13.27 11.05 8.84
68 38.15 3142 2468 2020 15.71 1346 11.22 8.98
69 3871 3188 2505 2049 1594 1366 11.38 9.11
70 39.27 3234 2541 20.79 16.17 13.86 1155 924
71 39.83 32.80 25.77 21.09 1640 14.06 11.71 9.37
72 40.39 33.26. 26.14 21.38 16.63 14.26 11.88 950
73 4095 3373 2650 21.68 16.86 1445 12.04 9.64
74 4151 3419 26.86 2198 17.09 14.65 1221 9.77
75 4208 34.65 27.23 2228 17.33 1485 12.37 9.90
76 £264 3511 2759 2257 1756 1505 1254 10.03
77 43.20 3557 27.95 2187 17.79 1525 12.70 10.16
78 4376 36.04 2831 23.17 18.02 1544 12.87 10.30
79 4432 3650 2868 2346 1825 15.64 13.03 10.43

80 4488 36.96 29.04 23.76 1848 1584 13.20 10.56



Daily
me (%)

$81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100

Number of Dependents (Including Self)

2

3

4

$45.44 $37.42 $29.40 $24.06

46.00
4656
47.12
47.69
48.25
48.81
49.37
49.93
50.49
51.05
51.61
52.17
52.73
53.30
53.86
54.42
54.98
55.54
56.10

37.88
38.35
38.81
39.27
39.73
40.19
40.66
41.12
41.58
42.04
42.50
42.97
43.43
43.89
44.35
44.81
45.28
45.74
46.20

20.77
30.13
30.49
30.86
31.22
3158
31.94
32.31
32.67
33.03
33.40
33.76
34.12
34.49
34.85
3521
3557
35.94
36.30

24.35
24.65
24.95
25.25
2554
25.84
26.14
26.43
26.73
27.03
27.32
27.62
27.92
28.22
28.51
28.81
20.11
29.40
29.70

5

6

7

$18.71 $16.04 $13.36 $10.69

18.94
19.17
19.40
19.64
19.87
20.10
20.33
20.56
20.7°
21.02
21.25
21.48
21.71
21.95
22.18
2241
22.64
22.87
23.10

16.24
16.43
16.63
16.83
17.03
17.23
17.42
17.62
17.82
18.02
18.22
18.41
18.61
18.81
19.01
19.21
19.40
19.60
19.80

13.53
13.69
13.86
14.02
14.19
14.35
14.52
14.68
14.85
15.01
15.18
15.34
1551
15.67
15.84
16.00
16.17
16.33
16.50

10.82
10.96
11.09
11.22
11.35
11.48
11.62
11.75
11.88
12.01
12.14
12.28
12.41
12.54
12.67
12.80
12.94
13.07
13.20

Prepared by the Vera Institute of Justice
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Table 3
Median Salary (Bi-Weekly Gross)
By Occupation Type

Marketing and Sales Occupations

Cashiers $ 360
Counter and Rental Clerks 380
Insurance Agents and Brokers

Beginning 700

5-9 Years Exp. 1800

10+ Years Experience 2685
Manufacturer's Sales Workers 980
Real Estate Agents and Brokers

Agents 730

Brokers 1340
Retail Sales Wokers 430

Securities and Financial Services
Sales Representatives

Beginning 1420

Experienced 3490
Services Sales Representatives 805
Travel Agents and Managers

Travel Agents 615

Managers 1150
Wholesale Trade Sales Workers 980

Administrative Support Occupations,
Including Clerical

Bank Tellers 460
Bookkeepers and Accounting Clerks 570
Clerical Supervisors and Managers 845
Computer and Peripheral 630
Equipment Operator
Data Entry Keyers 550
File Clerks 475
General Office Clerk 565
Insurance Claims and Policy Processing
Inside Adjusters 735
Outside Adjusters 825
Records Clerks 600
Claims Clerks 550

Source: Occupational Outlook Handbook, 1988-89 Edition,
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, April 1988



Postal Gerks and Mail Carriers

Beginning $770

Maximum 1040
Receptionists and Information Gerks 485
Reservation and Transportation 840
Ticket Agents and Travel Clerks
Secretaries 765
Statistical Clerks 680
Stenographers

Beginning, private 705

Experienced, private 830

Federal Government 570
Stock Clerks 600
Teacher Aides 510
Telephone Operator 630
Traffic, Shipping, Receiving Clerks 590
Typists and Word Processors

Beginning Typist 485

Experienced Typist 650

Word Processor 615

Government Typist 475

Service Occupations
Correction Occupations

Local 700

State 670

Federal 780
Firefighting Occupations 800
Guards 425
Police, Detectives, Special Agents

Police Patrol Officers 830

Police and Detective Sgts. 1025

Police and Detective Lts. 1165

Food and Beverage Preparation and Service
Chefs, Cooks, and Other Kitchen Work

Chefs 670
Cooks 420
Assistant Cooks 380
Short-Order Cooks 360
Bread/Pastry Bakers 405
Salad Preparation 340
Fast-Food Preparation 310

Food and Beverage Service Workers

(Including Tips)
Waiters/Waitresses 345
Bartenders 430



General Maintenance Mechanics

$760

Heating, Air-Conditioning, 780
Refrigeration Mechanics
Home Appliance and 600-920
Power Tool Repairers
Industrial Machinery Repairers 830
Line Installers and Cable Splicers 1055
Millwrights 1005
Mobile Heavy Equipment Mechanics 880
Motorcycle, Boat, and 600
Small-Engine Mechanics
Musical Instrument Repairers
and Tuners
Beginning 305-385
Experienced 765-1535
Office Machine and 750
Cash Register Services
Telephone Installers and Repairers 1220
Vending Machine Servicers 240-1120
and Repairers
Construction Trades and Extractive Occupation
Bricklayers and Stonemasons 820
Carpenters 695
Carpet Installers 660
Concrete Masons and Terrazzo Workers 690
Drywall Workers and Lathers 750
Electricians 945
Glaziers 720
Insulation Workers 740
Painters and Paperhangers 600
Plasterers 750
Plumbers and Pipefitters 940
Roofers 610
Roustabouts 890
Sheet Metal Workers 1400
Structural and Reinforcing 930
Metal Workers
Tilesetters 850
Production Occupations
Apparel Workers
Sewing Machine Operators 360
Pressing Machine Operators 400
Bindery Workers
Beginning 710
Experienced 975



Blue-Collar Worker Supervisors
Boilermakers

Butchers and Meatcutters
Compositors and Typesetters
Dental Laboratoiy Technicians
Electric Power Generating

