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FEATURE ARTICLE

Potential Impact of New
Sentencing Guidelines

By: Dennis Schrantz

The Wayne County Department of Community Justice performed a study to
gauge the potential impact of Legislative
Sentencing Guidelines (Public Act 317) on
the Wayne County jail system, admissions

EASE STLTDYP to prison from Wayne County, and the

effect upon Wayne County’s participation

in the Jail Reimbursement Program (see
Figure 1:Legislative Sentencing Guide-
lines: A New Sentencing Policy for
Michigan; Page 1y. The study included a
computation of the new sentencing
guidelines for each individual in a sample of
471 felony court cases. The Study consisted
of identifying a sample of current felony
sentences, collecting information on the
prior record and offense variables, determin-
WAYNE COUNTY ing likely or projected sentences under the
new legislative sentencing guidelines, and
comparing those projected “new” sentences
with the actual sentences. This comparison
provides an objective and realistic basis for policy decisions and planning.

In order to calculate the impact realistically, assuming the most minor change
in judicial sentencing patterns, the analyses assumed changes in actual
sentence®nly if the sentence was in conflict with the new guidelines. In
projecting the sentence under the new guidelines, the actual sentence was
assumed unless the new guidelinequire a change: all non-incarcerative
sentences were assumed to remain non-incarcerative unless the proposed
guidelines require a prison sentence (lower limit of the recommended minimum
range greater than 12 months). In other words, all non-incarcerative sentences
remained non-incarcerative, all jail sentences remained jail sentences and all
prison sentences remained prison sentences if they are allowed in the new
guidelines. It was assumed that sentencing judges will follow the guidelines
and that departures below and above sentence ranges would offset each
other and have no effécfThis allowed for analyses which assumed compli-
ance with the new guidelines while allowing for the least amount of change

Continued on Page 2
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in sentencing patterns.

The Study controlled for prison and jail length of stay reduction policies (credit
for time served, good time, early release) but did not include the impact of the
proposed Truth in Sentencing laws on the prison system. The Study did not
initially include “technical” probation violators, as those offenders are not
covered by the new guidelines.

Local impact is an important consideration because an increase in admissions
to, and length of stay in, jail may affect the prison commitment rate due to the
local policy through Public Act 511 (the Community Corrections Act) to

contain prison admissions through the use of local programs and the use of
available jail space. An important consideration within that local policy is the
availability of state-funded reimbursement for certain felons through the Jail
Reimbursement Program.

The availability of this reimbursement was the driving force behind local
policies (including the Second Stipulation Court Order to the Jail Population
Control Plan) which allow diverted felons to be housed in the downtown jail in
the Diverted Sentenced Felon Unit. This agreement is closely tied to alleviating
early releases from the jail system as well as achieving sufficient bed space to
house 360 misdemeanants and ordinance violators in the Dickerson Facility
(which took several years to successfully implement). The end result is ideal to
the goals of PA 511: reduced admissions to prison and improved jail utilization.
The primary target population for the Diverted Sentenced Felon Unit is felons
eligible for jail reimbursement who have guideline lower range minimums (min/
mins) of 12 months or more. This policy and program approach has been
successful in reducing prison admissions of targeted felons from a 43% prison
admission rate in 1993 to a 34% rate in 1996.

The data shows Wayne County is responsible for about 60% of the total
annual reductions in prison admissions for these felons in part due to the
targeting of these felons within the local comprehensive corrections plan.
Wayne County targets these otherwise prison bound felons for a “split
sentence” (jail followed by probation) which begins in the Diverted Sentenced
Felon Unit in the downtown jail established specifically for these diverted
felons.

