
MIWUTES OF MEETING 
SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 

April 7, 1977 

' i ' l l ~ .  ~ i ~ ~ ~ t ~ t l l l c j  of t h i s  col l lmit tee  was c a l l e d  t o  ordc?r  by 
: , < ~ I I , I  ( 01 Mur r ~ l y ,  ~ 1 c L i n g  Chai rman,  on t h e  above  d a t e  a t  1 0 :  00  d. m.  
111 ~ ~ C J U I L I  ,142 o f  t l i e  S t a t e  C a p i t o l  B u i l d i n g .  

Co111nii t tee nlc~nbers p r e s e n t  were S e n a t o r s  Murray ,  O l s o n ,  
I , ~ > I I S J  111.; d l i t l  Warden. Excused  t o  a t t e n d  o t h e r  m e e t i n g s  w e r e :  
: ; u ~ l ~ i t o r s  T u r n a y e ,  Towe, Regan and  R o b e r t s ,  A quorum was not 
L' rescn t  f o r  t h i s  n ~ e e t i n g ,  but t h e  w i t n e s s e s  were a l l o w e d  t o  
t .ev t  i f y bt?Eore tile c o m m i t t e e  o n  t h e  s c h e d u l e d  b i l l s .  

WL1.L'NI<SSES PRESENT TO TESTIFY: 

R e p .  Q u i l i c i  - D i s t r i c t  8 4 ,  S i l v e r  Bow County 
J o n n  F r a n k i n o  - d i r e c t o r  o f  Montana C g t h o l i c  Conference 
P r o f .  A 1  Murray  - d i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  V i c t i m i z a t i o n  & O f f e n d e r  

I{esl_i t u t i o ~ i  S t u d y  
Toin Monzel - County A t f o r n e y s  Assn .  
Mike McGrath - o f f i c e  o f  t h e  A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  
J o a n  Uda - o f f i c e  o f  Budget  & Program P l a n n i n g  
Norman G r o s f i e l d  - Workmen's c o m p e n s a t i o n  ~ i v i s i o r l  
J o d n  Brown - C o u n c i l  of C h u r c h e s ,  H e l e n a  

~ : O N S I D E l < A ? ' I O f J  OF HOUSE BILL 357 : 

Rep. Q u i l i c i  o f  S i l v e r  Bow Coun ty ,  s p o n s o r  o f  the b l l l ,  told 
t - l ~ e  c o m m i t t e e  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  i n n o c e n t  v i c t i m  o f  crime b i l l  ~ I I L I  i s  
r e a l l y  i m p o r t a n t  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  Twenty-one o t h e r  s t a t e s  h a v ~ %  tllis t y k x  
of  l e g i s l a t i o n .  T h i s  b i l l  w i l l  p r o v e  t o  t h e  p e o p l e  t . ha t  t h c  s t a t e  
a n d  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  a r e  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  v i c t i m s  of the t e r r i b l e  
crimes which  a r e  commi t t ed .  

H e  d i s t r i b u t e d  a n  amended f i s c a l  n o t e  t o  t h e  conuuitt el. ,ind 
redd s t a t e m e n t s  o f  w h e r e  t h e  money is t o  go f rom t h e  f i scd l  n o t e .  
H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  o f f e n d e r  would  b e  p a y i n g  t o  f u n d  t h i s  typcL o f  
p rog ram and  t h a t  t h e  b i l l  s h o u l d  h a v e  a n  a d v e r s e  e f f t : c t  o n  l o c a l  
r e v e n u e .  I I e  hdd John F r a n k i n o  a n d  A 1  Murray present  t o  c > l L i t > o ~ - a t c a  
on t h e  b i l l  f o r  him. 

J o h n  F r a n k i n o ,  d i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Montana C a t h o l i c  C o n f ~ , r ~ > t i c ~ ? ,  W A S  

t h e  f i r s t  p r o p o n e n t  t o  t e s t i f y .  H e  s a i d  t h e y  h a v e  been c o l ~ c , e ~ - n c ~ I  
w i t 1 1  e l e m e n t s  o f  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  s y s t e m  f o r  somc timt., . ind 
cspcc : ia l ly  a b o u t  t h e  i n n o c e n t  v i c t i m  o f  a crime. Iiis commi C t c \ e  liad 
r e c e l v e d  a  g r a n t  f r o m  t h e  Board  o f  C r i m e  C o n t r o l  t o  d o  a st ~1dy 011 