Plant Operators, Power Distribu) its

and Dispatchers
Inspectors, Testers, Graders
Jewelers
Retail
Manufacturing
Lithographers and Photoengraving
Workers
Photoengravers
Lithographers
Machinists
Metalworking and Plasticworking
Machine Operators
Motor Vechides and
Equipment
Aircraft and Parts
Primary Metal Industries
Machinery Manufacturing,
Except Electrical
Fabricated Metal Products
Electrical and Electronic
Machinery and Equipment
Misc. Plastics Products
Numerical-Control Machine-Tool
Operators
Opthalmic Laboratory Technicians
Painting and Coating Machine
Operators
Photographic Process Workers
Precision Assemblers
Printing Press Operators
Shoe and Leather Workers
and Repairers
Stationary Engineers
Textile Machinery Operators
Tool-and-Die Makers
Upholsterers
Water and Wastewater Treatment
Plant Operators
Operator
Supervisor

$970
380-1240
750-1195
690

720

1120

680

770
700-1000

1205
1180
840

1080

1030
955
845

790
775

650
800

385-575
620

500
600
1330
600

' 1230
650
1020
480-1040

775
860



Welders, Cutters, and Welding
Machine Operators
Welding Machine Operators o $720

Welders and Cutters 1120
Woodworking Occupations 510
Transportation and Material Moving Occupation
Busdrivers
Materical Moving Equipment Operators 750
Truckdrivers
Traaor-Trailers 955
Medium Trucks 88
Heavy Straight Trucks 815
Light Trucks 610

Construction Trades Helpers

Prepared by the Vera Instatute of Jstice

8/5/88



A ppendix B

Day Fines Program for Phoenix, Arizona

= Benchmark Scale

e Daily Income Reference Table

e Daily Income Figures for Skilled Unemployed
Defendants



Code/Class

13-1703 6F
13-1703 5F
13-1704 4F
13-1703 4F
13-1704 3F

13-1704 2F :

13-1203 3M
13-1203 2M
13-1204 1M
13-1203 1M
13-1204 6F
13-1204 4F
13-1204 3F
13-1204 2F
13-3305 1M
13-3305 6F
13-1506 2M
13-1506 1M
13-1507 1M
13-1507 6F
13-1506 6F
13-1506 5F
13-1507 5F
13-1507 4F
13-1506 4F
.13-1507 3F
13-1508 3F
13-1508 2F
13-1505 1M
13-1505 6F
13-3623 1M
13-3623 6F
13-3623 5F
13-3623 4F
13-3623 3F

13-3623 2Fv ™

13-1410 3F
13-14102F
13-3212 3F
13-23161M
13-2316 6F
13-2316 3F

Financial Assessment Units by Odense

Coarse.
Arson, Att. 50
Arson - m 1 11 1 85
Arson, Solic. 335
Arsoll... . ... i msSSmio-
Arson, Att. 340
ASOR] Vx> VvV - XAV W
Assault 15
Assault , ., « v
Assault, Aggravated, Att. 35
Assault m i Et '£» 35
Assault, Aggravated 70
Assault, Aggravated, Att. , iw ffr::", 190
Assault, Aggravated 270
Assault, Aggravated mmmmm
Betting and Wagering, Att. 20
Betting and Wagering H B B K O
Burglary, 3rd deg., Att. Facil. 25
Burglary, 3rd deg., Facil. 50
Burglairy, 2nd deg., Att. Facil. 35
Burglary, 2nd deg., Facil. 50
Burglaiy, 3rd deg., Solic. 65
Burglaiy, 3rd deg., Att. f
Burglary, 2nd deg., Solic. 160
Burglairy, 2nd deg., Att.. Sm m m 3s
Burglary, 3rd deg. 160
Burglary, 2nd deg. 340
Burglary, 1st deg. 340
Burglary, 1stdeg. i MM .n/a
Burglary Tools, Poss., Att. 15
Burglary Tools, Poss. 65
Child Abuse, Att. 35
Child Abuse | a1 i<\ N,
Child Abuse 125
child Abuse MM 1 M i mmmmnm
Child Abuse 270
‘Child Abuse ;... %' m i MM: n/a
Child Molestat;on, Att. 260
j Child Molestation L - M N/A
Child Prostitution, Att. 350
Computer Fraud, 2nd deg., Att, 20
Computer Fraud, 2nd deg. 80
Computer Fraud, 1st deg. 200

Tahble

2



Code/Class

13-3453 1M
13-3453 6F
13-3613 1M
13-1602 2M
13-1604 1M
13-1602 I'M
13-1604 6F
13-1602 6F
13-1602 5F
13-2006 1M
13-2003 1M
13-2003 6F
13-2004 6F
13-1502 3M
13-1503 2M
13-1504 1M
13-1504 6F
13-1302 1M
13-1302 GF
13-3407 1M
13-3407 6F
13-3407 5F
13-3407 4F
13-3407 3F
13-3407 2F
36-0861 5F
13-2904 1M
28-0473 1M
13-3415 2M
13-3415 1M
13-3415 6F
28-0692 1M
28-0692 6F
28-0692 5F
13-1201 1M
13-1201 6F
13-2503 1M
13-2502 1M
13-2503 6F
13-2502 6F
13-2503 5F

Change Units

Cont. Sub., Man.Dis.Pos.Dis.Imitat., Att. 20
Cont. Sub.iM ™~ ™ Pbs Dis.Imltation. H 40
Contributing to Deliq./Depend, of Child 30
sm s
Crirr.,nal Damage, Aggravated 20
Criminal Damage, Att ,-1.20.
Criminal Damage, Aggravated 60
Criminal Damage r 145.
Criminal Damage 100
ACriminal Impersonation M m i M 1120
Criminal Poss. Forgery Device, Att. 30
Criminal Poss. Forgery Device / . 1 45
Criminal Simulation 30
Criminal Trespass, 3rd deg. . 10
Criminal Trespass, 2nd deg. 15
Criminal Trespass, 1stdeg.ISS-m 20
Criminal Trespass, 1st deg. 60
Custodial Interference M25
Custodial Interference 50
Dangerous Drug, Poss. Vi l: ; *0
Dangerous Drug, Poss, Solic. 45
Dangerous Drug, Poss., Att. S105
Dangerous Drug, Poss. 150
Dangerous Drug, Trans./Se!!, Att. 1220
Dangerous Drug, Trans./Sell 320
Disinterment of a Human Body 75
Disorderly Conduct 20
Driving with a Suspended License 1120
Drug Paraphernalia, Pos.Man.Del., Solic. 15
Drug Paraphernalia, Pos.Man.Del., Att. ...a. 2Q
Drug Paraphernalia, Pos.Man.Del. 40
DUI with One Prior W&T7| 1 -V.1185
DUI with Two Priors, Att. 65
DUI with Ocense Suspended S fM M IS
Endangerment 35
Endangerment iip I m i S'70
Escape, 2nd deg., Facil. 40
Escape, 3rd deg;,1 I 40
Escape, 2nd deg., Att. 95
Escape, 3rd degSSS-L." 8175