Key Findings: Potential Wayne County Impact

1. Impact on the Wayne County Prison Populatiofihe study shows that
the new guidelines would add 12.3 months to the average prison sentence
taking into account current length of stay reduction policies. They would
add an additional 1,688 “man years” in prison, a 27% increase in sentence
guideline cases in prison. In other words, according to this analysis, the
guidelines may eventually require an additional 1,688 prison beds for
Wayne County felorfs This impact does not reflect offenses not covered
under the guidelines, probation violations, or the effects of Truth in
Sentencing The impact in Wayne County would likely be offset statewide
to a certain degree by the impact in other counties which may experience
comparatively large reductions in prison admissions due to offenders being
barred from prison under the new guideline3herefore, the study does
not address theverall statewide impacof the new guidelines on the
prison population.

Continued on Page 15




Prisons and Corrections Section
State Bar of Michigan
Position Statement Regarding Parole

Notice having been given, this position statement was adopted by the Prisons and Correctjons
Section Council orNovember 7, 1998 by a vote of 9-0. The views expressed are those of the
Section and do natecessarily represent the views of the State Bar of Michigan.

The Prisons and Corrections Section Council of the State Bar of Michigan hereby finds that:

1. Obtaining conditional release from incarceration is one of the most important interests that a prisoner
serving a parolable term has.

2. All eligible prisoners, including those serving parolable life sentences, have a right to fair and meaningful
parole consideration by an impartial and fully-informed decisionmaker.

3. The parole guidelines that govern board decisionmaking should weigh only those factors, both positive
and negative, that reflect in-prison conduct or have a proven correlation with the likelihood that the
prisoner’s release would threaten public safety.

4. The parole guidelines and the statutes governing the parole interview and decisional process should apply
to statutorily eligible prisoners serving parolable life terms as they do to other prisoners.

5. All prisoners who are denied parole should be given, at minimum, a meaningful written explanation of the
reasons for denial and, to the extent possible, of corrective steps the prisoner can take.

6. Anindeterminate sentencing scheme assumes that in setting the minimum term, the judiciary defines the
punishment appropriate for the offense and the parole board’s role is to assess the prisoner’s current
suitability for release once the minimum has been served. The parole board should not deny parole on
the basis that it believes that certain offenses warrant service of more than the minimum term or on
other historical facts considered by the trial court that the prisoner can never change.

7. Since parole decisionmaking is at least as important as numerous other administrative agency decisions
subject to judicial review, all prisoners should have a right to seek judicial review of adverse parole board
decisions.

8. Supportive services likely to enhance successful reentry to the community, such as substance abuse and
mental health treatment and job counseling, should be available to parolees as needed.

9. To avoid using costly prison bedspace to house parole violators, a range of progressive sanctions should
be utilized, whenever possible and consistent with public safety, as alternatives to revocation of parole for
non-criminal conduct.
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involuntary transfer of Michigan prisoners to another state
under the Interstate Corrections Compact, and the MDOC
has entered into a contract with the State of Virginia to
house our prisoners there. The MDOC has issued two
Director's Office Memoranda (DOM'’s) governing these
transfers: DOM 1998-39 and 1998-46.

DOM 1998-39 addresses the types and amount of personal
property which Michigan prisoners are allowed to have in
Virginia. If a prisoner who is transferred has property

" ) which is not allowed by Virginia Department of Corrections
Administrative Rules 791.5515 and 791.5513 (VDOC), it can be sent home at the MDOC's expense, held

) ] ) . for pick-up by someone designated by the prisoner, or
On November 12, 1998, the Legislature’s Joint Committee g0 by the MDOC until the prisoner returns to Michi-

on Administrative Rules (JCAR) approved two MDOC oo \ichigan prisoners cannot be required to stay in
rules, R 791.5515 (a new rule on disciplinary time) and R Virginia for more than one year.
791.5513 (amended due to changes in certain MDOC major

misconduct violations). DOM 1998-46 addresses all other issues related to the

. . Virginia transfers, including: eligibility criteria for selected
As explained in Volume 1, No. 2 of th@rum R 791.5515  ,isqners the responsibilities of the MDOC's Contract

