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Table XII
Significance Test for Plea Negotiation
) Rate by Judge Among Part I "
Dispositions in Selected £§
Pennsylvania Counties .
July-December 1976 ,
County One Number of DPercent of Mean Percent of ;
Judge Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas Significance g}
. .
A 8 12.5 34.4 - =2.33
B 3 0.0 34.4 ~1.28 -
c 7 0.0 34.4 *.2.00 §§
D 21 42.9 34.4 0.93
E 8 50.0 34.4 0.97
F 8 0.0 34.4 *.2.15 ¥
G 12 58.3 34.4 1.87  §
H 23 43.5 34.4 1.06
Total: 90 gg
County Two  Number of Percent of - Mean Percent of -
Judge Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas Significance g%
A 34 38.2 27.7 .65
B 5 0.0 27.7 -1.42 &
c 56 28.6 ; 27.7 . 0:21 L4
D 16 6.3 27.7 ~2.07 a
E 1 100.0 27.7 1.62
Total: . 112 . [E
County Three Number of Percent of Mean Percent of f%
Judge cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas Significance g%
A 1 45.5 69.8 -1.94
B 3 33.3 69.8 ~-1.41
c 30 73.3 69.8 0.58
D 19 . 84.2 €9.8 1.63
Total: 63 '
County Four Number of Percent of Mean Percent of
Judge Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas Significance
A " 12 25.0 25.0 0
B -3 25.0 25.0 0
Total: w0
-Q -

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.
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Table XII

' significance Test for Plea Negotiation
Rate by Judge Among Part I
Dispositions in Selected
Pennsylvania Counties
July-December 1976
{Continued)

: iy
County Five Number of  Percent of Mean Percent of

Judge Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas Significance
A | 5 . 20.0 54.5 ;1.57
B 38 ‘ 68.4 54.5 1.98
c 70 50.0 54.5 =-1.02
D 43 53.5 54.5 -0.15
Total: 156
County Six Number of Percent of Mean Percent of .
Judge Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas significance
a 21 19.0 20.5 ~0.22
B 23 21.7 20.5 0.22
Total: 44
¢fébﬁhty Seven Number of Percent of 'Mean Percent of o
Judge ' Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleags Significance
a 11 27.3 30.8 ~-0.28
B 9 33.3 : 30.8 *0.18
o] 8 62.5 30.8 2.11
D 24 20.8 30.8 . -1044
Total: 52
County Eight Numbér of Percent. of _.Mean Percent of o
Judge Cases Negotiated Pleas Negotiated Pleas Significance
A 8 950 | 76.5 -0.13
B ) 77.8 , 76.5 0.13
Total: 17 ‘ :

\
\

*Diffexence is significaﬁt at the .05 level (1.96).

SOURCE : Obsérvations from case files in selected counties.
(See methodology) ' '
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The results of the significance test in Table XII identify four- It was further disclosed that, in some counties, there was a dispro-

counties where statistically significant differences occur with respect portionate tendency for particular judges to handle plea negotiations.

to the rate at which a particular judge hears negotiated pleas. The formula This fact suggests that the particular judge before whom a defendant will

used to analyze these data is designed to account for significant differences appear is a significant factor in the plea negotiation process.

given low numbers of cases processed.  Thus, aberrant results based upoén

limited cases are minimized.

The data suggest that within four of the eight counties observed, there

A A i

is a propensity for certain judges to be the focal point for the tendering

of negotiated pleas. This observation is consistent with the aforementioned

comments of local présecutors who maintain that the judge before whom a

——— .

defendant will appear is a meaningful element in the negotiations incident

to a plea agreement.

i e

* Summarz . .

What are thévprocessing characteristics which contribute to a propensity &1

to negotiape a plea? The obsexvations of Part I dispositions contained in

A

this section suggest that there are no significant differences in the rates

| Aot

at which whites and non-whites plea bargain. Further, the type of offense

(violent vs, property) does not support a greater likelihood for plea bar-

e

o

géining.

A The factors that were found to be significant were the extent and

severity (felony/misdemeanor) of the charges on the indictment and the type

of legal representation. Defendants charged with multiple offenses where a

s
2ol

g felony was involved were more likely to .negotiate a plea as were defendants B gj i
! , represented by a public defender. i
' ' -
] " |
= "
&
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Outcomes to support an analysis of comparative outcomes. Thus, this consideration

must be deferred until such time as an adequate criminal history file is

In order to assess the impact of plea negotiation on the defendant
D oL p g ' established for criminal defendants in this state.

one must consider the outcome of a case involving a negotiated plea‘compared

NOTE: One encouraging action relative to an improved criminal

history file has been the passage in the General Assembly

of the Criminal History Record Information Act on November
26, 1978. This law mandates the fingerprinting and reporting
to the central repository of all misdemeanants and felons
arrested effective July 1, 1979. The law further mandates i
the reporting of all criminal dispositions incident to arrests |
made after the effective date of the act. :

to other dispositions for like defendants. This information may help to

g

éxplain why a defendant plea bargains, and in so doing, foregoes his consti-

tutional right to a trial before his peers. Does the defendant who plea

i
B
b
[
v
¥

g

bargains fare better than defendants who do not? 1In order to answer this

question, the data obtained from the case file research phase of this study §§

were organized for comparative purposes by defendant. The validity of such E§

4 comparisons, however, depends upon the ability to establish a defendant's

prior criminal history. Of the 1,700 defendants originally considered, in

. only 308 cases was it possible to determine, with reasonable accuracy, the

defendant's prior criminal history. This condition is due to the lack of

i a complete statewide criminal historyhfile. (According to the Governor's

. Task Force on Criminal Justice Information Systems, only approximately 50% 3

of misdemeanants and felons are fingerprinted by local police. Further,

A

dispositions are reported in only about 35% of these arrests.) Consequently,

matnsiod

what appeared to be a substantial data base (1,700 defendants) at the

outset of this préject, was considerably diluted by the absence of criminal

s A

history data. The effect of this shrinkage was that the data base for
defendants whose criminal history could be established was,reduced to 308
cas@s. This group was further differentiated by type and number of charges

on the indictment and by outcome (sentence type and sentence term). The

s R o

regult is that there is an insufficient number of defendénts in the sample

NIRRT
nyseeanscy RPN
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CONCLUSION