t h i s  i s s u e .  The  f u n d i n g  was set u p  by  t h e  l a s t  s e s s i o n  o t  t l l c .  
l e g i s l a t u r e .  He s a i d  t h a t  Prof. A 1  Murray  has v e r y  cf f i c i ~ > ~ l t l y  d i r -  
e c t e d  t h i s  s ix -mon th  s t u d y .  H e  t h e n  p r e s e n t e d  the cornmitt-t,(. w i t h  
'1 c h a r t  on  t h e  C r i m i n a l  J u s t i c  S y s t e m  (See ~ x h i b i t  1) and a copy o f  
tlle r e p o r t  f rom t h e  V i c t i m i z a t i o n  & O f f e n d e r  ~ e s t i t u t i o n  S t u d y .  
(See E x h i b i t  2 )  They a d v o c a t e  c r i m i n a l  just ice and compens.3tion t o  
t h e  i n n o c e n t  v i c t i m  of a crime. 



' \ I  I ~ l r l ~  ~ t y  w t l s  t h e  n e x t  proponent  t o  t e s t i f y .  lie i t j ,  d i r e c t o r -  
, I y I i c  r e a d  a s t a t e m e n t  t o  the aammit tee  (See E x h i b i t  3 )  
, l ~ ~ t ~  I C, L L ~  L 1 1 e  c o ~ i m i t t e e  t h a t  t h e y  had some s ta t i s t ics  from Nort.11 
1).11;0( ,I w 1 1 l ~ : l l  t h e y  had  t a i l o r e d  t o  f i t  Montana ' s  problem,  Many 
M O L ~ ~ L ~ I I ~ I ~ I ;  clr-c. v i o t i n l s  and a r e  l e f t  w i t h  v e r y  bad e f f e c t s  a f t e r  
I.l 11~1~':; dll(i, d t  p r e s e n t ,  t h e y  c a n n o t  receive r e r j t i t u t i o n  -- o f  turi tl-icre 
1 y Lnjury. EIe s a i d  t h a t  h e  believes this b i l l  w i l l  h e l p  
c*r I 111e ',11f orccnwn L by i n c r e a s i n g  c i t i z e n  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  when a cr i r n e  
I:, ~ : o ~ ~ u u i t l c : d .  I f  t h i s  b i l l  p a s s e s ,  50% of all cornpensat ion p a i d  t o  
t tit. ~ i l i ~ o c t l l ~ t  v i c t i ~ n s  o f  crimes w i l l  b e  paid py t h e  f e d e r a l  governnl(2nt. 

'I ' l lcb ~ l c . x t  proponen t  t o  t e s t i f y  was Tom Honzel who r e p r e s e n t s  
I 11,: ( ' o u n t y  A t t o r n e y s  Assn. H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e y  had i n d i c a t e d  durir lq 
C I I C  i d s t  s e v e r d l  s e s s i o n s  t h a t  they d o  s u p p o r t  t h i s  t y p e  o f  l e g i -  
: l C i  L i u n  dr l t l  t h a t  P r o f .  Murray h a s  done a n  excel lent  job  on t h e  

L C  I L i I 1. T h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  s h o u l d  pass t h i s  t y p e  of l e g i s l a t i o n .  
1 1 1 s  . i r j> ;oc ic~ t ion  a s k s  f o r  f a v o r a b l e  cons /de rg t t ion  by t h i s  commit tee .  

M i 1 . e  McGrath o f  t h e  A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l ' s  o f f i c e  a l s o  a p p e a r e d  
, I  pro~)ollent of  IIB 357. H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l ' s  o f f i c e  

I :; V C - L ~  I I L U C ~ I  i n  s u p p o r t  of t h i s  b i l l  and  t h a t  it i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
l n ~ l ) ~ ~ ~ - t d n t  because  i.t i s  l i m i t e d  t o  v i c t i m s .  I t  w i l l  enhancr: l a w  

c 1 1 f - 0 1  c c ? m e n t  throucjhout  t h e  s t a t e .  

J O ~ I I  Udd of  the o f f i c e  o f  Budget & Program P l a n n i n g  s d i d  
tllciL t h e y  s t r o n g l y  s u p p o r t  t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n .  T h e i r  o f f i c e  h a s  w o t  b.cc1 
w i t k r  t h o s e  i n v o l v e d  t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  t h e  money f o r  t h i s  b i l l .  