establishes the amount of disciplinary time which will be A ministrator and on-site Monitor. how prisoners are

accrued whenever a prisoner who is subject to diSCip”nanovided access to courts, handling of mail and telephone
time is found guilty of major misconduct. Due to legislativeg)is how escapes are handled, and the return of prisoners
revisions to the disciplinary time statute which were to Michigan. Of special note is the fact that transferred
enacted this summer (PA 316 of 1998), however, this  prisoners are subject to the misconduct charges and
accumulated time does not affect a prisoner’'s parole hearing procedures of the VDOC. The VDOC major

eligibility date. The Parole Board is required to take into | ic-onducts are listed in an attachment to the DOM.
consideration the amount of disciplinary time accumulated

when deciding whether to grant parole.

By: Marjorie VanOchten

This is a lengthy DOM (nine pages, plus a four-page

. attachment) which will be of interest to anyone with a

The other approved rule, R 791.5513, is an amended rule ,jsoner client who has been transferred to the VDOC. The
and sets forth the amounts of disciplinangditsand good qress of the Virginia prison is: Greenville Correctional
time which may be forfeited if a prisoner is found guilty of fenter, 902 Corrections Way, Jarratt, VA 23870-9614.

major misconduct. This rule was changed by adding thregq respondence to transferred prisoners must contain the
new major misconduct violations: (1) Assault Resulting 'nprisoner’s VDOC prison number once the prisoner has

Serious Physical Injury; (2) Possession of a Weapon; aifflen there for sixty days. If that number is not known, it

(3) Smuggling. The first two charges resulted from splittirmay be obtained from the Office of the Deputy Director of

each of the former major misconducts of Assault and " MDOC's Correctional Faciliies Administration in
Battery and Possession of a Dangerous Contraband 'mq_ansing.

two charges, with the more serious violations of the old
charges becoming the new major misconducts. All of a

) ) ’ Parole of Prisoners Serving for Certain Drug Law
prisoner's accumulated credits may be forfeited for Assayf,|ations . .

Resulting in Serious Physical Injury and Possession of a

Weapon. Up to two years of credits may be forfeited for ppjic act 314 of 1998, which became effective October 1,
Smuggling. Definitions of the new misconducts will be 1995 ajlows the Parole Board to grant parole to prisoners
published in the MDOC's revised prisoner discipline who are serving what had been a life sentence without
policy, PD 03.03.105, which will be issued in December, 1616 for the manufacture or delivery of 650 grams or more
1998. of a controlled substance. MCL 333.7401 (2)(a)(i). The

i _Board is granted jurisdiction under what is known as the
After JCAR approval, the rules were adopted and filed With itor | aw” after the prisoner has served twenty calendar
the Secretary of State, and went into effect December 2, \ o4 MCL 791.234. I the prisoner is not serving for
1998. Copies of the rules may be ordered from the MDOG,yther “serious crime” as defined by subsection (11) of
Office of Policy and Hearings in Lansing. the statute, s/he is eligible for parole after seventeen and
one-half years. In addition, if the sentencing judge or his/
her successor determines that the prisoner “has cooper-
ated with law enforcement,” s/he is eligible for parole

. o : ) consideration after serving fifteen years.
Also as discussed in issue 2, the Legislature authorized the

Director’'s Office Memoranda Regarding Virginia
Transfers

Continued on Page 6
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MDOC Update
Continued from Page 5

This new legislation, as well as the procedures which the

changed the mandatory sentence for this crime from life
without parole to a mandatory minimum of twenty years,
thus making all drug law convictions potentially parolable.
Only prisoners convicted of First Degree Murder (MCL

MDOC will follow for implementation, are explained in DOM750'316) or Placing Explosives with Intent to Destroy -

1998-43. The Board already has begun interviewing eligi
prisoners. The new legislation requires the Board to

consider five specific factors related to the circumstances

of the offense when deciding whether to grant parole in
these cases.