This report has observed the concept of plea negotiation from the
perspective of the local prosecutor and explored relationships on a state-
wide basis. It has been found that there is considerable variation in the

extent to which prosecutors rely on plea bargaining to dispose of criminal

~cases. The most significant factor related to the extent of its use

appears to be the rate at which prosecutors accept cases for prosecution.

While one prosecutdr barely negotiates pleas, his rate for dismissing cases

is much higher than the prosecutor who has a high plea bargain rate. It

appears, then, that the practice serves as an adjustment mechanism for those

prdsecutors who choose to consider more cases for prosecution. The issue

becomes - which is more desirable: 1) to prosecute more cases witﬁ plea

bafgaining‘or 2) tp prosecute iess cases without it? 1In the Alaska Judicial

System, where plea bargaining has ostensibly been abolished, the effect of
82

the abolition appears to have been an increased dismissal rate. The

gréater*sélectivity on the part of the prosecution in that state has led to

~complaints by the-poiice'element that the new system of dismissing all but

the best cases is worse than the fermer system of extensive plea bargaining.

The resolution of the issue in Pennsylvania is at least partly dependent

- upon theuanalysis~ofv¢omparative outcomes for plea bargains vs. other modes

‘of disposition, an analysis which is precluded by the current recordkeeping

p:ocedures:relativé to criminal defendants.

‘82Andérson, David C. You Can't Cop a Plea in Alaska Anymore. Police
gazlne, January 1979. pp. 5-13.
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cedures. In twenty of the forty-five counties which participated in the

 study, 45%, plea negotiations are nd% recorded beyond the court reporter's

The mechanics of negotiating pleas in Pennsylvania do not differ gg

bsubstantively from the ﬁféctige outside the Commonwealth. The absence of

formal written policies, the existence of judicial participation, and §§

general attitudes toward the practice parallel the observations made else-

where. Perhaps the most significant observation relative to the practice
in Pennsylvania finds a significant number of counties in which an objective éﬁ

review of the negotiated plea is impeded by the current recordkeeping pro-

untranscribed notes. This condition renders negotiated pleas practically

indistinguishable from straight pleas, thus complicating efforts to examine

the nature and extent of the practice. While the overt diaclosure»of the

negotiated agreement via thé‘formats offered in Appendix B may be considered

an administrative burden, the advantages incident to the increased visi-

E=ﬁ§{;§i‘ 31

pility of the practice overshadow concerns for time spent completing the

form. Further, the fact that the jurisdictions currently recording pleas

[vi.ﬁi.‘iﬁ<>J!

include high volume courts dilutes the "time spent" argument for resisting

G|

such efforts. The entrenched status of the negotiated plea in Pennsylvania's

judicial system demands a greater degree of visibility than is currently

E,mi\h@

evident.

The negotiated plea continues to be one of the most complex aspects

of the judicial process. This report has been intended as the first state-

wide study‘of‘fhe practice in Pennsylvania. While:the.information submitted
contributes to a greater understéndinq.of the practice, there are many gs

questions which remain unanswered.f Do those who plea bargain fare better

1

-08-
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than those who do not? What are the recidivistic effects of negotiating

pleas? Should plea negotiation be encouraged or discouraged? The answers

to these questions remain as considerations for future research. The

conclusion of this report maintains that such questions are unanswerable

given the current availability of data. Until such time as the improvements

in data collection intimated in this report occur, the more critical issues

surrounding the negotiated plea will remain unresolved.
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PLEA NEGOTIATION QUESTIONSAIRE

£ We realize that replies to most of the questions below cannot be treated in thc
k.@bsolute and recognize that each case is distinct. However, we are interested in the
general practice as it pertains to. your day-to-day administration‘of*ceses.

1 You will find that some of the questions are of a sen51t1ve nature. We appreciate
“'your candor and assure you that all replies will be reported collectlvely, rather than
by jurisdiction.

Definition

E; A negotiated plea, for the purpose of this report, entails a discussion between the
rosecution and defense which precipitates an agreement by the defendant to plead to one
or more charges in exchange for some concession.

&
[;; Approximately what 7 of all guilty pleas are negotiated?

2. Do any written policies exist which govern the handling of negotiated pleas in your
l: jurisdiction? If yes, please attach a copy.

Yes No

[
3. Four conditions are commonly cited as influential in the decision to bargain.
Please rank the following as they affect your office. (1 to 4 ranking 1 = High)

Strength of the Case

~Nature of Charge(s) (Seriousness)

Prior Record of Defendant

Caseload Considerations‘

Other: Please Specify

Common Concessions to obtain a plea include:

Sentence Recommendation to the Court

Dismissal of Charges

. Reduction of Charges

Check those activities which commonly occur in your jurisdiction.

