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1} 8.D,Gottfredson & R.B, Taylor, “Public policy and prison poulations:
measuring opinions about reform”, Judicature, 68(4-5), 1984 : S.
Cettinger, Assessing criminal Justice needs, National Institute of
Justice! Research in Brief, National Institute of Justice, 1984.:
Bureau of Justice Statistics, Our Crowded Jails: A National Plight,
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Vashington, D.C., U.S.Departwent of Justice, 1988.: 5.D. Gottfredson &
S.McConville, “Introduction”, In Stephen Gottfredson and Sean
McCanville (Eds, ), America’s Correctional Crisis: Prison Populations
and Public Policy, New York, Greemwood Press, 1987,

2) Bureau of Justice Statistics, Justice iture and lo t, 1985
{Bulletin), Washington, D.C., U.S.Department of Justice, 1987(March).

3) M.K . Harris, “Strategies, values, and the emerging generation of
alternatives to incarceration”, Beview of Law and Social Change, New
York University, 12(1). 1983-84, pp.141-170.

4) B,Galaway, Public Acceptance of Restitution as an Alternative to
Ioprisonment for Property Offenders: A Survey, Wellington, New
Zealard, Department of Justice. 1984.: R.B,Coates & J Gehm, Victim
meets Offender: An Evaluation of Victim-Offender Reconciliation
Programs, The PACT Institute of Justice, PACT Inc,, 1985.: J.Gandy,
"Attitudes toward the use of restitution”. In Burt Galaway and Joe
Rudson(Eds, ), 0ffender Restitution in Theory and Action, Lexington,
Lexington Books, 1978.: J,Gandy & B,Galaway, “Restitution as a
canction for offenders: a public's view", In Joe Hudson and Burt
Galaway{Eds, ), Victims, Offenders and Alternative Sanctions
Lexington, MA, Lexington Books, 1980.: J,Doble, Crime and Punishment:
The Public's View ~ A Qualitative Analysis of Public Opinion, The
Public Agenda Foundation, 1987,: M, Komarnick & J, Doble, Crime and
Corrections: A Review of Public Opinion Data Since 1974, New York, The
Public Agenda Foundation, 1986.: M. Joutsen, The Role of the Victim of
Crime in Criminal Justice Systems: A Crossnational Study of
the Role of the Victim, Helsinki, Finlend, Helsinki Institute for
Crime Prevention and Control affiliated with the United Nations, 1987.:
D.W,.Van Ness, D.R,Carlson, T.Crawford, & K.Strong, Restorative Justice:
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Theory, Washington, D.C,, Justice Fellowship, 1989,: B.A.Schmeidt,
Victim Offender Mediation: Implementing a Collaborative Justice Model,
Unpublished paper written for the Department of Adeinistration of
Justice and the Graduate School of the Wichita State University for
the Degree of Master of Administration of Justice, 1986.: C.W. Colson &
D.H.Benson, “Restitution as an altermative to imprisonment”, Detroit
College of Law Review, 2, 1980, pp.523-598.: D.Fogel, B,Galaway,&
J.Hudson, - “Restitution in criminal justice: A Minnesota experiment”,
Criminal Law Bulletin, 8(7), 1972, pp.681-691.

5) Hickman-Maslin Research, Report Prepared for North Carolina Center on
Crime and Punishment Based on a Survey of Registered Voters in the
State of North Carolina, Rsleigh, NC, North Careolina Center on Crime
and Punishment, 1986.: B,Galaway, “Restitution as innovation or
unfilled promise”, Federal Probation, 52(3)., 1988, pp.3-14.: M, VWright,
“What the public wants”, In Martin Wright and Burt Galaway(Eds. ),
Mediation and Criminal Justice: Victims, Offenders and Community,
London, Sage Publications, 1988.: D.R.Thomson & A,J.Ragona, “Popular
moderation versus goverrmental authoritarianism: an interactionist
view of public sentiments toward criminal sanctions”, Crime &
Delinguency, 33(2), 1987, pp.337-357.: K.Boers & K.Sessar, “Do people
really want punishment?: On the relationship between acceptance of
restitution, needs for punishment and fear of crime”. In K. Sessar and
H.Kerner(Eds, ), German Studies on Victims, Offenders, and Public, New
York, Springer Verlag, in press.