The Parole Board will be using these factors and followin
these procedures for all future cases of parole consider-
ation for prisoners convicted of this offense. In another

piece of legislation enacted this past summer, the Iegislaﬂ]ﬁp

Adverisement
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lﬁ:@using Injury (MCL 750.207) now are not eligible for

parole.

Finally, it should be noted that the statutory changes also
mandate parole revocation under certain circumstances for
all parolees serving for certain drug law violations. MCL
33.7401 (2)(a)(i) or (ii) and 333.7403 (2)(a)(i) or (ii). Revo-
ation is required if the parolee is convicted of any
controlled substance violation punishable by imprison-
t for four years or more, or if s/he is convicted of a
violent felony,” as defined by the law and as listed in the
DOM.

Prisoner Personal Property

As reported in Volume 1, No. 1 of this publication, the
MDOC issued a new policy directive on prisoner personal
property in January, 1998: PD 04.07.112. This directive
followed the favorable ruling the Department received on
this issue in the class-action lawsGiain v MDOC. Due

to additional requirements placed on full implementation of
the policy by Judge Giddings in that ruling, however, it
was not implemented as to currently possessed property
when it initially took effect. After completing the addi-
tional required steps, a massive property reduction
involving every prison facility except corrections centers
was undertaken by the MDOC in three phases (from 8-27-
98 to 11-8-98). Any items of property not allowed by the
new policy were required to be sent home, donated to
charity, or discarded.

Prisoners in the higher security levels (Levels IV through
VI) also were required to reduce the volume of their
property by about one-half. Prisoners at Level IV and
above must now wear State-issued uniforms. For this
reason, prisoners in Levels V and VI were required to
dispose of all personal clothing and are no longer allowed
to possess non-State-issued clothing. Prisoners in Level
IV may have only one set of personal clothing which may
be worn only on visits and for specified court appear-
ances. The prohibition on personal clothing has two
exceptions under th€ain Order: winter coats and gloves.
The Court has required the MDOC to improve its State-
issued winter coat and gloves before it is allowed to
require all prisoners to dispose of these personal items.

Now that the policy is fully implemented, an increase in
custody to Level IV or above will have a significant impact
on the property which the transferred prisoner is allowed
to possess




New Guidelines Focus of Annual Meeting
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Prosecutor Cannot Intervene
in Parole Revocation Hearing
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1,246 Prisoners Now In Virginia
More To Be Shipped Soon

By: Barbara Levine
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Martin to Succeed McGinnis
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Director of the Michigan
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Produces Positive Results
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Michigan Supreme Court Hears Arguments inGlover Case
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Inmate with $124 Income not Indigent

Br3at G. Fiedran
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U.S. Supreme Court to Determine Retroactivity of
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Michigan Court of Appeals Reverses Itself and Holds
Elliot-Larsen Act Does Apply to Prisons
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Case Study Under the new guidelines, there will be an increase in the
. number of low risk offenders who have guideline min/maxs
Continued from Page 2 of 18 months or less. Some of the moderate risk felons who
currently are scored within guideline ranges of less than or
2. Impact on the Wayne County Jail Populatiohe equal to 12 months to greater than 18 months will be
study shows that the new guidelines would add 0.7  scored into both lower and higher cells. Some high risk
months to the average jail sentence taking into accourfelons who currently are scored with min/mins of greater
current length of stay reduction policies. They would than 12 months will be scored lower, while others will be
increase the number of man years in jail by 84 annuallyscored higher. Offenders who are not scored under the
or, in other words, increase the average daily populatiohupreme Court Guidelines will be scored under the
in the jail by 84, a 23.5 % increase in sentence guidelindé€gislative Sentencing Guidelines. The net result, based
cases in jail. This does not include any impact from on the local study of 526 cases, will likely include the
offenses not covered under the guidelines, for proba- following impact in Wayne County:
tion violators, or misdemeanants.