Escape, 2nd deg. 195



Code/Class

13-2507 1M
13-3620 1M
13-3002 1M
13-3002 6F
13-2907 1M
13-2107 1M
13-2107 6F
23-0785 6F
13-2703 6F
13-2002 1M
13-2002 6F
13-2002 5F
13-2002 4F
13-2104 6F
44-1220 1M
44-1220 6F
13-2310 1M
13-2310 6F
13-2310 4F
13-2310 3F
13-2310 2F
13-2311 1M
13-2311 6F
13-2311 5F
13-2105 1M
13-2105 6F
13-2512 1M
13-2512 6F
13-2512 5F
13-2312 6F
13-2312 4F
13-2312 3F
49-0923 6F
13-3608 4F
13-1402 1M
13-1402 6F
13-2802 1M
13-2810 1M
13-1807 1M
13-3208 1M
13-3208 6F
13-3208 5F

Charge

Failure to Appear, 1st degree, Att.
Failure to Report Child AbUselll
False or Forged Messages, Att. |
False or Forged Messages |11 H p
False Reporting

False Statement Fin. Cond”™ or ID, Att.11
False Statement Fin. Cond. or ID

False Statement
False Swearing
Forgery, Facil.
Forgery, Solic.
Forgery, Att
Forgery

Forgery of Credit Card

Fraudulent Insurance Claim, Att.
Fraudulent Insurance Claim

Fraudulent Schemes & Arti., Att. Facil.
Fraudulent Schemes & Arti., Facil.
Fraudulent Schemes & Arti., Solic;
Fraudulent Schemes & Arti™ Att.
Fraudulent Schemes & Arti.

Fraudulent Schemes & Prac.J Facil.
Fraudulent Schemes & Prac., Att.
Fraudulent Schemes & Prac. ,
Fraudulent Use of Credit Card
Fraudulent Use of Credit CardJ k: I .
Hindering Prosecution, 1st deg., Facil.
Hindering Prosecution, 1stdeg., AtU Il
Hindering Prosecution, 1st deg.

Illegal Control of an Enter~Facil. WM
lllegal Control of an Enter., Att.

lllegal Control of art Enterprise '1 S 1
lllegal Disposal of Hazardous Waste
Incest S
Indecent Exposure
Indecent Exposure
Influencing a Witness
Interfering with Judicial Proceedings
Issuing a Bad Check

Keeping/House of Prost., Employee
Keeping/House of Prost., Operating, Att.
Keeping/House of Prost., Operating

1 IS 1t

I B VA

ynte

30
30
20
30
20
120:.
30
.30
55
130
45
100
140
130
30
155
20
160
80
140
295
120
30
160
20
30
20
130
75
60
140
200
115

| 171.1k.1111/.1'... .7 ; 260

20
70
30
55
20
20
55
©.05



Code/Class

13-1304 5F
13-1304 4F
13-1304 3F
131304 2F
28-0661 1M
28-0661 6F
28-0663 6F

13-2905 3M i

13-2905 1M
13-2905 6F
13-1103 3F
133405 1M
13-3405 6F
13-3405 5F
13-3405 4F
13-3405 3F
13-3405 2F
13-3102 2M
13-3102 1M
13-3102 6F
13-3102 5F
13-3102 4F
13-2317 6F
13-2317 3F
13-1105 5F
13-1105 3F
13-1104 2F
13-1105 2F
13-1104 1F
13-1105 1F
13-3408 1M
13-3408 6F
13-3408 5F
13-3408 4F
13-3408 3F
133408 2F
13-1102 4F
13-3506 4F
13-3502 1M
13-3502 6F
13-2409 5F
13-3209 5F

Narcotic Drug, Trans”™SellL .

Negligent Homicide
Obscene/Harmful Items, rurri,to Minor*5 | 135
Obscene Items, Prod.Publ.Sale...,Facil, 20
Obscene Items, Prod.Publ.Sale..., Att. m

Obstructing Criminal Investigations

Pandering

Charge Unit?
Kidnapping, Att. 130
Kidnapping 111 wmmsSo
Kidnapping 260
- Kldnapping m SM A"
Leaving the Scene of an fnj. Acc., Att. 30
leaving the Scene of 1111135
Leaving the Scene of an In]. Acc. 55
.Loriering * W\ <sws/. %om
Loitering, Att. 20
Loitering . N - 30
Manslaughter N/A
Marijuana, Poss., Att. T 20
Marijuana, Poss. 45
Marijuana, Poss. n .
Marijuana, Poss. for Sale 105
Marijuana, Poss. for Sale n s i
Marijuana, Trans./Sell 220
Misconduct Involving Weapons, Att. :1:70
Misconduct Involving Weapons 45
Misconduct Involving Weapons 80
Misconduct Involving Weapons, Att. 105
Misconduct Involving Weapons »
Money Laundering, 2nd deg., Facil. 60
Money Laundering, 2nd deg. 1.11200
Murder, 1st deg., Facil. 270
Murder, 1st deg., Solic. mam
Murder, 2nd degree, Att. N/A
Murder, 1st degree, Att. * N/A
Murder, 2nd degree N/A
Murder, 1st degree HI"IN/A
Narcotic Drug, Poss., Facil. 20
Narcotic Drug, Poss.;Solic. . r f %mm
Narcotic Drug, Poss., Att. 105
Narcotic Drug, Poss. =& S 1150
Narcotic Drug, Trans./Sell, Att. 220

SH»» 3220

190

95
55



Code/Class

13-2702 4F
13-3554 1M
13-3406 1M
13-3406 6F
13-3303 1M
13-3303 6F
13-3303 5F
13-2505 1M
13-2505 6F
13-2505 5F
13-2505 4F
13-2505 3F
13-3214 1M
13-3507 1M
13-1403 5F
13-2103 6F
13-3204 6F
13-3204 5F
13-1702 1M
13-2508 1M
13-2508 6F
13-1902 6F
13-1902 5F
13-1902 4F
13-1903 6F
13-1903 4F
13-1903 3F
13-1904 6F
13-1904 4F
13-1904 3F
13-1904 2F
13-2408 1M
13-2408 6F
13-1404 1M
13-1404 6F
13-1404 5F
13-1404 4F
13-1404 3F
13-1406 6F
13-1406 3F
13-1406 2F