6) S.Shaw, The Peoples’'s Justice: A Major Poll of Public Attitudes on
Crime and Punichment, London, Prison Reform Trust, 1982.: J.Doble &
J.Klein, Prison Overcrowding and Alternative Sentences: The Views of
the People of Alabama, New York, The Public Agenda Foundation, 1989.

7) J.Gandy, 1978, op.cit.
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J.Gandy & B.Galaway, 1980, op.cit.

8) B.Galaway, 1984, op cit. '

9) D.J.Taylor, K.L,Schepple, & A.L.Stinchcombe, “Salience of crime and
support for harsher criminal sanctions”, Social Problems, 26(4), 1979,
pp.413-424,: J, J.M.Dijk & C.H.D,Steinmetz, “Pragmatism, ideology and
crime control: Three Dutch surveys”. In Negel Walker and Mike
Hough(Eds, ), Public Attitudes to Sentencing: Surveys from Five
Couniries, Aldershot, Gower, 1988,

10) J.Doble & J.Klein, 1989, op.cit.: S.Shaw, 1982, op.cit.: M.Joutsen,

1987, op.cit.

11) J.Gandy, 1978, op.cit ' A, T.Harland, “Compensating the victims of

crime”, Criminal Law Bulletin, 1978, pp.203-224.: D.¥, Van Ness,
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D.R.Carlson, T.Crawford, & K, Strong, Restorative Justice: Theory,
Washington, D,C,, Justice Fellowship, 1989.: M. Maquire & C.Corbett,
The Effects of Criwe and the Work of Victims Support Schemes, England,
Gower Publishing Company, 1987.: J,Shapland, J.¥Willmore, & P.Duff,
Victims in the Criminal Justice System, London, Gower, 1985.
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12) J.Doble, Crime and Punishment: The public’s view - a gualitative
analysis of public opinion, New Yark, Edna McConnell Clark
Foundation, 1987,: S.D.Gott.fredsun & R.B.Taylor, 1984, op.cit
J.Doble & J.Klein, 1989, op.cit.: M,Komarnick & J.Doble, 1935

op,cit.: J,Roberts, Empirical research on_sentencing, Ottawa,
Ontario, Department of Justice Cansda, 1988.: M Maquire & T.Benett,

Burglarly in a dwelling: The offence, the offender and the victim,
London, Heinemann Educaiional Books Ltd.

13) J.Austin & B, Krisberg, “Wider, stronger, and different nets: The
dialectics of criminal justice reform”™, Journal of Research in Crime
and Delinquency, 18(1), 1981, pp.165-196,

14) M. Joutsen, 1987, op.cit,

15) E.A Fattah, From Crise Policy to Victim Policy: Reorienting the
Justice System, New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1986, p.292.

16) M.Joutsen, 1987, op.cit., p.230,
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17) N.Cilbert, “Reactions to working statement on purpose of social work”,
Social Work, 26(1), 1981, pp.88-89,: H.Bisno, “A theoretical framework
for teaching social work methods and skills with particular reference
to undergraduate social welfare education”, Journal of Fducation for
Social Work, 5, 1969, pp,5-17.

18} B.Ingraham & C,¥ellford, “The totality of conditions test in E:ghth -
Amendment litigation”. In Stephen D.Gottfredson and S .McConville,
Amerca's correctional crisig: Prison populations and public policy,
New York, Greenwood Press, 1987.: S, Gottfredson & S McConville, 1987,
op, cit,
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England during the 19th Century London, MacMillan, 1962. :

21) T.R,Dye, Understanding Public Policy (2nd Ed, ), Englewood Cliffs, NJ,
Prentice-Hall, 1975,

22) 5.D.Gottfredson, B.D. Warner, & R B.Taylor, "Conflict and consensus
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countries, Aldershot, Gower, 1988.