Idormcllrl Grosf  i c l d  o f  t h e  Workmen's Compensation D i v i s i o n  s a i d  
t l ~ ~ ~ t  t h e y  l l d v e  worked c l o s e l y  w i t h  t h e  conunit tee d r a f t i n g  t h i s  b i l l  
dnd  s u p p o r t  t h e  b i l l .  

[Joan Drown o f  He lena ,  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  C o u n c i l  o f  Churches ,  s a i d  
 the;^ s u p p o r t  t h i s  b i l l ,  and gave  a pamphle t  c o n c e r n i n g  i t  t o  t h e  
i :hair lnan.  

kep. Q u i l i c i  c l o s e d  a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  since t h e r e  were no o t h e r  
p r o l ~ o n e n t s  o r  opponen t s  p r e s e n t  t o  t e s t i f y .  H e  t o l d  t h e  cornn i t t ee  
C h a t  this a c t  h a s  been  r e a l l y  r e s e q r c h e d  and  i s  l o n g  o v e r d u e  i n  
M o n t c i n a  a n d  t h a t ,  under  s u b r o g a t i o n ,  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  would have  to pay .  
H c  s d i d  that Sen.  Humphrey has  i n t r o d u c e d  a bill i n  t h e  U . S .  S e n a t e  
Lo y ~ v e  f e d e r a l  f u n d i n g  t o  t h i s  program. 

A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  t h e  Chairman a l l o w e d  q u e s t i o n s  by t h e  committ t>e.  
I )u r i i l ( j  t h e  q u e s t i o n i n g  it was b r o u g h t  out t h a t  crimes of murder  
w o u l d  r e s u l t  i n  $25,000 r e s t i t u t i o n  payments ,  b u t  some crimes, suc:h 
as t1~ose w i t h i n  a  f a m i l y ,  a t e  n o t  p a i d .  p ro f .  Murray showed t h e  
co:iu~~i t t c e  s t a t i s t i c s  from the s t a t e  of Hawaii which i s  comparable  
t-o M o n t a n d .  T h e i r  law was enacted i n  1968. H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h i s  b i l l  
w o u l d  r e q u i r e  a s t a f f  of  a G-14,  which iff t h e  s e c t i o n  c h i e f  c l a s s i f i -  
- a  L J J ar, i n v e s t i g a t o r  a t  a (3-12, and  a s e c r e t a r y  a t  g r a d e  8 .  



1,011 ' 1 1 1 ~ 1  JUCJI I ,  a t t o r ~ l e y s  a t t a c h e d  t o  the J u d i  c i d r y  C O I I ~ I I I L ~  t et3, 

!,ol.l~ Iiad cl~lcst ~ C ~ I I S  as  t;o amending t h e  bill, b u t  R e p .  Quillcl scii(l  

~ t l ~ i t ,  i f t l1c.y w e r e  n o t  n e c e s s a r y ,  he  would prefer t h a t  they  d i d  
,lot ~ i ~ i t c r ~ t t  t lle b i l l  a t  this l a t e  d a t e .  

1 1 1  J ~ > ~ j d i - d  to  t h e  f u n d i n g  o f  t h i s  a c t ,  John  F rank ino  s a i d  
t l ) c ~  ( C l i c r c .  is d d q u a t e  f urlding . Rep. Q u i l i c i  s a i d  he would (jet t -he  
, ~ : ~ , ~ , . t  i i c j u r e s  over  t o  t h e  committee. 

'l'lle Chdirman t h a n k e d  and  excused  t h e  w i t n e s s e s .  

'I'llerc be ing  no f urthcr b u s i n e s s ,  t h e  committee adjourned dt 
10: 4 0  '3.111. . 