Charge Units

Perjury 135
Portraying Adult as Minor 11 , 20
Prescription Drug, Poss. 20
Prescription Drug, Poss. for Sale 11111,1Mao0
Promoting Gambling, Facil 20
Promoting Gambling, Att. ££*&$£ P ; 30
Promoting Gambling 55
Promoting Prison Contraband, Facil. 1 Ur 20
Promoting Prison Contraband, Att. 80
Promoting Prison Contraband111 M 105
Promoting Prison Contraband, Att. 220
Promoting Prison Contraband 320
Prostitution 20
Public Display of Expl. Sex. Mat., Att. . 1120
Public Sexual Indecency to a Minor 260
Receipt by Fraud. Use of Credit Card 1130
Receiving Earnings of a Prostitute, Att. 55
Receiving Earnings of Prostitute 1 95
Reckless Burning 35
Resisting Arrest, Att. 130
Resisting Arrest 75
Robbery, Solic. 185
Robbery, Att. 120
Robbery mmmmmmmim 235
Robbery, Agg., Facil. 85
Robbery, Aggravated, Att. 235
Robbery, Aggravated 340
Robbery, Armed, Facil. " 115
Robbery, Armed, Solic. 235
Robbery, Armed, Att. 340
Robbery, Armed N/A
Securing the Proceeds of a Felony, Att. . 45
Securing the Proceeds of a Felony 55
Sexual Abuse, Facil, 11 . 11135
Sexual Abuse, Att. 70
Sexual Abuse & 1130
Sexual Abuse, Att. 260
SexualAbuse 350
Sexual Assault of a Spouse 180
Sexual Assault, Att.. 350
Sexual Assault N/A



Code/Class

13-1405 1M
13-1405 6F
13-1405 5F
13-1405 4F
13-1405 3F
13-1405 2F
13-3553 3F
13-3553 2F
13-1403 6F

$3-1805 IiMw

13-1805 6F
13-2809 1M
13-2809 6F
13-2407 1M
13-2804 6F
13-18021M
13-1802 6F
13-1802 5F
13-1802 4F
13-1802 3F
13-2102 1M
13-2102 6F
13-2102 5F
13-1804 1M
13-1804 4F
13-1202 1M
13-2307 1M
13-2307 6F
13-2307 5F
13-2307 4F
13-2307 3F
13-2307 2F
13-1806 1M
13-1806 6F
28-0622 6F

28-0622 5F :

13-1303 1M
13-1303 6F
13-3701 1M
13-3701 6F
13-1803 1M
13-1803 6F

f

fe

Charge Vnft?
Sexual Conduct, Minor 15 or >, Att. 50
Sexual Conduct, Minor 15 or > 1180
Sexual Conduct, Minor <15, Solic., Att. 130
. Sexual Conduct, Minor <15, Solic. I'lill; 180
Sexual Conduct, Minor <15, Att. 260

'eSexual Conduct, Minor <15S ilk 'S 111mm.

Sexual Exploitation of a Minor, Att. 350
Sexual Expiation of.alMinorlll '; -1 1350
Sexual Indecency to a Minor, Att. 90
Shoplifting 1,1 1120
Shoplifting 60
Tampering with Physical Evidence, Att. 40
Tampering with Physical Evidence 75
Tampering with a Public Record, Att.. I 40
Tampering with a Witness 135
'Theft ": ] 120
Theft 45
Theft 80
Theft 100
Theft 1145
Theft of Credit Card, Solic. 20
Theft of Credit Card, 1145
Theft of Credit Card or Fraud. Obtain. 80
Theft by Extortion, Facil. 1150
Theft by Extortion 160
Threatening or intimidating Assault 1125
Traffic. Stin. Prop., 2nd deg, Att.Facil. 20
Traffic. Stin. Prop.,2nd deg., Facil. .45
Traffic. StIn. Prop., 2nd deg., Solic. 80
Traffic. Stin. Prop., 2nd deg.f'Aft.1! I H moo
Traffic. Stin. Prop., 2nd deg. 140
Traffic. Stin. Prop., 1st deg. 295
Unlawful Failure to Return Rented Prop. 20

Unlawful Failure to Return Rented Prop., 1" 601

Unlawful Flight from Law Officer, Att. 85
Unlawful Flight from Law Officer 135"
Unlawful Imprisonment 35
Unlawful Imprisonment mo
Unlawful Use of Food Stamps 20
Unlawful Use of Food Stamps 1130
Unlawful Use of Means of Transp., Att. 20

Unlawful Use of Means of Transp. 11811:1S0O



Code/Class

13-2704 6F
13-2916 1M
13-3403 1M
13-3403 6F
13-3403 5F

May 21,1991

Charge

Unsworn Falsification 40
Use/Telephone to Terrify/Threaten/Harass  -30
Vapor/Toxic Substance, Pos./Sale 30
Vapor/Toxic Substance, Pos”™Sale., Att. J.1 80
Vapor/Toxic Substance, Pos./Sale 145



Financial Assessment UnitValues

NET

Dally
Income $ 3

O oo ~Nc 0o h

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

Total Persons Supported
(Including Defendant)

1 2 3 4 5 Y — 1
2 1 1 1 1 NASAPNY e 0%
12 2§ om m ilwW P B il
3 2 2 2 1 ! 1 !
my °*3 U s 2 ill!'HBta o1
4 3 3 2 2 . . ! L
5 "l 4 3 2 * ijW ni
5 4 4 3 2 2 2 1
6 .vj5 ‘2 Vo ;2 1
6 5 5 3 3 2 2 1
7 6 5 4 3;772° mi mm ?
7 6 6 4 3 3 2 2
8 7 6 s 13'773 2 2
9 7 7 5 4 3 2
9 7 7 5 17.4 7 3 2
10 8 7 5 4 3 3 2
10 8 8 5 S 3BBI 2
6 9 8 6 4  igme d . ok
17 9 9 6 75 .77'477 r3 m 3
18 10 9 6 5 4 4 3
19 10 10 7 5S iif
20 11 10 7 5 5 4 3
20 11 10 7 6m m 4 73
21 18 11 8 6 5 4 3
22 18 11 8 6 V- 3
23 19 12 8 6 5 5 4
24 20 12 8 V:.7716: 7 5 4
25 20 13 9 7 6 5 4
26 21 20 .+ 9 o 6 VR iy - @
26 22 20 9 7 6 .5 .. 4
127 22 ox 2 iv:\. 10 76
28 23 21 10 8 / 6 4
129 24 N 3H 10 8 -'"re '5
30 25 23 11 8 ... I 6 5
Be - :25 23 .M | 8
31 26 24 1] 9 7 6 5
£32 27 m 25 17 « =9 8 §tofIr-"v:x wafv