*Felons with guideline ranges of 0 to 18 months will represent
3. Impact on the Jail Reimbursement Prograrunder the 70% of all cases, up from 50%;38% increase
changes to the types of prison bound offenders eligible
for diversion and reimbursement stipulated in the FY 98/ <Felons in the “straddle cell” ranges will represent 20% of
99 Corrections Budget (Public Act 321), the number of all cases, up from 18%; &3% increase
felons eligible for reimbursement and sentenced to jail

would eventually be reduced by as much 77% - a *No change is projected in the overall number of felons in
reduction of over 600 felons annually- assuming no “presumptive prison” guideline ranges, although the types of
downward departures from the presumptive prison offenders who will be within those ranges will change.

guidelines. Even when assuming the current departure

rate (an unlikely outcome), reimbursable felons wouldtte pimay  esmfrteedagssteddte
be reduced by as much as 71% - a reduction of about geestrwhthte Speme CoutGuidhescorat
550 felons per yeér This projected impact is primarily a1y @ddeshte s wibesoed
due to the elimination from reimbursement of prison ukrte Legie Ssredig Glides Thevest
bound offenders who have recommended lower range neniydftee (4wibesoednte0bis
limits (min/mins) of 12 months. mortsiange as bk o ahoet 186 e cases
aney ragpatewibe soedwintedede
Other prison bound felons will be identified for eligibil- o iages te ey Powisentepeanp
ity under the Program by the Legislatus® that this teprriae
reduction in Wayne County’s participation in the
Program will not result in the closing of the 168 bed
Diverted Sentenced Felon Unit in the downtown jail.
This unit annually houses over 500 diverted felons.(Se
Question #4 below).

The secondaryreason for these changes is that offenders
will tend to have lower scores under the Legislative
Buidelines.

2. What are the new guideline ranges of felons who, under
the Supreme Court Guidelines, had min/mins of 12
€honths or more (eligible for jail reimbursement)? How do
the guidelines change for felons who will be within the
&traddle cells?

For purposes of examining more closely issues related to
the Jail Reimbursement Program, an additional 55 jail cas
and probation violatofswere re-scored under the new

guidelines bringing the total sample to 526 cases. 94 of th
526 cases (18%) were identified who will scored in the so-

called “straddle cells” with guideline ranges of 12 months A review of the sentencing ranges for felons who have

or less to greater than 18 months.. These anglyses can b§upreme Court guideline min/mins of 12 months show that
used to address four critical questions pertaining to the

local i ¢ of th leqislati ideli the majority (56%) will in (straddle cell) felons will in the
ocal impact of the new legisiative guidelines. future have scores in the 0 to 18 month range (e.g. “lock-

- . . outs”) and relatively few (9%) will have higher scores with
Critical Questions Regarding min/mins of 13 months or more (presumptive prison). It is

Wayne County Impact proejcted that 35% will have scores which are still in the

“straddle cell” range (min/min=<20 months to min/max > 18

1. How will guideline ranges be affected, i.e. how will the months). Based on a local study of 94 §tradd|e cell cases,

numbers in each of the three types of cells (low, moderat('at appears that about 92% of th.e felc_ms n the stradde cell

and high risk) change? ranges who would be scored with min/mins of 12 months
' under the Supreme Court Guidelines will now have min/

mins of 5 months and highe(See Table 4, p 18).

= Continued on Page 16




Case Study
Continued from Page 15

The rates of prison admission for specific categories of

Endnotes

*Lecd andlyss sugpest et e ol heshdd for dgpaiues uder
3. What have been the annual prison admission rates foregHegdessigatmtehedifraates

felons who in the futurewill be scored within the staddle
cell range (i.e. min/min = <12 to min/max > 18 months)? * NeSetspaniatsaestdirgrsraosete

felons who in the future will be scored within the straddle
cell range vary from 15% to 40%; overall, their prison rate

has been about 23%.
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4. What are the specific subcategories of felons which tH&ePtemrevgkes
Deparmtent of Corrections and local communtiies want toTrerenTiuhinSereiglawwleambsetssamby
target for prison admission reduction through a revised atigamoireey 125 morhs b te averege seriene for

Jail Reimbursement Program?