23) §.Shaw, 1982, op.cit.
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American Polities Quarterly, 7, 1979, pp.3-19.: D.Lowery, V.Gray, &
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American Politics Quarterly. 17, 1989, pp.3-31.: G,C, Vright,
R.S.Erikson, & J P.Mclver, “Public opinion and policy liberalisa in
the American States™, American Journal of Political Science, 31(4),
1987, pp.9380-1001,

25) R.A.Dahl, A Preface to Democratic Theory, Chicago, The University of
Chicago Press, 1956.: P,Devlin, The Enforcement of Morals, New York,
Oxford University Press, 1965.: P.Page, & R, Shapiro, 1983, op.cit,

26) L.T.Wilkins, Consumerist Criminology, London, Heinemann, 1984,

27) P.C.Ellsworth & L.Ross, “Public opinion and capital punishment: A
close examination of the views of aboliticnists and retentionists,”
Crime & Delinauency, 29(1), 1983, pp.116-169.
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78



2| sf Aol oyt Sulg: Gl FPof Hfine)AF A, AGAHEY
BRI ], AGAYIR B AR7BolH FESALF: oA, £
& ol&¢ XA JolMy FE2Egilelch. §EA7 Y PaselAd
g 2AY F4, thsiAe FUF F7H ol3g Aol UYE +
=F sjath I olfrs ¥ A7t AAE uluLe}l FolM: AA ¥EYY
A $71A olatsl chalwe) sl ArgEHA A= B4 €A AEelch

Crime A *

Crime B

Crime C :

Crime D :

Crime E :

- ol 74s) Zatda] Holx -
204¢] olEWal FeAde] 28 2EFERE $ 4,643 § FH
o Aze gtk 2& 28F2YH HIF PHEd, O g3
3g Yol ¥4 A%S Ty Qo
oj2ql 184 WAl7t 5§ s} die] VR F 3] 5&A
§ gath olE2 zoi: HeHA deMe sEdAch 2y
Az A s &, ARy T AP
el § 909 Atwe] &g dslrt. a3 2AAd el A
sjetgle] ALEY He2 42 AU vk WA 2 AR ¢
o}, | |
2142 ol W=7} 28] As} wiel Bl EWge vzl
=& Qe Agetdch  2e8le} nfuiAtte) YR&(Duluth)ed
A 21425 (Rochester)7H] S ¥sh= B¢ 4ul2 § 808 4T
& 21 Fl=2 Qaslg Atk I& A BAAZR, FASEA
%, AE, 283 SUUt BUAFLE 6He) Azst ek
aE AZxSAE gala gk -
2044 olEgart B €3 Feol X 419 HAAES B
stedct, SIS oS Y B QU & Ausid
$ 788 orh. 0= 2% 39, BE 28, 2l AULNHS =
= gajale] At Ack WA 2= FAo] Yok
o} & 2042 Wxi7t A71% gL FUEN PEE Bl 4 Aol

79



Crime F :

Adste] $ 902 Abgel WRI 24 FACL olE sled ofx
A s dgich 2k axide) 2= 33 AsE 5%
7xEe] A7) gich. WA 2= §FIHEH A chia Qo
2148 u]E 27t ZIAEERY 3 EJEE 63 FAcL
BEeFA oo AEEY 71HL $ 738 olth. a2k FiAolA ¥
Y AEYAE dste] 2xtale) AAs} ok @A 2 Dol ¢l

=8



N4 AEA 7hedl 4% ABAE 13144 ATHEALDE 66370, Ay
AT 64671). BUAY H4-L& 60, avolaldl, EAPTo| 61.2%, AP
2 59.5%0]| 2}, |