Other Concessions

% 5. Who actually participates in the negotiations? Please Check:

Defense Attorney o } Judge .
Defendant ; Victim
Police Officer . __ . Other

-

Are there any crimes for which you refuse to negotiate?

Please list:

Is a record of the plea agreement reduced to writing (beyond steno notes)?

Yes ___ " No

If yes, in what manner? Transcribed Notes

Specific Form*

Notation on File Jacket

Other (Specify)

(*please attach a copy of form used)

In your opinion, would the number of guilty pleas decrease if plea negotiation. .
were eliminated? .

- : Yes : No

Does defendant who pleads guilty receive a lesser sentence than a comparable
defendant who elects trial?

Yes No

In your opinion, should he?
Yes ‘ No

Comments




'211 Do you feel that the current Pennsylvanla Rules of Crlmlnal Procedure regarding
xplea agreements should be rev1sed° ' : : S - e ‘

Yes

P

Comments.:

No

What affect, if any, has Rule 1100 of the Pennsylvanla Rules of Cr1m1na1 Procedure
'7had on the frequency or depth of negotiated pleas in your jurisdicrion?
- None. Marginal : Moderater " Serious 92592&2225
Comments:

‘Aggendix B

13. What do you feel are the greatest assets/def1c1encies in the practice of plea e

negotiation?

Assets

" '
' .

Deficiencies

14. The file research relative to this study has concentrated on negotiated pleas among
“defendants who have been involved in at 1east’one Part I offense. Part I offenses ‘-
generally include homicide, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny,
and auto theft. What % of defendants committing these crimes in your jurisdiction

reach disp031t10n as a result of a plea negotlation7

Please return survey to:

’DlVLSlon of Crininal Justice Statistics
" Box 1167, Federal Square Station

s
SROTR.

Harrisburg, PA. 17120
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GUIDELINES TO PLEA BARGAINING

INTRODUCTION

Our swoxn duty lS to effectively prosecute each matter
before us, and to aim for a solution which will  be Just.

Three major con51derations must be taken 1nto account.

'First, there is the goal of protecting law abiding citizens
of the county from future criminal conduct by the defendant.:

-1nvolved, second there is the welfare of the defendant, and

third, there is the necessity to dispose of cases quickly
so that we might meet the requirements of Rule 1100.

I recognize that each case assigned to you will present
a unique set of circumstances. Iifurther;understand that

each assistant-differs philosophically.

But it must be remembered that each time you agree to

‘a plea bargain you are telling the’ world that, under the

circumstances, this agreement is fair and just to the people.

MAJOR CONSIDERATION

The major consideration‘handling any criminal matter

shall be the successful prosecution.and imposition of an

effective sentence in- that matter. By effective sentence

is meant a sentencc which has as its major purpose the twin

goals of protecting the law abiding citizens of this county

. from future criminal conduct and the deterence of future

criminal conduct by the defendant in question. Whileva;

 or deter future conduct and must be avoided.

COnSideration in the determination of any effective sentence

will be the.welfare of the defendant~in~question, should

there be a conflict this consideration should not outweigh.

the twin goals juSt.mentioned. Further, although the avoidance

of lengthy trials and appealsAwill assist us in meeting the

standards_of Rule 1100, expediency should not outweigh our
goals‘of-protection of law abiding citizens and deterence

of future criminal conduct.

Examgles

"A. Defendant is charged with the sale of a bundle of heroin.

'Since this sale-he is successfully'participating in a drug

treatment program. While it may be in the defendant's best

‘interest for us to agree to a probationary sentence, such

senterice is not in keeping with the office's major consideration.

B. .Defendant is charged with an armed robbery. While an

agreement for probation may wellfavoid a lengthy trial and.

"appeal, such a sentence does_nothing to protect'our citizens

'C. Defendant is charged with a series of burglaries. Unless

probation is.agreed to, defense counsel threatens to try

each case with a jury. While such a~bargain may’serve to

‘avoid litigation and thus allow.the'more rapid disposition of
other matters involv1ng other defendants, it serves no purpose

~in the maJor conSideration outlined.
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SUBSIDIARY CONSIDERATIONS : : ) =

l. Avoxd bargalnlng for sentences you, consxder grossly

lenlent solely on the basxs that "that s all the Judge w111

"give hlm anyway." Sucb a 51tuat10n leaves us in the posltlon

of saying a sentence is fa1r on the record.and.unfaxr'off

the iecord. Furthermore, our rec0mmendat1onkln One case

" undoubtedly influences our Judges for all cases and can be used

as justification for a lenient sentence at a lai ter date.

2. Generally, avoid.a plea bargain where we have an
airtight case against a defendant. Such cases should be sub=~"
mitted on.an open plea with,the plea'Distrlct Attorney free

to recommend whatever seems appropriate after hearing.the-

. i if J ifi ' .B.A. Standards.
‘witnesses' testify if justified under the A;B A

If defense counsel concedes our winning the position but
protests about: problems w1th hlS cllent, suggest a non-Jury
trial or the nolle pr0551ng of the lesser counts to

preserve our free hand.