Given the paramaeters of thenew leiglstive sentencing
policy and that the low and high level risk categories of

civesic  Lokdinte Tr uhnSaedghw.

4 Fareanyie aaourty which hesoicaly seriences hih nunbars

offenders are already addressed with FY 98/99 Jail Reim-

bursement policy (i.e. min/mins of > 12 are to be reim-

bursed, all felony drunk drivers), the critical question of

reasonable criteria for moderate risk (straddle cell) felons

remains to be addressed by the Legislature. New Jail

dersbpsnwhbygitdreareswimbgebe

aboned b do so under e new guideines which dssbw pison
advssos foridaswih 048 monh (dusve) guckine

fages The number ders wih these langes under e new
gEeswinr eE=nW a yeConyadae
roeseendrerauresaswd Trsedorwabl st

i resseshr Enadhsrsadethdsay

exsElD

for W aye

Reimbursement Program reimbursement criteria need to beXuntyBos asteCoryresabwimpsmerntieer

established that take into account the felons within the

Hrswhbvgideages

straddle cells who were historically sentenced to prison irf DurgFY 9% Eorswibe sred udrbehre
the past and have had their admissions reduced through Sureme Cout Guideies (or aimes commied before Januery

the Program. The new criteria must also take into account *

those felons within the straddle cells who should be

targeted for the Program in order to reduce prison admis-

sions. Given that increased numbers of felons in prison

are expected as a result of both the presumptive prison

policy within the guidelines and the new Truth in Sentenc-
ing law, the straddle cells represent a unique group of
offenders which the Department of Corrections should
target for decreased prison admission§ this question is
not addressed, the numbers of moderate risk offenders
bound for prison will increase - perhaps dramatically. This ;" gty

guestion can be addressed by examining a variety of
scenarios for reimbursement which compare:

*Annual prison admission rates of specific categories of

offenders based on minimum/minimum sentencing guidelines

scores or other criteria such as offense;

*Potential sentencing outcomes under the new legislative

guidelines sentencing policy;

*Potential sentencing outcomes if the offenders are targeted
for prison diversion under the Jail Reimbursement Program

a central policy component of Public Act 511;

*The availability of funding for local sanctions/services and

through the Jail Reimbursement Program.

A series of proposals have been developed and are und

consideration by the Legislature

8 Acocor dng b the Serendng Guidkines Commisson, p
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notequied

A ditor’'s Note: On the last day of the Legislative Session, t
Legislature approved a bill which amends the FY 98/99 Jag
Reimbursement Program funding criteria by including
reimbursement for a limited number of straddle cell cases
felons with min/mins of 10 months or more and min/maxs
greater than 18 months and technical probation violators

ne
il

of
with

,fhat guideline range for the underlying offense.
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Case Study
Continued from Page 16

Legislative Sentencing Guidelines: A New Sentencing Policy for Michigan

Figure 1

LOW RISK

MODERATERISK

HIGH RISK

Guideline Ranges:
SGL max <or =to 18 mos.