Table

1



NET

Dally

Income $ 41
42



NET

Dally 1

Income $81 69
82 HO
83 71
84 71
85 72
86 73
87 74
88 75
89 76
90 77
a 77
92 78
93 79
04 80
95 8l
96 82
97 82
98 83
99 84

NVAL4
May 21,1991

Total Parsons Supported
(mcruamg usTenamu

6

L £5
25

2
57 a W sa |\/| %9
58 29
55 1: 38 WBS11125
88 55 38 30
"V561 .., 39|

61 57 39 30
62 57 '40m

62 58 40 3
63 59 4 32
64 59 4 32
64 60 441 32
65 60 42 33
66 61 42 33
67 62 43 33
67 62 43 34
68 63 44 34
69 64 44 34
69 64 45 35
70 65 45 35

2 1 16
21

/ 3
20 16

17
ZI;L, V17

26 17
112611 #%\ﬁ%
26 .
V"26]| T”22 -M |
27 22 18
27 23 1:18
27 23 18
Uusaia Hré&
28 23 19
28 3 v 19
29 24 19
£91 24" 19
29 24 19
29:: 25i :20
30 25 20
- 30 25« 20



Unemployment Reference TabeEe

NET Daily Income Figures for Skilled Unemployed
Defendants. Use these figures only rfthe defendant is

unemployed.

Unskilled and Services $16.00

Landscaper, "Burger King",
General Laborer, Assembly, Etc.

Clerical AW e .
Sales $22.00
Construction/Maintenance/Production SEM$28.00
Managerial $33.00
Technical $39.00
Professional $44.00

Source: Maricopa County Small Employer Wage Survey 1989
Arizona Department of Economic Security Research Administration
April 1,1991
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A ppendix: C

Day Fines Program for Milwaukee, Wisconsin
= Benchmark Scale



Section
Number

105-iT
105-65
110-36
2-166(8)(a)
2-166(6)(b)
106-2(2)
107-13

105-2
105-21(1)

B
1,8

250-5
105-34
0%
106-23.2
106-23
106-23(1)
106-23(2)
106-23(3)
110-3
110-4
105-35
106-1
101-43

106-9.6
108-13(1)
108-13(2)

5-3

M ILW AUKEE MUNICIPAL COURT DAY

BENCHMARK SCALES

Ordinance

Abandoned Icc Box

Abandoned Vehicles

Abandonment of Shopping Cans

Alarm Companies— Faulty Alarms

Alarm Companies— Poor Response

Alcoholic Drink Opened in Moving Vehicle

Amusement Machines and Devices, Coin
Opcratcd-Pcrmit Minor to Operate

Assault and Battery

Baseball, Basketball, Softball Prohibited
between 10 PM~0 AM on City Play Areas,
Playgrounds and Playficlds

Begging

Billboards on Public Property

Bicycle License

Bicycle License— Parent or Guardian Permitting

Bicycle Horn or Warning Device

Breaking Street Lamps or Windows

Careless Use of Smoking Materials

Carrying Concealed Weapon

Cigarettes or Papers Transferred to Minor

Coin Machincs—Tampcring/Damagc

Contributing to Delinquency

Curfew—Loitering of Minor under Age 17

Curfew—Parents’ Responsibility

Curfew—Operator's Responsibility

Curfew— Hotel**, Etc. Responsibility

Damage to Drinking Fountains

Damage to Public Property

Discharge of Firearms in City

Disorderly Conduct

Defacement, Unauthorized Removal and
Possession of Traffic Control Signals

Display of Sexually Explicit Material or
Devices to Minor

Endurance Contests, Marathons, Etc.—
Time of Participation

Endurance Contests, Marathons, Etc.—
Permit Required

Excavation/Installations on Public Places
without Permit

-FINE

Median Benchmark

BenchmarksRange
4 Oib
4 I
4 1-25
7 0-25
7 0-25
4 0-05
7 1-25
16 1-25
4 1-03
0-

2
:

13

=
W W N NW W N U NOR

= =
w o1 o

M 3
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M ILW AUKEEMUNICIPAL COURTDAY-FINE

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont’'d)

Secilon Median  Benchmark
Number Ordinance BenchmarksRange
81-99(5) Failure to Comply with Precious Metal and Z. 3-50
Gem Dealers Regulations (First Offense)
81-99(5) Failure to Comply with Precious Metal and 45 25-100
Gem Dealers Regulations (Second Offense)
81-104(5) Failure to Comply with Secondhand Dealers Z. 3-50
Regulations (First Offense)
81-104(5) Failure to Comply with Secondhand Dealers 45 25-100
Regulations (Second Offense)
5-3 Failure to Obtain Excavation Permit 5 1-13
100-67(4) Failure to Pay Taxi Fare 5 0-25
105.47 Fireworks 7 5-25
75-17 False Communication for Emergency 7 0-25
Medical Service
106-16 Fortune Telling Prohibited 1-25
110-32 Fraud on Hotel/Restaurant Keeper 5 0-25
84-20(15) Fraud on Parking Lot Operators 5 é_ib
107-2 Gambling/Inmate of Gambling House 7
105-70 Glue Sniffing/Transfer to Minor 7 5-25
106-8 Harassing/Obscene Phone Calls 7 3-10
2-138 Hindering an Officer 5 M 3
109-1(3) Housing Discrimination 7 MO
106-5 Indecent Exposure 7 3-13
106-3 Inmate of House of Prostitution 13 5-25
92-3 Junk Collectors and Dealers ﬁb 13-50
110.12 Landlord Prohibit Forced Entry 1-26
106-21(2) Library Card—Unlawful Use 5 M
106-21(3) Library Materials— Fail lo Return 5 1-10
106-21(4) Library Materials—Theft 7 3-25

8-62(1) Loiter on Drawbridge 1-5

+106-310X*) Loitering or Prowling 7 0-25
106-31 (1)(b) Loitering—Window Peeping 7 0-25
106-31(1)(c) Loitering— I\iblie Rest Rooms, Lewd Acts 7 0-25
106-31 (1)(d) Loitering on School Property 7 0-25
106-31(l)(c) Loitering in Public Buildings (Lodges) 7 0-25
106-31(1X0 Loitering in Restaurants. Taverns. Etc. 7 0-25
106.31(l)(s) Loitering—Prostitution Related ﬁb 0-25
106-11 Mashing M 3
106-113 Massage Establishments ﬁb 8-25
80-62 Noise Pollution 3-25
80-65(4) Noise Nuisances Where Sound Level 1 MO