/ 
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THE CRIME VICTIMS COMPENSATION ACT OF MONTANA 

HOUSE BILL 357 

A.  J . IILIRfdY 

Crime h a s  become a  major sou rce  of pe r sona l  and sudden d i s a s t e r  t o  many 

Montana f a m i l i e s .  I t  s t r i k e s  w i thou t  warning and i s  capable  of i n f l i c t i n g  

more r u i n  than any n a t u r a l  d i s a s t e r .  Unfo r tuna t e ly ,  c u r r e n t  pena l  programs 

do n o t  reform many f e l o n s ,  wh i l e  o u r  law enforcement agenc i e s  s imply cannot  

prevent  every cr ime b e f o r e  i t  occu r s .  The r e s u l t  i s  t h a t  cr ime can s t r i k e  

many Montanans w i t h  s eve r  b o d i l y  i n j u r i e s  and t h e  p o s s i b j l i t y  of long-term 

h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  which can  qu ick ly  wipe o u t  a  l i f e t i m e  of s av ings .  Tn addi -  

t i o n ,  a  v i c t i m  can be faced  w i t h  temporary o r  permanent l o s s  of a  job due t o  

pe r sona l  i n j u r i e s .  To some people  i t  can  mean complete d i s a s t e r .  

By 1976, twenty-one s t a t e s  had adopted va ry ing  programs f o r  compensating 

v i c t i m s  of cr ime.  Numerous f o r e i g n  c o u n t r i e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  United Kingdom, 

Canada, New Zealand, and A u s t r a l i a  have e s t a b l i s h e d  comprehensive systems.  

P r e s e n t l y ,  f e d e r a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  i s  pending i n  Washington, D.C. f o r  a  n a t i o n a l  

v i c t i m s  compensation program. 

The American t r a d i t i o n  i n  t h i s  a r e a  i s  we l l - e s t ab l i shed .  When a  p r e s i d e n t  

i s  k i l l e d  i n  o f f i c e ,  h i s  widow and c h i l d r e n  a r e  n o t  l e f t  t o  s h i f t  f o r  themselves .  

The government provided funds  f o r  t h e i r  read jus tment  i n  l i f e .  Congress  has  

seen  f i t  t o  a l l ow  t h e  m i l i t a r y  t o  compensate i t s  members f o r  i n j u r i e s  s u s t a i n e d  

du r ing  t ime of  c o n f l i c t  and h a s  approved l e g i s l a t i o n  f o r  t h e  e x t e n s i v e  medica l  

and s o c i a l  we l f a r e  p r o v i s i o n s  of t h e  Ve te ran ' s  Admin i s t r a t i on  by which t h e  

community s u f f e r s  i n  t h e  l o s s  of  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  who h a s  s u f f e r e d  f o r  t h e  community 

f rom t h e  e x t e r n a l  agg re s s ion  of  war -  The s t a t e  should l i k e w i s e  s h a r e  t h e  l o s s  



t o  t l iose who s u f f e r  from t h e  e x t e r n a l  agg res s ion  of cr imes of  pe r sona l  violel lce.  

In an a r t i c l e  from t h e  Congress iona l  Record, Senate ,  A p r i l  10,  1975, r e l a t i v e  

t o  ;i d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  Vict ims of Crime Act of 1975 (S. 1399) Senator  Mike 

Plansfield s a i d  t h e  f  ol lowlng:  

"In t h e  l a s t  100 y e a r s  t h e  c r i m i n a l  and t h e  s t a t e  have dominated t h e  a rena  
of cr ime and punishment t o  t h e  i n j u r i o u s  exc lus ion  of t h e  v i c t i m .  To r e -  
v i v e  a t  t h i s  t ime t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  c i t i z e n s  a r e  e n t i t l e d  t o  p r o t e c t i o n  
f o r  t h e  l o s s e s  they  s u f f e r e d  f rom.v io l ence ,  c a n  only  s e r v e  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
t h e  s o c i a l  f i -ber  of ou r  na t ion . "  

Today our  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system i s  of fender -or ien ted .  The concerns  of 

t h e  system l i e  wi th  t h e  c r i m i n a l . a n d  t h e  under ly ing  causes  of h i s  a n t i - s o c i a l  

behavior .  Yet,  f o r  some reason ,  t h e s e  same people who have seen  t o  t h e  exemplary 

t rea tment  of t h e  o f f ende r  have v i r t u a l l y  ignored t h e  p l i g h t  of t h e  v i c t i m .  Long 

a f t e r  t h e  p r i sone r  has  made payment f o r  h i s  debt  t o  s o c i e t y ,  t h e  v i c t i m  may 

s t i l l  be s t r u g g l i n g  under t h e  d e b t s  i ncu r red  by medical  b i l l s ,  i r r e t r i e v a b l y  

l o s t  wages, and p o s s i b l e  permanent i n j u r i e s .  