STEPS TO BE TAKEN PRIOR TO FINALIZING A PLEA BARGAIN

1. No pPlea bargaln should be agreed to thhout flrst
speaking to the prosecuting offlcer. Whlle perlodlcally it
may be necessary to.override'his wishes, such a step should
be taken only as a last resort, and after full d150ussxon
w1th hlm. -

2. All plea bargaining dlscus51ons, even where an
agreement is not reached, should be noted on the Jacket to ‘

1. Note
avold"Dlstrlct‘Attorney shopping” by defense counse

' patterns in which event we should be able to tell whether

~ find defense counsel 1nform1ng the court that our’ offlce

N kA

on the Jacket ‘what offer defense counsel made whlch you

refused, and what offer you made and he refused

3. Always note on Defendant's jacket whether a sentence.

is 1mposed pursuant to a plea bargain to rev1ew sen tencing

sentences were 1mposed on open pleas Or on our recommendations.

'4:; always note the fact that a plea bargaln was agreed

to ow a co-defendant s Jacket Thls avoids the s1tuatlon of

one Dlstrlct Attorney trying to hammer a defendant only to

had agreed to a lenlent sentence for a co-defendant. :If.

-you feel, in enterlng with a plea bargaln for one defendant,

‘that a co-defendant should be treated dlfferently, note the
reason on the co~defendant's jacket. - .

3. It is bad practlce to enter 1nto a plea bargain unless

full restltutlon to the v1ct1m 1s a part of the sentence.

Full restltutlon 1ncludes compensatlon not only for valuables
stolen and not returned but also for

medlcal bllls, etc.

6. Never agree to a deal which another member of the ' - 3

office has refused. If you feel c1rcumstances have changed, ' |

talk the matter over with the other ASSlStant DlStrlCt Attorney

flrst.-

7. Never refuse a plea bargaln wnlch another member of

the offlce has made. Talk. the matter over w1th the other

A531stant District Atforney and the District Attorney, if : §
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necessary, after the plea. Fallure to follow this practlce
1mpunes the 1ntegr1ty of the office.

8. All plea bargalns 1nvolv1ng cases whlch have attracted
substantial news media attentlon should be cleared with the “
Dlstrlct Attorney, his First Ass1stant, or the Chief of ‘\~ﬁ

Prosecution. This pollcy is necessary in order that the Dlstrlct

Attorney has full notice of the reasons for the plea in the

event he is called upon for comment.

’i' ’ ’ s N ‘ ) .
L | PLEA BARGAINING - SPECIFIC CRIMES |
7 o The follow1ng guldellnes must be observed by all members

' of thlS office unless the Dlstrlct Attorney, hls Flrst

ir,:;i“::}

Ass;stant or the Chief of Prosecutlon 1nd1cates to the

contrary in a partlcular case.

i
\.

I

1. Thls office should not agree to probatlon in any

crlme of v1olence where the v1ct1m is 1njured.

2. This office should not agree to probatlon 1n any cause
whereln the defendant ‘was armed w1th a flrearm in the comm1551on
of a crime other than carrylng a firearm w1thout a llcense.k‘

3. - This office should not agree to probatlon in any

case 1nvolv1ng the sale of drugs or in any case 1nvolv1ng

"~ the possessxon of drugs where;n the quantlty lnvolved

1ndlcates clearly that the defendant was: a’ trafflcker.

4.' This offlce should not agree to probatlon in any
. case 1nv0rv1ng misconduct in office by a public: OfflClal

w1thout the express approval of the DlStrlCt Attorney.

5. This office should not agree to probation in any

. robbery, forcible‘rape (or‘other forcible sex crimes), arson

of occupled bulldlngs, murder, or voluntary manslaughter,
6."All plea bargains of any kind in murder cases must

be approved by the DlStIlCt Attorney.

btz
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COURT HOUSE

7

January 15, . 76

S

raouw e ol Yo ALL ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS
_ District Attorney

BEn B

RE: PLEA BARGAINING - POLICY

Appendix C
o lé Hereafter, the general.policy of this office with regard
i to plea bargaining is that the ssme is to be used by the Forms

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as a prosecutorial tool.

It is to be used only for substantive legal reason based
upon the facts and circumstances present in each
individual case. It 1s never to be used for the sole
purpose of reducing the number of criminal cases to be
tried nor for the purpcse of making a defendant eligible
for participation in the ARD program. The full extent
of any plea bargain is to be placed upon the record in
open court. '

B No plea bargains are to be entertained in the following
_ types of cases without the express concern of the Chief
| Deputy of the Trial Division:

!:z

~ 1. Driving while under the influence of 1ntoxicants:

-~ 2. Gambling related cases.

3. Public corruption cases.

o R i S oo SR it Y s S s S s S -~

4. Homicide and rape cases.

" All attorneys with less than six months experience are to
discuss the terms of a plea bargain with the Chief Deputy
of the Trial Division prior to agreeing to any plea bargain.

Should an attorney have any doubt concerning entering into
a plea bargain for whatever reason, the proposed bargain
should be discussed with the Chief Deputy of the Trial
Division.
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Chester 1

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

, CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
“ . ys 7

CRIMINAL ACTION
: _NO.

PLEA BARGAIN

The following agreement 1s entered between the above-named
deferidant and his attorney and the District Attdrney of Chester
cbunty through his subscribing representative. By agreeing hereto
the defendant acknowledges:

1. Thgt he understands the nature of the charges to which
he 1is pieading guilty. k '

' 2. That by pleading guilty he admits committing certain

acts which constitute the crime charged.

o

3. . That he has thé/wif>’f¥o a trial by jury, or to a trial
by a judge without a Juiyydégihhich he 1s presumed innocent until he
1s found guilty and that the Commonwealth must prove that guilt beyond
a reasonable doubt.

4, That by pleading guilty he is éeverely limiting any appeal
rights'he may have and generally may appeal only the legality of the
sentence of whether his pleé‘was voluntarily and intelligently entefed.