Measurements Not Practical

82 Day Fine* in American Couru



Section
Number

95-14
106-7
5-32
105-55
101-32.4
92-1

80-3

106-1.8(1)
2-25(5)
110-35
105-1
84-41

105-56
24-1-18
105-50

105-49
105-69

ip

80-15
97-3

100-52 thru
101
110-16

99.13(10)
8-1-48

01

110-15
105-66
110.33

M ILW AUKEE MUNICIPAL COURT D

AY-FINE

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont'd)

Ordinance

No Home Improvement License
Obscenity

Obstruction cn Public Ways

Outdoor Magazine Solicitation

Parking Meters— Damaging/Tampering
Pawnbrokers License

Patron of House of Prostitution
Possession of Key to Open Meter
Private Visual Presentation Violation on
Commercial Establishment

Public Drinking

Resisting or Obstructing Issuance of a Citation
Retail Theft— Value Not Over S100
Riot, Disorderly Assemblage

Roller Skate Rentals— License Required
and Restrictions

Sale on Public Ihcmiscs

Signs Posted on Ihrblic Property

Smoking. Drinking and Radio or Tape
Players on Buses

Smoking in Theater

Sniffing Harmful Substances/Transfer
to Minor (Paint)

Snow Plowing Equipment License

Snow Removal

Spitting in Public Places

Tampering with Water Works Facilities
and Theft of Water

Taxi Cab Permit and Driver Regulations

Tenant Deny Access to Landlord
Theft
Theft of Services/Tampering Cable System
Tires— Unserviceable Tire Generators

and Transjxrrtcrs
Trespassing upon Buildings or Premises
Unnecessary Vehicle Noises lhohibitcd
Vandalism
Vehicle Repair on Street
Worthless Checking

Median
Benchmarks

;

I

16

16

16

Appendix A

Benchmark
Range

1-13
5-25
1-13
0-5
3-25
13-50
0-05
3-25
3-50

1-05
1-13
0-25
0-03
3-13

110
1-25
1-03

1

5-25

1-05
1-05

0-50

1-5
1-25
1-25

0-25
8-250

0-2§
b

3-50

S3



M I1LW AUKEE MUNICIPAL COURT DAY-FINE

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont'd)

Section Median
Number Ordinance Benchmarks

ANIMALORDINANCES

78-2 Keeping of Animals 4
78-3(1) Kennels 7
78-3(2) Animal Fancier Permits 7
78-4 Pet Shop License 7
78-5 Grooming Establishments 7
78-7 Sanitation of Commercial AnimalEstablishment 4
78-8 Current Dog and Cat LicenseRequired 3
78*%9(1) Permitting Animals to Run atLarge 3
78-9(2) Setting an Animal at Large 3
78-9(3) Animal Litter 3
78-11 Harboring Vicious Animal 7
78-13 Animal Disturbing the Peace 5
78-14 Cruelty to Animals 7
78-22 Removal of Dead Animals 7
FIRE ORDINANCES
2-159 False Fire Alarm (Per Count) 10
2-159.1 Driving over Firehose Prohibited 3
2-159.6 Fire or Police Officers - Obstruct, Hinder 10
or Battery, Damage to Fire or Police Equipment
HEALTH/UTTER VIOLATIONS
2-103 . Right of Entry (Health Commissioner) 4
(First Offense)
2-103 Right of Entr} (Health Commissioner) 7
(Second Offense)
64.01 thru Mobile Home/Campground 7
412
&'2 Food St liiation 13
68-3 Impure or Adulterated Food, Drugs, 13
Water or lee
68-4 Food License 13
74-1 Food Peddlers 7
75-1 Self-Service Laundries 4
75*20 and (6 Swimming Pool/Places 7

84  Day Finca in American Courts

Benchmark
Range

e RN RN RN
slelelslslsls]ls)

OOOOH
III
oo Bo

3-25
3-25

5-25
1-03
3-25

3-05

3-10

1-25

3-25
3-25

3-25
1-25
1-25
3-25



Section
Number

76-20
77-5 and
77-6
78-2(2)
78-2(3)
78-11(4)
78-12
78-16
78-17
79-2(1)thru
79-2(12)
79-3(2)
79-4(1)(a)

79-4(1)(b)
79-5(1)(«)

79-5(1)(b)
79-9(1) and
79-9(4)
79-10(1),
79-10(2),
79-10(3)
79-11
79-12
80-6(1)

80-19

80-29

80-31

80-45, 80-46,
80-46.5

80-18(2)

80-49

80-64(1) and
80-68

80-65(4)

82-2

82-14

8-1-45

M ILW AUKEEMUNICIPAL COURT DAY

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont’d)

-FINE

Median Benchmar

Ordinance Benchmarks  Range
Dry Cleaners 4 1-16
Pest Control Operators 4 35
Bring or Keep Dangerous Animal in City 4 1-10
Number of Animals Permitted 5 MO
Fail to Destroy Vicious Animal 7 3-25
Control Rabid Animals 7 1-10
Bird Feeding 3 1-10
Pigeon Harborage 4 0-10
Solid Waste Collection and Storage 3 1-25

Regulations
Waste Containers Required (Commercial) 3 1-25
Portable, Rodent-Resistant Waste Containers 3 1

Required

Improper Garbage Disposal 3 1
Proper Location of Waste Containers; House 3 1

Numbers Posted on Buildings Adjacent to

Alleys 1
Access to Waste Containers 3 1
ftivaic Waste Container Regulations 4 1-25
Unlawful Dumping or Littering 4 1-25
Litter on Public Street or Property 3 1-25
Littering Upon Any Premises 3 1
Discharge of Offensive and Hazardous

Substance— Public Nuisance 13 3-25
Nuisance Lights, Residential Property 6 4-25
Sandblasting 13 3-25
Compost Pile (Flies) 3 1-03
t>amps 4 1-10
Lumber on Ground 3 1-03
Nuisance Vehicles 4 3-05
Noise (e.g. Industrial, Ventilation) 13 3-25
Petition of Noise Nuisance (e.g. Music, Bands) 4 1-10
False Weights and Measures 13 3-25
Weights and Measures License 7 1-25
Filling Stations (Licensing) 7 1-25

Appendix A &



M ILW AUKEE MUNICIPAL COURT DAY-FINE

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont'd)

Section Median  Benchmark
Number Ordinance Benchmarks  Range

236-38(2) Discharge/Cause Discharge Hazardous
Substance on Public Street/Property 45 0-100