The evolv ing  concepts  of t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system evidence t h e  concern 

f e l t  by s o c i e t y  f o r  p r o t e c t i n g  and safeguard ing  t h e  r i g h t s  of t h e  accused .  How- 

e v e r ,  i n  terms of ex tending  t h e s e  same r i g h t s  t o  t h e  v i c t im ,  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s -  

t i c e  system h a s  been s t r a n g e l y  s i l e n t .  The v i c t i m  h a s  become t h e  C i n d e r e l l a  

of t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  p roces s .  Once b r u t a l i z e d  by t h e  c r imina l ,  t h e  v i c t i m  

has  few r i g h t s  and even fewer avenues f o r  r e d r e s s  of h i s  gr ievances .  He can- 

not  r e c e i v e  immediate r e s t i t u t i o n ,  i t  i s  u n l i k e l y  t h a t  he has  adequate  i n -  

surance ,  and our  c u r r e n t  t o r t  p roces s  o f f e r s  l i t t l e  hope f o r  meaningful r epa ra -  

t i o n s .  I n  view of t h i s ,  t h e  enactment of l e g i s l a t i o n  t o  c a r e  and p rov ide  f o r  

t h e  innocent  v i c t i m  of cr ime w i l l  have t h r e e  important  b e n e f i t s .  

F i r s t ,  such a  law w i l l  gua ran tee  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t ime t h a t  t h e  v i c t i m  w i l l  

r e c e i v e  a t  l e a s t  t h e  same cons ide ra t io i l  w e  now mandate f o r  t h e  c r i m i n a l .  The 

s c a l e s  a r e  p r e s e n t l y  weighted i n  f a v o r  of t h e  o f f ende r ,  b u t  t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  

w i l l  h e l p  t o  ba lance  t h e  s c a l e s  and f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  p l ace  t h e  s t a t e  c l e a r l y  



on I-ccord a s  b e i n g  concerned wi th  t h e  p l i g h t  of t h e  v i c t i m .  

Second, by p rov id ing  a mechanism f o r  compensation t o  t h e  v i c t i n ~  of a 

cr ime,  such a law w i l l  undoubtedly encourage more people  t o  r e p o r t  c r imes  

and t o  coope ra t e  w i t h  l a w  enforcement o f f i c i a l s .  

' f l ~ i r d ,  compensation t o  innocent  v i c t i m s  o r  i n t e r v e n o r s  can h e l p  e l i -  

mina te  t h e  p e c u l i a r  phenomenon of m u l t i p l e  w i t n e s s e s  w a t c h i ~ l g  whi le  a c r i m i n a l  

a c t  occurs .  ("Good Samaritan" Law: t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  d i r e c t l y  elicourages 

c i t j z e n  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  law enforcement and f o s t e r s  improved r e l a t i o n s  between 

c i t i z e n s  and law enforcement o f f i c e r s ) .  

The Crime Vict im Compensation Act of Montana would e s t a b l i s h  payment t o  

an  innocent  v i c t i m  of  a cr ime,  a dependent of a deceased v i c t i m ,  a (hod  Samdrj.-- 

t a n  o r  a n  a u t h o r i z e d  person a c t i n  on beha l f  of any of  t h e  fo rego ing .  Exc.3 uded 

a s  a c l a iman t  is  t h e  o f f ende r  o r  an accomplice of t h e  o f f e n d e r ,  f d m i l i a l  mem- 

b e r s  of t h e  o f f e n d e r  of accomplices '  household,  and any person s e r v i n g  a sen- 

t ence  o r  r e s i d i n g  i n  any p u b l i c  i n s t i t u t i o n  which p rov ides  f o r  t h e  pe r son ' s  

maintenance. 

The a d m i n i s t e r i n g  agency i s  inc luded  i n  t h e  Workers' Compensation Divi- 

s i o n  s i n c e  t h e  s t r u c t u r e ,  e x p e r t i s e ,  and procedures  t o  handle  and process  

c l a ims  and r ende r  d e c i s i o n s  r e l a t i v e  t o  same i s  t h e r e i n  e s t a b l i s h e d .  

Expenses covered a r e  "out-of-pocket" expenses  f o r  medica l ,  b o t h  h o s p i t a l  

and d o c t o r s ,  l o s s  of work (more than one week's wages) and f u n e r a l  and b u r i a l  

expenses  (maximum $1100).  A l l  expenses  a r e  reduced by the amount of c o l l a t e r a l  

sou rces  payments be fo re  any payment i s  awarded under t h e  Act. Not covered 

a r e  p r o p e r t y  1-oss, pa in  and s u f f e r i n g ,  inconvenience,  p h y s i c a l  impairment o r  

non-bodily damage. 