5. That he has been advised of the maximum permissible sen-
tences for the crimes with wh;ch he 1s charged.

_ 6. That he hés consulted with his counsel before entering
this plea and has authorized his counsel to conduct plea bargaining
;- on his behalf. A
: 7. That the Court has not participated in negotiations

leading to this agreement and it is not binding until approved




by the Court. v

' 8. That the Court may refusa to approve th-~birgain,vf
leaving the defendant in tha same position as though no nego-
tiations or bargain had taken place. . '
ﬁ | Acknowledgment: BN

Chester 2

Befendant

The parties hereby agree to the following, which is to

t+

be submitted to the Court for approval:

INDICTMENT TERM AND NO. H
CHARGE ' s
MAXIMUM SENTENCE ]
OTHER AGREED DISPOSITION :

SENTENCE
FINE AND COSTS :
PROBATICN OR IMPRISONMENT :

INDICTMENT TERM AND NO. H
CHARGE H
MAXIMUM SENTENCE H
OTHER AGREED DISPOSITION :

SENTENCE 4 ‘ o

FINE -
PROBATION OR IMPRISONMENT

INDICTMENT TERM AND NO. :
CHARGE :

MAXIMUM SENTENCE
OTHER AGREED DISPOSITION

SENTENCE
FINE AND COSTS .
PROBATION OR IMPRISONMENT

' INDICTMENT TERM AND NO. @
 CHARGE :
MAXIMUM SENTENCE :
OTHER AGREED DISPOSITION :

SENTENCE
FINE AND COSTS , :
PROBATION OR IMPRISONMENT :

Chester 3

" TERMS OR CONDITIONS:

1. To meet your family responsibilities.

2. To refrain from frequenting unlawful or disreputable
Places or‘consortins with disreputable persons.

3. To refrain from having in your posession 2 firearm or -

other dangerous weapon unless granted written permission by the court

.

or parole officer. .
) M} To remain within the Jurisdictlon of the cougr}ané to
notify the court or probation officer of any change in yourwAddresa
or your employment. ‘
5. To report as directed to the court or ‘the probation
officer and to perm;t‘che probation officer to viéit your home and
‘place of employment at any time.
§. To refrain from using alcoholic beverages and/or drugs.
7. To refrain from violating any Municipal, County, District,
State or Federal Laws, Ordinances and Orders and otherwise conduct
yourself as a good citizen. ‘
8. To notify the probation office within 72 hours if you
are arrented or involved in any other trouble. ‘
9. To pay above fine(s)/sums to the use of the County
and ‘costs within months from date of approval of this Plea
Barga;n by the Court.

10. Additional conditions and terms:

. WILLIAM H. LAMB, ESQUIRE
‘Defendant

District Attorney

Attofney for Defendant Assistant District Attorney

COURT ACTION:

DATE:

T

B s B
AR LA mies.

B




Attorney for the Defendant

.. Bradford 1 N Bradford 2
™
SOMINWEALTH OF PENMSYLVANIA 1 ] IN AHE COURT OF COMPON PLEAS OF . : ‘ ‘ . )
B COMDWWEATIH OF FENNSYLVANIA s IN THE COURT OF COMIX® FLEAS OF
] BRADFORD OCUNTY, PENNSILVANIA - . _ o
; ‘ ) BRADFORD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
s s CRIMINAL ACTIN ecccsccsnanes LAW s !
3 CRIMINAL ACTION secasmenassse LAV
] .
o , .
] NO. TERM, 19
) e m, ’9
EEEEEEREEREREE R R EEEEEE S E N R EEE R EEEEEER N ‘ ‘
. $38088 8388832888338 883388TIIIEITLEITIITILS
o MOTTON PURSUANT 70 RULB 319 (b)(2) S
I E OF THE PENNSILVANIA RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCIZDURE
. ‘ g
: [T, . . Defendant shall pisad to the followings
170 THE BONORABLE EVAN S, WILLIAMS, PRESYDING JUDGE OF THS ABOVE NAMED OQURT$
- The Comonwsalth of Pemsylvania and the defeadsnt respeotilly
i_ states '
1. The following criminal charge(s) are pending against the de- _
[ ' ‘ g ” #
: fendents ' :
2 Daferdant shall receive as a ssntenset
3 ; { ) Probations
¢ N
i ) - - () Confinements i
. ] 1
b Total ' Partial ‘
- = - Place of confinanent i
R— 2. A plse agreemant has been negotiated between the Camanwealth 2 : i
O of Pecmoylvania and the defendant, and its tems, as stated in the attached () Caments L ' H
3 . "Plsa Agreement', have been fully executed. f’
N o . i
’ 3. Attached hereto is a general backpround report on the defendant '.
from the Bradford County Probation Office.
WHEREFORE, 4t is requested that pursusnt to Rule 319 (b)(2) of the
Pemsylvenia Rules of Criminal Procedure, the court consider snd approve the ;%
sald plea apreement as its texmis are stated in the attached '"Plea Agreement’, ,
| () Fines . 3
Attorney for the Commopwealtnh of Pennsylvania
( ) Costa: |
i
?ﬂ |
|

.
A LA

Men Arvasmemt, Pace 1
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f' : - Brad for:i""':i »-._ . Crawford 1

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CRAWFORD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

Criminal Division

( ) Restitutfons

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:

Vs : No. of 1977
PLEA AGREEMENT "
i
. .l ‘ , The Defendant and the Prosecuting Attorney hereby submit the following
r Should the Court dlasprrove this Flsa Agreanmt, the defendant D Agreement to the Court which was reached pursuant to the discussions initiated i
" ahall :
() () shall not be allowed to withdramr any and all Pleas of guilt by them. The defendant consents to the Court receiving evidence in aggravation .
nade by the def , . :
r endant, elther in open court or oo any indiotment(s). ‘ * - and mitigation in advance of the tender of this plea. The Agreement is as .
: ) 703'. tils Plea Agrement to be binding on and enforceabls againsd . follows:
the Coumonsrealth of Penr )
: ; Pennsylvenia, the defendant must on or bafore the — .A. The defendant is charged with:
[ dyof 519 , «dther in open court or through a written o : 1. 4
Ples placed oo an applicsble indictment(s), plead guilty consistent with 5 2 S
5 , this plea agreemant. : ' 3 6 /
o For this Plea Agreament to be kinding on and enforcesbls againat * {
r the defendmt, the Ccemcvealth of Pemsylvanis tirough an authorized ageat, : B. The defendant agrees to plead guilty to:
P mtonorb‘fmth. dwot )19 ’m“m‘m“ i. o .- 4, i
dgremmt by signing the endorsement below.. z. 5. .
O 3. 6. : i
C. The Prosecuting Attorney agrees to Nolle Pros: :
S 1. 4.
2. . S.
On the day of » 19 , as a authorised agent 3 6
of the Camcmealth of Pensylvenia, I cammit the Coomonwealth of Pemsyle
vaxda to the texms of the above foregoing Plsa Mt. D. The Prosecuting Attorney agrees to make the following recommendations:
li
| |
" &
| ® |
: i
. oA SRR ’ ’
Plea A 5, Page 2 DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S COPY QE

-
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1
oy



, -M-- . " " Son ' ' ‘ e o b s iy e e T
- Crawforxz : \? cNCcC e CcC e A A e e nm.mo !
E. The defendnnt fully understands that. these rccomndntmns are not binding Camer. a1l :
and may not be. accepted by the sentencing judge. ‘ ' , ,
F, Mstztution in this case is owing to the fonwmg persons\m the fonw- IN THE COURT O COMMON PLEAS, CRIMINAL, OF CAMBRIA COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
amunts. = ' ; | ) ‘ T
inx . COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA ) No. C— . ) P
Vs, ‘ ) '
PRChu . ‘ )
)
G. - The ‘defendant has been adv1sed of the maximm possible penalties for the
. PLEA BARGAIN
charges to which he intends to plend guilty. : g
t " P Tho District A"°"‘0Y s Office, the above named defendant and his oftorney agree that i ‘;5
. endant has been advised by his attorney of the consequences of ¥
He The def ¢ s Dm0 s i . = : ~aplea borgain has been agreed to in this case, the terms of which are as follows: i
pleading guilty and of his trial rights if he pleads not guilty. § ‘
. o - . ;'
. ¥ .
Date: . : |
(Defendant) . ! ‘
“(Prosecuting Attorney) [DeTense Counsel) . : ‘
|
|
!
|
|
o | 1
Presented to Judge ~ on =
19 . |
(R—— : '
:
District Attorney’s Office : :
Defandant
Y Attorney for Defendant ‘
1
,J
|
(2) R . . l o | ' ORIGINAL - CLERK OF COURTS 1
4 . ‘ ,
' ' ' - w
DISIRICT ATTORNEY'S (ZOPY 3 ‘




Lancaster 1

o
N The SubSClel. ng parties cortify ~::“~z;-:f.: s are accurate and
the plea bargad.n to be vl m::. L vecured with full
knowledge of the maximum 1as.:i
ff perenpaT:
e et If represented by counzel, defendant authorized ples bargain negotiations
| - .on his behalf . E YES , RO '
/ Schuylkill 1 ~ OFEENSES o ' El EA . APPROVED PENDING
CRIMINAL COUAT: FORM NO. 3t . " ' o % "'""""""“‘"1 - : ‘ . than B4 :
ln The (:ourl ot Common Pleas ol the l:ounly of Schuylkill - _- —— — e ——
9. : .
Criminal Dmsmn i, —_—
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA N 4 i
L At soninensionse vorerniranieny % . — .‘
f- ' V?. ' oot sas SRR Texm, 19... 5. — ;
o B ' . . ‘ ag i
| AGREED SENTENGE |
o ' ‘ C DEF, TO PAY
JAIL PROEATICN "FINE  COSTS REST.
. : MEMORANDUM OF PLEA AGREEMENT
!: A ) - § . . ' .
- In the event Defendant enters a Plea of Guilty (nolo contendere) to the charges contained n COUNE....covuruvrens % 2. '.
l ' fs of the above indictment, the District Attorney will recommend the following to the sentencing Judge: . 3.
kb 5. o
ﬁ_ [ It is understood that this recommendation has no binding effect upon the sentencing Judge and that he may entences To Ba: CONSECUTIVE - CURRENT |
L [_ elect to be guided by or not to be guided by this recommendation. | with . :
T it s Stesenrenenaenes teessasene teosarsronases anees ate This Agreewent Execuc:. ’
' sttnct Attorney e i
B DEFENDANT |
Defendant a | DEFENSE COUNSEL oo
T d
Q veses eresesn ) L iiesesssestrasenenensassnateteinasisarentsivttesetiratstrtasesinseactsen vessithnsanerersteenie NIV S
 SET— | R o Defen dmt g@ _ DISYRICY ATTORNE z
' ORIGINAL ' : o \ - 1 resented To Judga L L §,
U “ . i
: o o o . e S @ GUCERTED _ | REJECTED ?é
1
! i
E e*";;
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Erie 1 !