AFTANQ HAAA & ZA] Vi SUAEL AU FHeely a2
ARzbs viza] e, dale) scies) Uolsielen| (overrepresented), oiz}
o Fese shenle) AFERENT) YA J& 471 Aoisidl o VYL
AR FHG A BAAPS 29 T8 UEhWIE shed, ole
H7IE AL o ASFELY o B BF AU|Nche YAl EE Tk
A%e] ol7) WiSolt), ALES VAT ABY olFAe] ol ANATF 7
YLD FE 227} AfEAlo] Boistg shgMe] At oloks Wiz, P
U3¢ 3% VAL AUo] WD AL Af7} glo] FEFUCHE
2 o ZAe] $3¢ 7o) Utk 2dy sheElE TR e A7
A8 A¥AZY R4 VI At SAYE} VLYY SHAAE ¥
2k dele B4 B gith ot olE § Atle] FANE 234 =
¢ AUz £ UWS sl uAsiss] dBelth. 2gAIT oflF = Wty
SA4S AR Astel, 2t A UolE FAULE T-Test& AT}
4 £ Ay Aol §2l}a] (significant) €123, AR chal ﬂiﬁ!ﬂi
& SEsths Aol EYsiy.

CEDAA B sielol Uol, 49, 23 A AL 22 ched, ol
£ 2uAE Zled U da IS WARS F9Ec] syl wRol
.

8i



R FAAD dgdste] vo|, 4E, A$3 wP

P! 1980 A—+&A
g == A2t Al At
T MU FHEEl(184M0)4)
v} o] :
18 - 29 | 17 % (112)| 18 % (114) 34 %
30 - 39 | 2B % (185)| 26 % (164) 20 %
40 - 49 | 18 % (119)| 18 % (112) 13 %
50 - 59 | 13 % ( 83)| 14 % ( 88) 13 %
60 + 24 % (154){ 25 * (155) 20 %
5 A | 100 % (653) | 100 % (633) 100 %
4 4 | |
~ 38 % (250) 1 37 % (240) 53 %
o 62 % (462) | 63 % (405) 47 %
T Al | 100 % (662) | 100 % (645) 100 %
el FFHuj 7
ol o) |0.5%( 3)] 1% ( 4) %
olx|ofel, ElFHPER|H 1%( 8) 1%( 9 %
5 B 2x(10)] 2x(1s) 4 %
L el | 96 % (633)| 95 % (601) 94 %
7 B} (0.3%( 2) 1%( 7) 1 %
3 A | 100 = (660} | 100 % (636) 100 %
IAEFE
(254)0]4H)
S0l 2% (12)| 2% (12) g
A5 FH 3% (19)] 4%{25 g’
2582 &9 14 % ( 90)| 14 % { 90) 36
vz S5 36 % (233) | 40 % (255) 21
iz &9 29 % (189) | 23 % (148) 14
ey v/ %‘i-.'i—%—“r'-t}.:f_ 17 = (112) | 17 % (109) 11
L1g Al 100 % (655) | 100 = (639) 100

82




ED QUAVES WM BHY 47
3

CRE I T4y 443
8 & 86 x (562) 86 % (546)
ol < 14 = ( 93) 14 % ( 90)
T A 100 % (655) 100 % (636)

1. YutAloio] 2SI MBS vla

g 43S #isld 423 dolElg Ay A8N: SRS
(P-test) & AFEHAR P7Hd (null hypothesis)g HP M= F-24FS 0.05
(alpha = 0.05)8 7|@&staleh. fteiA HFE WA /A4 23 sl @
Wl F A, & SRASH 2939 2uAAE viasidct solxks
A2 239 P-valueEE <EDH} Pk,

FEAEAA AU, 671 BAAA WMo} olojA, ABAVET} BAY
o] A ue AiAuEe] HPRARSAA FFWE dAsdsigel. WA A
67 7r2v) tisl (A, B, C, E F) A3 A% 5 yue] Aol 4xolA 9%
of olB2ed, |58 el FAHY FeloF(statistical significance)S
Molz3 och WA DY) FE, £ UYL Aol LY Hol2 Kol4
Fol RujN gt F ALY Ho)st FeZo] G WAAAL A Lo
Sloj A, WAR HojEo| T Lae] sis) Yojd 4 ATh FHe & el A
2 4 g,