Awards have a maximum of $25,000 f o r  employed c l a i m a n t s  and $20,000 f o r  

unempl-oyed c l a iman t s .  Maximal weekly payments f o r  l o s s  of work f o r  employed 

c l a i m a n t s  of $125 and for unemployed c l a iman t s ,  $100. Emergency awards may be 



made p r i o r  t o  a  f i n a l  s e t t l e m e n t  of t h e  claim t o  ward o f f  f i n a n c i a l  ha rdsh ip .  

Tirne l i m i t a t i o n s  a r e :  w i t h i n  72 l lours of  the crime, i t  must be  r epo r t ed  

t o  a law enforcenlent agency and w i t h i n  one y e a r  t o  t h e  C r i m e  Victim Compensa- 

t i o n  Agency. The c la imant  must f u l l y  c o o p e r a t e  w i t h  a l l  law enforcement agen- 

c i e s  and p ~ - o s e c u t i n g  a t t o r n e y s  i n  t h e  apprehens ion  and p rosecu t ion  of o f f e n d e r s  

Recovery r i g h t s  by t h e  s t a t e  of an amount equa l  t o  t h e  colapensation pa id  

a r e  inc luded  by subroga t ion  where t h e  s u i t  i s  i n i t i a t e d  by t h e  c la imant  o r  t h e  

d i v i s i o n  and r e s t i t u t i o n  from t h e  o f f e n d e r ,  when o rde red  by t h e  Court ,  a s  a 

c o n d i t i o n  of p roba t ion  o r  pa ro l e .  

This  A c t  does n o t  e s t a b l i s h  an  a b s o l u t e  e n t i t l e m e n t  nor  i s  payment 

r e t r o a c t i v e  u n l e s s  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  s o  a p p r o p r i a t e s .  I f  t h e  d i v i s i o n  d e t e r -  

mines t-hat funds  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  t o  pay f u l l y  a l l  c la ims ,  i t  may propor- 

t i o n a t e l y  reduce b e n e f i t s .  

Lead-jn t ime of s i x  morlths i s  neces sa ry  t o  s e l e c t  personnel ,  e s t a b l j s h  

t h e  format  and adequa te ly  a d v e r t i s e  t h e  program and e s t a b l i s h  working l i a i s o n  

between t h e  agency and u n i t s  which w i l l  d e a l  w i t h  innocent  v i c t ims .  Claims 

w i l l  be  accepted  a s  of January 1, 1978. 



'I'l~e f i s r . c i l  lloce based upon t h e  b e s t  p r o j e c t i o n s  of c r ime s t a t i s t i c s  

b y  t i l e  Moiltdiid Board of Crime Con t ro l  and expe r i ences  of o t h e r  s t a t e s  i n  

i.olrll)c I ~ : ; ; I  t i o n  1"-ograms is a s  fo l l ows ;  

S e c ~ i o n  Chief G-14 14,332 14,668 

CJiiinis I n v e s t .  G-12 11,919 12,199 

S e c r e t a r y  (2-8 8,222 8,415 

'L'o~al P e r s o ~ i ~ l e l  Expenses 39,126 40,045 

O p c r d t  i ~ i g  Expenses 12,000 12,000 

C a p i t a l  Expenses 8 ,000  -0- 

'Total Cos ts  59,126 52,045 

Ci~~ripeilsati on  63,000 214,500 

T o t a l  122,723 266,545 

T v t a l  (1978-79) 389,268 

l'here is l i t t l e  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  t h e  l e g i s l a t i o n  is  u r g e n t l y  needed. It 

would unequivocal ly  prove  t o  the people  t h a t  the  s t a t e  j s  concerned w i t h  t h e  

ru inous  consequences of v i o l e n t  cr ime.  For t h e  f i r s t  t ime,  a v i c t i m  would 

t,~. guaranteed t h e  same c o n s i d e r a t i o n  as t h e  c r i m i n a l  and t h e  s t a t e  would b e  

x j n g  i n  a  t a n g i b l e  way t o  encourage c i t i z e n  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  w i t h  law enforcement .  