COMMONWEALTil OF PENNSYLVANIA ) 1IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ;
. } OF ERIE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA i
va. ; CRIMINAL DIVISION !

- ) No, oF 197 _

'S _STATHMENT OF UMDERSTANDING OF RIGHTS .
PRIOR TO _GUILTY PLEA '
- ’

I, the defendant in
the within matter, do hereby state that 1 desi;e to plead guilty
in the abeve captioned matter, that my plea is made voluntarily by
me, and that I fully understand my rights as follows:

1. I understand that I am charged with the crime of:

2. I understand that in pleading guilty, I am admitting that| '

I performed thu acts complained of which constitute the crime
charged,

3, I understand that X have a right to a trial by Jury if I,
plead not guilty. . Cod

4. I understand that I am presumed innocent until found
guilty, in the event that I should plead not guilty, and that the
Commonwealth must establish my guilt beyond all reascnable doubkt,

5. I unéorltand that I have the right to not incriminate my-
self and that no adverse comment could be made if I exercisad guch

r ight .
6., I understand that I have the right to confront my accuser!

and have them come into open court and give sworn testimony againlf

me, and that I would have the right of cross-examining them.

7. I understand that the maximum sentsnce for the crime to
which I am pleading guilcy is : .

8. I certify and understand that no plea bargain w3gs made
that led to this plea of guilty, that no promise has bsen maje to
me as to the probable sentence of the Court, that no promises or
threats of any kind have been made to me by anyone, nor have any
inducements of any kind been offered to encourage me to enter thias
plea, EXCEPT v

9. I certify and undarstand that I have reviewed this matter
thoroughly with my attorney, including this Statement Of Under-

standing Of Rights, and on the basis of these discussions I hereby .‘

voluntarily desire to plead guilty.

20. I certify and understand that I Lave a right to appeald
from the plea of guilty and to have counszl 2ppointaed to represant
me on such appeal, free of charge to mz, ‘£ L cannot afford te

hire such appeal counsel.

Defendant

Date:

Witness:

Judge

Attorney for Defendant

Attornev for Commonwealth

- . ‘ . . .“.;" R ".r."'h;”“ . 4.:". “ar R v-‘h.‘.,.
. L L, el LT SO Ry
v - : v e o . oo
) ' : ' - B . e C
) C M utlﬁﬁ—lt’ Rl o .
(1YY
» -

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF BUTLER COUNTY, PE&hSYLVANIA
. ——— ovm— L

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

St e———

1
. |
va. ¢ C. A, No.

TERM, 19 . BOOK PAGE

Defondant

GREEME!

The subscribing parties certify that the following facts ure accurate and the plea
negotiation as set forth has been voluntarily and intelligently executed with full
knowledge of the maximum possible sentences. ‘

1f represented by counsel, deéfendant authorired plea
negotiations on his behalf: .

-
A L

Lo,

R

: }/’\' ’

- o
P~

YES NO
OFFENSES: . PLEA (Guilty or Nol Pros)
(a) . :
(b)
()
AGREED SENTENCE
[
OFFENSE: JAIL PROBATION FINE COSTS
(a)
() V
(e) _ : —m |
Sentences to ba: Counsecutive Concurrentc !
with ‘ .
Date this agrecment executed: s 19 !
Restitution in this case is owing to the following persons in %
the following amounts: ’
3
b
Signatures: ¥
{
Dafendant M
P
. Dafense Counsal "
Prosecut ing Attorncy k.
Presented to Judge , on , 19
Accepted: : - Rajected: ;’
p—
The Defendant acknowledpes that the forepoing Plea Apreement s suhiect to a pre-coentonce
favestipation wd the Coure may reject the Plea Apvecment at che thae of seuteneing,  In
Chiet eavit Ul DoLendand ey wriuietea by ot

.:"f?:;'
e fas At

[in e s
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‘FPorms Currently
in Use
in the

- Other States

’,‘Washington“lpp

LIN THE SUPERIOR COURI OP THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

S , 7
' smm OF wasnmcwon, x PR
; ' Plaintiff. ) : v
) STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA
S ) » OF GUILTY »
ve. )
y
" Defendant. ).
. oy
1. My true name is ’ .
2.. My age is S .
3. My lawyer is o

4, ‘The court has told ne Lhat I am charged with the orime of

’ thekmaxxmum sentence for which

5.° The court has told me that:

(a) I have the right to have counsel (a lawyer) and that if I

 cannot afford to pay for counsel, one will be provided at no expense
to me.

~ (b) I have the right to a‘triel by jury.

(c) I have the right to hear and questxon witnesses who
tegtify against me.

e ; (d) I have the right to have witnesses testify for me.
These witnesses cmn be made to appear at nO'ewpense to me.

(e) The charge must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt.
(£) I have the right to appeal.

(g) By entering a plea of guilty, I give up the rxghts listed
in (%) through (f) and I will be sentenced on the basis otemy plea.

6. I plead ____ G L to the crime of
‘ 5 k as charged in the information, a copy of which

I have received.e

7. I.make this plea freely and voluntarxly.
- 8+ No one has threatened harm of any kind to me or to any other
person to ‘cause me to make this plea.
9. No person has made promises of any kind to cause me to enter this
plea except as set forth in’ this statement. , e !w
10. I(have been told the prosecut;ng attorney Willltake the

R R

v i
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- information. This is my statement:

Washingtdh 2

following action and make the following recommendation to the court:

1l1. I have been told and fully understand that the court does
not have to follow the Prosecutihg Attorney's recommendatign as to
sentence. The court is completely frea to give me anf seﬂtence it
sees fit no matter that the Prosecuting Attornsy recommends.