CE3 diAnly] SAAD2 48Ty vz

* ZAY APARAN] Fot 2le] (signigicant difference).
() =Adax
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P-value

dH MY | gAde | dwmgw | [
Crime A 12 % ( 78) 8% ( 51) .0109%
Crime B 65 % (424) 59 % (376) .0264%
Crime C 70 % (463) 61 % (387) . 0006+
Crime D 77 % (513) 74 % (471) L0971
Crime E 74 % (488) 67 % (423) L0026+
Crime F 54 % (354) 48 % (300) 0177%

Prvalues Z-test BHY | 98] oIS S9AT T SR ZITS
A9y 2LE usliz ae. |

670 WAt} Tyt YNANESL ST THAES AY, U], 2EFE,
A2 WA 2202 vlolels BAslalt). I o8t olhe W4k 7
WAL A T Aie] Wefe) VA (initial relationship)oll o 3%
2 DA Yolrs] HY Relgth <Eddold & 4 & visjgo] W3 67
% 571 (B, C, D, E, F)olld «{zhg@=lte] el $E85 It Ixk3x7
W& B, D, E X Fo] 39, Pa3EAA HolA=E Yojgle A2 37
Q). ¥ Ash coll UolA HNLTRAENY Aol fel4rg 2372 Q
th o] AAEL ZE4 AHEULE AT UeNEMo Ty SuPYE Ya}
EET} 6izlEo] o 488 Zojek= 22 A Er. HHAA by AS, A
H42] BAL 42 (significant) $&o] Wix Ygt=ol, ST} A
o AR UAET 1 FE Aol Uehia gt} FuSAE EHY BE
7 (cell)ollX B nioldo], F AY BT A=AERE} T 2 u]&2] ¥a}
2EAtEo] 67) AN WA A 2IY & Mtstdc). o] Re Yalr} o
o A"d (punitive) Y2 UEhd Qluin sizich AVHOS (FHd>old &
ol AL ofabst Pyl @ NAon, Saujate Br} o XAstm 9
THe Aolth <EIDI (EHolM BEl ¥ o] Helth oizpe] ulge] ¥-&1
Z& UdY 4 Atk THRE EDolA Ythd § Aty Aol HA4EE
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o2 ueld AR Y £ vk A dFERAM Hatd It Al sk
FEE, o B2 AaFHA £ g0l doHGA. THYSA @YD

] Aoli= <EDollAM uJehd et AAg2E of 2A Jeldg Zelch

(E EE FER dutAgl

=

2w ¥la

=
" = P - value
A JH 3 e (1 - tailed)
Crise A+ - o 2} 10 %= { 24) 7% { 16) .1154
o 2} 13 % { 53) 9% ( 35) L0273+
Crise B+ - ¢ &} 61 % (151) 51 % (121) .0126¢
o =} 67 x (271) 64 % (259) . 1981
Crime C+ - of & 68 % (168) 55 % (129) . 0019+
g =} 71 % (290) 65 % {(258) . 0354
Crize D - & =} 75 % (186) 68 » (161) .0423+
d =} 79 % (323) 78 % (310) .3795
Crime E+ - o =} 73 % (181) 61 % (143) , 0015¢
g =} 74 % (301) 70 % (280) . 1394
Crime F¢ - o A} 51 % (126) 40 % ( 94) . 0096«
g A 55 % (225) 52 % (206) 1974

+ T} AP W] BAM F2%t Alo] (signigicant difference).
« BT} APV ST e,

( )=dqUs |
P-valuet -test Z2he! : 919 Hol= SUA7} 2 WARe] A2YS
MY FLE UsYD 9.

SH2HES AZeFol TAME, FHALE E DolM Yz = AR
H 23R ulel Yoleld 24 € 23, fo¢ Alo|7} A=A st
aHY <& 5 & 4 A& sist A2 2SPEE 2FYRY oife]
% (dgEs 2)es e o, 2GS uhgol cla Alo]lg WHS}
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deh. T WHE ZR4Eo] $E4F U APP| AR o] EL ARANE
& 2aNTlE U NENe e S Br) O Y3Fow Ak 2
o] glalch SRS Uolel A3 wiFe] DAL, ol Hav} g
5o 48350 oE G8e nAR Yun sH4Y 4 gt YA