+Locked Out of Prison
+Jail Sentences allowed but not to
exceed upperlimit of minimum
range (min/max )or 12mos.
whichever is less
+Intermediate Sanctions
+More Felons in Category

Guideline Ranges:
SGLmin <or =12 mos. to SGL max > 18 mos.
+Community, Jail, Prison

+a.k.a. “Straddle Cells”
+Minimum Jail Time Requirements

Guideline Ranges:
SGL min 13 mos. or more

+Presumption of Prison
+Longer Sentence
+Departures Appealable
+Truth in Sentencing

PublicAct 511Prison Admission Reduction Targeting Issues

+Majority of Felony Cases
+Most are Probation Cases
+ Most ineligible for PA 511
Prison Admission Reduction

+ Jail Reimbursement for Drunk

Drivers only

+ Jail Inmates eligible for PA 511

Jail Utilization Improve ment
Strategies

LOWPRISON ADMISSION
TARGETING PRIORITY

+ Eligible for Prison or Jail
+ Jail sentences, if given, have minimum requirement. at
least for length lower limit of minimum range (min/min),
not to exceed 12 months
+ Elicible for PA511
+ Old Guidelines were Higher
+ Potential for limited Jail Reimbursement
(policy decisions pending)

HIGH PRISON ADMISSION
TARGETING PRIORITY*

+ Departures Eligible for PA 511
+ Departures Eligible for Jail
Reimbursement
+ MDOC Policy Re: PSI
Recommendati ons Pending

LOW PRISON ADMISSION
TARGET ING PRIORITY

*Straddle Cell offender targeting policy pending outcome of palicy decisions regarding eligibility for Jail Reimbursement

Program.
Felons with Sentencing Guideline Min/Mn of 12 Months
Comparison: Wayne County and Statewide 1993-1997
(Source: MDOC BIR database)
Table 1

Year Statewide Wayne County

Disp Prison Rate Diff Disp Prison Rate Diff
1993 4062 2099 52% 1374 593 43%
1994 3613 1814 50% (285) 1091 480 44% (113
1995 3317 1712 45% (102) 1290 437 34% 43)
199% 3BHA 1586 45% (126) 1105 371 34% (66)
1997 431 1676 49% (90) 911 338 3% ()
TOTAL (423) (255)
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Case Study
Continued from Page 17

Comparison of Guideline Ranges: Supreme Court & Legislative Sentencing Guidelines
Sample: 526 Recorded Cases
(Source: Wayne County Circuit Court, Apri/May, 1998)

Table 2
Legislative Guidelines Supreme Court Guidelines
Oto18 min/min <12 | min/min >12 Not TOTAL - %
mos. or to Applicable
less min/max
>18
0 to 18 months or less 237 50 8 84 367 - 70%
“Lock Outs”
<12 to min/max >18 27 37 11 20 107 - 20%
“Straddle Cells”
min/min >12 1 8 33 10 52 - 10%
“Presumptive Prison”
Not Applicable/ 0 0 0 0 0%
No Guidelines
TOTAL and % 265-50% 95-18% 52-10% 114-22% 526

Conparison d Syreme Court 12 month Min/Min Cases tgikkative Guidelines

Sanple: 68 MinMin d 12 Casefrom a Sarple of 526 Re-scored Cases
(Source: Wayne County Circuit Court; April/May, 1998)

Table 3
Supreme Court Legislative Sentencing Guidelines
Guidelines
0-18 mos. or less min/min=<12 to min/min >12 TOTAL
“Lock Outs” min/max>18 “Presumptive
“Straddle Cells” Prison”
min/min 12 38 -56% 23-35% 6-9% 68 - 70%
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State Bar of Michigan
Prisons & Corrections Section
Michael Franck Building

306 Townsend Street
Lansing, MI 48933-2083

Join the Prisons
& Corrections Section

| am interested in joining the Prisons and Corrections

Section of the State Bar of Michigan!

Renew your Subscription
and Membership Now !

Name (include State Bar Number if applicable)

Firm/Professional Affiliation/Inmate Number
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Telephone Number

Membership Status Sought:
] Attorney Membership ($20).
] Associate Membership ($15).

Newsletter Subscription for Non-Criminal Justice
rofessionals ($10).

Applications should be sent with payment to:
Prisons & Corrections Section

P.O. Box 12037
Lansing, Michigan 48901-2037

Make Checks Payable to: “State Bar of Michigan”
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