LIQUOR AND TAVERN VIOLATIONS

84-43 Cigarcltc and Tobacco License 10 1-25

84-54 License and Permit Required. Video Game 10 1-25
and Amusement Machines

87-2 1001 and Billiard Hall License 10 1-10

90-3(1) License Required—Liquor Basic Requirement 16 0-25

90-3(2) Separate License Required 16 0-25

90-4(2) Class “A" 1Jquor Consumed Off Premises 7 0-25
Original Container

904(2) Class "B" Tavern—Omsumcd on Premises 1 0-25
and Sale in Original Containers

904(2Xb)(2) Consumption from Houle on Class "B" Premises < 1-25

904(3) Class "B" Tavern—Service Bar—at Tables Only 16 0-25

904(4Xa) Class "B" Manager's License Required 16 0-25

904 (4 Xb) Manager's Responsibility 16 0-25

904(4Xc) Licensee's Responsibility 16 0-25

904(6X*)  Class "B” Fermented Malt License—License 10 0-25
Required

904(7) Special Class *BMMalt License— License 10 0-25
Required

904(8) Class **C Malt Wholesaler License— 10 0-25
License Required

904(9) Special Class "C" Mall Wholesaler— 10 0-25
License Required

904(10) Class D" (Bartender) Operator's License 16 0-25
Required

904(11) Class “D" (Bartender) Special Temporary 16 0-25
License

90-5(2) Truth of Statements and Affidavits— kil 0-25
Falsifying

90-5(12) Report of Changes Required 16 0-25

90-6(2) Residency Requirements 16 0-25

90-8 Responsible f*crson Upon License Premises 10 0-25

90-9 Collusive Agreement/Hidden Partners 5 0-05

90-13 Clasr. "B™ Tavern —Number of Licenses 16 0-25
Permilied

86  Day Fines in American Courts



M ILW AUKEE MUNICIPAL COURT DAY-FINE

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont'd)

Section Median  Benchmar

Number Ordinance Benchmarks  Range

90-15(1) Class “A" Liquor —Hours of Sale 16 0-25

90-15(2) Class "A" Mall License—Hours of Sale 10 0-25

90-15(3) Class "B" Tavern—Patrons After llo”rs 7 0-25

90-15(3)(b)  Hours for Sale in Original Package 7 0-25

90-16 Display of License 10 0-25

90-27(1)(c) Immediate Entry for Police, Local and 10 0-25
Slate Authorities

90-27(1)(d) Safe Egress from All Entrance Doors and 10 0-25
Serving Rooms

90-27(2) Adjacent Rooms to Licensed Tavern 10 0-25

90-27(5) Illumination During Conduct of Business * 10 0-25

90-28 Misleading Advertising Prohibited in Class 10 0-25
*B" Taverns

90-32 Fraud on Tavern Keepers Prohibited 4 3-25

90-33(1) Tavern Amusement License Required 4 0-25

90-33(2) Instrumental Music License Required 4 0-25

90-33(3) Prerecorded Music Dance License 4 0-25

90-33(4) Prerecorded Music Machine Premises 7 0-25
License (Recorded Spins)

90-33(5) Tavern Dance Hall License Required 7 0-25

90-33(6) Special Tavern Dancing Permit 7 0-25

90-36(l)(a) Hours for Music—Tavern Amusement 7 0-25

90-36(1)(b) Hours for Music—Tavern Ballroom Premises 7 0-25

90-36(1)(c) Hours for Music—Instrumental, Tavern 7 0-25
Dance, Phonograph

90-36(IXd)  Hours for Music—Prerecorded Music 7 0-25

90-36(3) Advertising of Dancing 7 0-25

90-36(-1) Posting of Occupancy Capacity 4 0-05

90-37(1) Pharmacist's Liquor Permit—Application. 5 2-10
Quantity

90-37(2) Pharmacist's Liquor Permit-—Qualifications. 2-10
Resident

90-37(4)(a)  Pharmacist's Liquor Permit—Register to 5 2-10
be Kept

90-37(4)(b)  Pharmacist's Liquor Permit—Sales to Be 5 2-10
Recorded

90-37(5) Wiarmacisi's Liquor Permit—Hours for Sale 5 2-10

90-38 Medical Prescriptions Limited—False 5 2-10
Prescription

90-39(1) Alcoholic Beverages Prohibited on Any Premises 5 0-10

under jurisdiction of Board of School Directors

Appendix A 87



M ILW AUKEEMUNICIPAL COURT DAY-FINE

BENCHMARK SCALES (Cont’'d)

Section Median  Bcnchmai
Number Ordinance Benchmarks  Range
90-39(1) Juvenile under Legal Drinking Age Prohibited 4 0-03

from Having Alcoholic Beverages on Premises

under Jurisdiction of School Directors
91-2 Soda License or Slicker Required 10 1-25
91-5(1)(2)  Transfer of License 10 1-25

PUBLIC DANCE HALL VIOLATIONS

108-2 Public Dance Hall—License Required A 1-05
108-4 Public Dance Hall—Posting License A 1-05
108-7 Public Dance Hall—Filing Pcmv.t A 105
108-7.5 Public Dance Hall—Responsibility of A 0-05

Permittee
108-10 Public Dance Hall— Permitting Persons A 1-05

under 17 Yean cm Premises.

Misrepresenting Age
108-11 Public Dance Hall—Closing Hours A 1-05
JUVENILES (14 to 18 Years of Age)

Non-traffic violations, except for
violations of 90-18(2), 90-18(3).
90-19. and 90-39(1) 3 001

gs  Day Fine* in American Courn
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Alaska Sentencing Commission: Survey
Data of Felony Sentences Imposed
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A ppendix E m

Alaska Sentencing Commission: Ranking of
Title 11 Criminal Offenses (July 1991)



Expanded Range

Sorted by Rank
Statutes

Clas "

