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Fiscal Estimate Narratives
SPD 1/18/02

LRB Number 01-2568/3 Introduction Number SB-371 Estimate Type  Original

Subject

Peeping toms

Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate
Because this bill would create a new crime, it owuld increase the costs of the State Public Defender.

The bill would likely increase county costs for incarceration (either pretrial or after disposition).

Long-Range Fiscal Implications