<E 5 FA/FELZ TEY dukanl Faghe] vl

A AP P ~ value
(1 - tailed)

Crima A +

IS5 14 = (17) 11 = (14) . 2425
of ¥eol A} 11 = (60) 7 % (36) . 0081 *
Crize B +

=8 65 % (77) 60 % (75) . 2483
cf&oj At 65 % (339) 60x (300) .0516
Crime C +

IASED 69 % (81) 61 % (76) .1155
o4t 70 % (370) 62 % (311) .0050 =
Crime D ‘ :

AR 73 = (88) 73 % (91) . 4647
12 LYRYPAS 78 % (417) 75 % (378) .1089
Crime E +

b1 g 67 % (80) 61 % (76) . 1673
e 75 % (396) 69 % (345) 0126 *
Crime F +

s 49 = (59) 49 % (91) .4983 -
o} o)A} 55 % (291) 48 % (239) 0133 =

+ SR AR dele] WA Ge]8t Ho] (signigicant difference),

* SANG2 dEAER] Ft Aol

() =43

P-value: XF-test A : $18] Fole L9x}b7t 2 W= Ao A2HES
HEg 748 YehiD Q8.
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2. M ST SR vs. HEHTIAK

RsA Aes SANNG AGE Hl2) Aol WAL FFol
oje), AITHE SAUSE AYNIYe P AWAES] F8AE] ofF ol
7 Al Aasidch I ge quwal, AAUNE, SYua, aSEy
AToS EFQ Wals EFol mEt ANAYl UG 48BE] FoI4
Fo| 9 A o es AFFA Yehdeh, 297 WEel W
WAl FUT WHAAY FFl o] AUATE AR gn BAES
¢ Yges saANa< 9 158 +84S8 vasiel.

BAYTAM ulEH e BRG] FAT Hol7t WA 67 Fe
of 270 (Crize Do} E)olA WRAB G, o3 B4R NAAELT o
& uiEansRgel, 642 HAANY Al do] YBYUA BIYS Wiy
ok o] AMIS HsMAISel SNAHEUC 6742 WHARS Ao olA, T
2 AWALE AN T ok ok o|ABE YANYSE wlEa
AGolA Euulatelhe 4ol RojdAtiy, WANASE HelgguT) 2T
yosyy Soudes I8 9A W el e ARt A
ot YA, HEAYHAHEe] HANNAERT O 2SIVl U gy
WH2EA St TS AN Hos vuEg,
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6> HlgEA=l wiat P m] s} Gery] ula

P - value
CRE: I < u] 3] &) =} ¥ 3} A (2 - tailed)

Crime A _ .

AT 13 % ( 70) 7% ( 6) .0948

AP E 8 % ( 41) 11 % ( 10) 2412
Crime B

AR 66 % (364) 59 % ( 52) . 2362

Ay 60 % (319) 56 % ( 50) . 5402
Crime C

A 71 % (395) 66 % ( 59) 4172

Agdd 61 % (325) 63 % ( 55) .7702
Crime D : )

AP 79 % (443) 69 % ( 62) . 0306+

AE = 73 % (394) 77 % ( 68) .4396
Crime E

4G 76 % (421) 63 % ( 57) .0154%

Ay 66 % (356) 68 % ( 59) 7232
Crime F

AP 55 % (308) 44 % ( 40) , 0576

Ag3de 48 % (258) 43 = ( 37) 3618

s eTazl T Al AW SIS eI Aol (signigicant difference),
() = A=Az | :

P-valuel ¥-test A4 : #1¢] el $HAI7L 2 HaAe] UIHE
2P F4E Yehia ge.

ey Ay AT uT e Faizie] fogt Alolyt YAHA ¢k
th Y A3 Bet Fo| FPol AP e vHarnc} o @2 42 w7
#2117t A2B & A9t ololitsle], AT HjAuc} o 4 B
2] vl aiztzo] WA A A, C, D, EelM AP E pAUsict. obe, &3
vjdolzhe B S4de] FolZE ul, Aol IxpEe] HalAA B, C FH
e AFHoAM &M= 252 AHE uiFsdclh W, 25 gAML
A, D, EY ol &Mt sNe AIFLE AUEY JAAE vFLdch o
Y FYLE Hol, AHYIAEL RIPY Yoz &fulds 4
Sl olo] Tht el AelE M |



