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Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

This bill would reduce the mandatory time a person would receive under the recently passed “Truth in Sentencing
Act.” As that Act takes effect for offenses committed on or after December 31, 1999, the actual impact of the new law
is unknown. The Act also created a Sentencing Commission, which is developing a report with recommendations to
the Governor and Legislature on the issue of appropriate sentence length for various types of offenses and other -
aspects of sentencing. The recommendations of that Commission and the extent to which the Governor and
Legislature adopt them are unknown. Thus the impact of this bill to retain the pre-12/31/99 sentencing status quo as
compared to the unknown end result of the Sentencing Commission’s process to reform sentencing in the light of the
Truth in Sentencing Act on the workload of district attorneys offices is unknown.

To the extent that a rough guess is possible, it would seem that the effect of continuing the pre-12/31/99 sentencing
approach (AB 296) as compared to a likely end result of the work of the Sentencing Commission and the Truth in
Sentencing Act would be to lower DA workload. This assumes that the Truth in Sentencing law and Legislative
enactment of Sentencing Commission recommendations will be to present accused persons with the likelihood of both
longer prison sentences and longer community supervision time after completion of their sentence than is now the
case. This perception is likely, at the margin, to encourage accused persons to seek a trial rather than to agree to a
plea bargain. Trials are more costly in terms of prosecutorial time.

The extent of any saving, however, is unknown.

Long-Range Fiscal Implications

None compared to the current law, as this bill simply extends it past 12/31/99.

In comparison to the possible end result of the sentengiflg reform and rationalization process now being carried out
per the Truth in Sentencing Act, there may be less need fyédltlonal prosecutonal resources.
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