Adj

core Scor Hot Interest typ

All O ffenses

Primary

leve

Secondary

7/10/91 2:41 PH

cut Interesttype leve cul Defining Characteristics
_ 1Hurdet 1 (t)(») UiiSK?®2B8 pebson mm
2Murder 1 11> (b)" || -0 *i.uo X ZBAl person '' 24 §1
__3 Murder 1 (2) 1 W m WoWi lystorfcon W #l %VWn\Nm mm =y
4 Murder 2 (e)(1) 41.110 U 216 person 24 3 3 knowing conduct to cause death or aerlous physical injury
5 Murder 2 (a)(2) J- 41.110 u 216 person 24 3 3 extrema Indlfforenco to the value of human life
6 Murder 2 (e)(3) 41.110 u 216 person 24 3 3 felony murder
7 Kidnapping (a)(1)(A) j8jllJ.ii.300 U( 7P|‘4}0&gg, iff1 Person 24 MK w sm m lot Miisom m m H HHHODNMIM ilii H S
Kidnapping- (a)(1)(B) 41;300 U . H Person i 245 s m m
9 Kidnapping (a)(1)(C) 41300 p ' 192 mm Xtecgem 24 1,2 M |nflict physical Injury or snxu.al assault
io Kititigpping (a)(1)(D) 3 | 4ii300 192 1:11 Person 24 2 1, | 1~1 B¢ intorfem w/igoVarhmant oir political function gfii
L7 Kidnapping (a)(1)(E) - ' 41,300 1928 i Pdranisis| 24 2 Lo _fadliitdU"' commission of a felony
12 M411i3Qi) Ia 192 fill ™ Person™™ 24W 4M‘W FIIEFE ';'l_.l_;;l;; hold*; person wiiore unlikely to bn toucl n
’idnapplng (a)(2)(B) 1 4H300 g 192 fi111s PaBpn$:xM?21eM%i < o hordt person ~/substantial risk:(df,satlbui®phy”itiif{InjAnrnnnnn
oex Assault 1 (a)(2) 41.410 us 168 person 14 3 4 attempt causing serious physical Injury
15 Sex Abuse Minor 1(a)(1) 41.434 US 156 person 13 3 4 offender (16), penetration w/victim under 13
"ii Sex Abuso Minor 1(a)(2) 41.434 us 156 person 13 3 4 offender (18), penetration w/victim entrusted to care
17 Sex Abuse Minor 1(a)(3) 41.434 us 156 porson 13 3 4 offender (18), penetration w/victim under 16
18 Sex Assault 1 (a)(1) *7 41.410 us 156 person 13 3 4 penetration
17 sax Assault 1 (a)(3) 41.410 us 156 person 13 3 4 penetration w/mentally Incapable or entrusted to care
20 Unlaw Exp M Inor(a)(l) 41.455 B 156 Person 13 3 4 actual or simulated penetration - pornography
21 unlaw Exp MInor(b)(l) 41.455 B 156 Person 13 3t parent allows child to ba used
22 Manslaughter (a)(1)' | tiil20AIpy;py p<d jjorsbn « - ME mwmm m
23 Arson 1< -.:*Sl406 , 128 mSffij Property; . "6 13 i f«r*Dh 14 * n Intentionally starts flrft, recklessly endahgerlr.g P9r6cm
24 Escape jI* ffl ¢ '561300 A = v* 126 1 Pub Admi 3 | persondi m14 1 uses deadly weapon ;
25 Prcmo Prostlt 1(a) (2)-* :5* : 66ild A p 2i Pub Hlth''yy 3 fi3 pcrsoh S I, mM oy nUucei-tn1HG-$.p.ripettorfyX nlonell; ~&ciisttdydintblpcdi,t!i
26 Robbery 1 (a)(1) 41500 A\ |ii20 pal ., mM §|opei;i armed w/(ieadly:weapon
27 Robbery 1 (a)(2) "kU.500 w m 120 wixfiff: i parson'..’ mm .3 F-ropert > uses (or attempts to use) dnnterohs Lisi,:;-.i.;. Alit;
28 Robbery 1 (8)(2) B it500 A 5120y m 1H parEoUij:*; HIM W k ptopert y 3 Causek: for
2? Crlro. Mlsch. 1(e)(2) 46.480 B 116 Property 8 3 4 person io 1 2 more than $100,000 damage by "widely dangerous means”
30 Escape 2(l1)(c) or (d) 56.310 b 112 Pub Adml 7 3 4 person 14 1 2escapes while possessing firearm
31 Sex Abuse Minor 2(e)(2) 41.436 B 108 person 9 3 4 sexual contact w/under 13 years
32 Sax Abuse Minor 2(a)(3) 41.436 B 108 person 9 3 4 entrusted to offender's care (offender 18, victim 18): contact
Sex Abuse Minor 2(a)(4) (, 41.436 B 108 person 9 3 4 16 or older offender aids or encourages contact
Sex Abuse Minor 2(a)(5) 41.436 B 108 person 9 3 4 entrusted to offender's care (offender IB, victim 16): contact
JJ Sex Assault 2(a)(1) 41.420 B 108 person 9 3 4 sexual contact
36 Sex Assault 2(a)(2) 41.420 B 108 person 9 3 4 sexual contact w/mentally Incapable and entrusted to care
37 Sex Assault 2(a)(3) 41.420 B 108 parson 9 3 v sexual contact w/mentally incapable or Incapacitated
38 Ektpttlon (n)(l) p 41520, || 107 Person 30§11 i Propert 3 3 5 3threatens, physical bAxm.<yr T v 1'>'>=a 1 9r
_39 Escape 2(1)(a) or (b) 56.310 B I 1041ifj = Pub Adml. 7 ;I’pg’ 10p | 2 feioti;bscapesW 'vry W ' 2£> £
40 Arson 2 % 46i410 B '100 jPropettys 6 3 jrercon|:'1 4 ap | intentionally damages building, £1tb or explosloiiy"
41 Extortion (a)(2) 41.520 B 99I i Person 9 m i Propert 3 3
42 Robbery «?, --411510 B 96 person 1011112 W3 &\;operlt 3 3 Auses (or tltraatons) force In. taking of. property
43 Theft' O'M 7 B 'm-'96 Property/, Sfei:::;’: L over $io B m&}. - -
% Cfim; HiBth.p ia)i4)e» § ++.46480 B' ; S92 ., property; ,“”; person .2 ] NSRRIV xBryTx) - doocpdoainnil e
4 BurgleirluUm)r -1 .46.300 g i 90I ' ft property’ 3 3. &person gbundmg Is i.dwelling'"' |/ I.'"A  C> >C is
46pcsgyg f&m " « 71.010V \-t :90 Con Sub/ o 3’ ' oX deir~'hefoirgjrrv 57
47 MICS t (*)(2) '71.010 1190 ConiSub: IWwA 3
48 MICSIIBI) ( vV OWmmvEBe  ConeSuut tmms.flil T pneop
49 Terrorist threat (a)(2) 56.620 ¢ 87 Pub Adml 4 3 4 person 13 1 3 place person In fear of death or phys. InJ. - repent threats
Bribe receiving: Pub Ser 56.110 B 84 Pub Adml 7 3 4 public servant solicits or accepts bribe
51 Bribery: Public Servant 56.100 B 84 Pub Adml 7 3 4 bribing a public servant
52 Perjure 55.200 B 84 Pub Adml 7 3 4 make false sworn statement