W 28 4 AAEE

2 de AAEAAEL B3Ik gn Ay 4 Qs cagyMesy
eulde] B AFelr), o] dFE ohf £y oloE %A Ybd, 2 o
f= 24 Azl Bart oY ol P AAdA e Ly &
M7t "o 2l ot ax4e] 3R BT} v WyFAe] o2
£ Ug Soivd, 252 U E3A43S Eded 4 duiAL QLaatEel
AT 2o AElE UE 4 ks AMEC] A3 dFe Ha LA, oY
¢ 4Bl dt ZAETE A Ha A Ul 2uh8) A3 Wikl
A& Qdgizl Fol g Uelgls 2AART} Yook grfn D).

2 a7 Aaks AagalAg Ay o, 254 AgE BAAFE gany
24 Euiidel gt Qikgle] HeEg AAE BojFa Q). $rles,
Y RIES AitHabgo] RN At SqulE o] et Akt
£ BA = F4AlA o= g AF Ax st

AAL AN Yol FA Yol AW Vslol W ulY 4 Aok 4
Ao, £ dFAIAL PaAnRATe] wFAAEYT) o8la g AdH
olai= AMle] dlglz st aeEs War 7t YA YU2P] Wl
thd waalsl e gde] Ji3Helehe 7Hde Nagar). Al b2 v sz}
ol &sfujidolsie AN YN AA $gtalclns AlnEa] gt} dF
of W meAzGe] &uido] o 33 AXNE DA A= ol fIt ¥
gk A4E, ASEA “HHAF MHASES AL Suldg 2Ad - A
S} 43I oY AU $4 A7 A%HeZ AFFojo} ¢ Ao},

Aeyo s Yunizl AN NAES] AS Yol Y dAPUS A Equls
o) Y &2 A7 £ 47§ Fool wAFAE, ol FMQYLAES
sloj2 AAPEHAE A SMILAEE Y2} shevld 2oy 247 €
4 alch, A4 Haajol oIyt LA} FYLo= ¢gte] Hu AL L
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AT WA WA Sty 5 olon] EY ALAHEY HUBAH] AY4E
MuEeetn AtzTe) of§8ol 19873 TS, nuiElRolA BIW A
A g=lzhed zQibgzlel AAY AlAo] 62.1%0 al7] wfFo|c}, 30 |

A AHEe] At SauyAEst Ao gl F, ol AWy
24t 23] wj4} X237 (restitution programs)o] ﬁi]% 4 olt}, o) Xg
dolt= Baadef AP os BAY ALE &, wAel WAzt Ty o
23g A s, old AMAlYZR= FaAHpediator)2A, ¥&EL =L 4
itk ABAldA A7k Wassats dad AN IHES 2 4 A
whde], YalzldAe PUE olfsiod VoY SAE PUES AFH F
2, 37t gsiztelA &fuide 43Hoe ol 4 YEH =& 4 9o}, »
2t ohel, 27BN Yske AN BIBUYT] L3F Boid
e Qleme, YR sojiuitt RIFUFOTA ST INRS L
Y A AMAGAA Aol Qth ARAGIR: Efujare] {3
ol wizixle] A AW Fstod WAt FAz WAL AR x
g 97grl =g fabdaze] oy EudAEs FAEU YuMoes
AN B34, O g AN AdsiEe] FAA2A 23 o Wil ApdA Ao
A a3Y 4 ol oYt 2ad Ry HslAs, I .abdEeldy Wa
¢ AR 716 AFshe AsiAdY 2% @ FdAHe] AFHYoe WYs
olo} g FojTh.

30) Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines Commission, Summary of 1988
sentencing practices for convicted felons, Minnesota, MN Sentencing
Guidelines Commission, 1990.
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