12. The court has told me that if I am sentenced to prison the
judgé must sentence me to the maximum term required by the law, which

in this case is « The minimum term of sentence is

set by the Board of Prison Terms and Paroles. The judge and Prosecut-
ing Attorney may recommend a minimum sentence to the board but the
board does not have to follow their recommendations. I have been
further advised that the crime with which I am charged carries a
mandatory minimum of years. If not applicable, this sentence
shall be stricken and initialed by the defendant and the judge.

13. I understand that if I am on piobation or parole, a plea
of guilty to the present charge will be sufficient grounds for a judge
or the parole board to revoke my probation or parole.

14. The court has asked me to state briefly in my own words

what I did that resulted in my being charged with the crime in the

..................................

15. I have read or have had read to me all of the numbered
sections above (1 through 15) and have received a copy of "Statement
of Defendant on Plea of Guilty." I have no further questions to ask

of the court.

e e |

e S v B e S e J e B - B S =
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Washington 3

The foregoing statement was read by or read to the defendant

and signed by the defendant in the presence of his attorney

. DProsecuting Attorney

and the undersigned judge in open court.

DATED this : day of , 197 .
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Oregon 1

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON -
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY :

THE STATE OF OREGON,

Plaintiff, No. C

V.

’
Defendant.

I. DISCLOSURE BY PLAINTIFF

A. Witness List: The plaintiff presently intends to call the following witnesses

at trial:

1. 5.
2. | 6.
3. 7.
4. 8.

The plaintiff does not presently intend to call at trial the following
persons, who are known to the plaintiff as potential trial witnesses, but may
subsequently decide to do so (at which time the plaintiff will notify the defense):
(List informants either as "informants" or confidential reliable informants,"
as appropriate)

1. ‘ 4.
2. 5.
3. ’ 6.

B. . Defense counsel has been provided with the addresses of the above persons:
yes no

C. Defense counsel has been provided with a copy of all police reports, presently
known by the plaintiff, in this case: _____ yes no
(If "no," list those reports not provxded on reverse side)

Defense counsel has been afforded the opportunity to verify his copy of
police reports with plamntiff's copy: yes no

D. Defense counsel has been provided with copies of all written or recorded state-
ments or memoranda of any oral statements of the above persons and of the
defendant or codefendant: yes no (If "no," list those not provided
on reverse side)

Page 1

CC 150 PRETRIAL DISCLOSURE

\1.

reports and photographs:

1._

Oregon "2

P The plaintiff intends to offer the following physical evidence, scientific

3.

2.

4.

reverse side)

1.

, (1) Defense counsel has been provided with a copy of all documents and
reports pertaining to the above:_

yes ‘no  (If "no," list exceptions on

'F. Defense counsel has been given rap sheets on the following persons:

3. '.'

2.

4.

II. DISCLOSURE BY DEFENSE

A. Witness List: (1) The defense intends to call the following witnesses at

itrial:

1. 5.
2. 6.
3. 7.
4. 8.

(2) The defense intends to call the defendant as a witness:

yes . Nno

B. The plnintiff has been provided with the addresses of the above persons:

yes no,

C. The plaintiff has been provided with copies of all written or recorded state~
ments or memoranda of any oral gtatements of the above persons (other than

the defendant) : yes no

(If "no," list those provided on reverse side)

D. The defense intends to offer the following physical evidence, scientific
reports, photographs and/or other documents:

1.

3.

2.

4.

Copies of the above have been provided to the plaintiff: ____ yes

no

(XIf "no," list those not provided on reverse side)

E. The defense intends to rely on the following defenses:

Alibi . Diminished Responsibility
Self Defense

Entrapment Duress

A Justification Other:

Lack of Mental Responsibility

F. The following motions will be filed:

(a) Motion to Controvert

o (b) Motion tc Suppress

Other:
Page 2 -

CC 150 PRETRIAL DISCLOSURE

Dispositive
.. Nondispositive
e Dispositive
Nondispositive
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(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

Oregon 3

I1I. PLEA NEGOTIATION

focllowing plea offer has been tendered by the plaintiff:

List charge(s) to which defendant will plead guilty:

List all charge(s) which plaintiff will move to dismiss upon sentence
of defendant on above charge(s): (Those charges not listed are not
included in the plea negotiation agreement.)

Will plaintiff make a sentence recommendation: yes nb
(If "yes," state what the recommendation will be.)

Will plaintiff request court to order restitution? yes no
(If "yes," list amount and claimant)

The defense accepts rejects is considering the above
plea offer.

The above plea offer remains open until
at which time it is withdrawn.

I have reviewed the above entries. They are correct to the best of my

knowledge. I will immediately notify opposing counsel of any change in the

status of the above infoxmation.

Date , Defense Counsel

Date Deputy District Attorney

Distribution:
l1-Chief Criminal Clerk
1-pistrict Attorney
l-Defense Atty.

NG e
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Defendant:

,‘; ?5?:,.

4

Form No. 441 - Defendant's Request for Action

COUNTY CRIMINAL COURT NO.
OF
ﬁ%’?bDA¥LAS COUNTY, TEXAS

Case No.

Date: : 19

To The Court: The State and befendant request fol-
lowing action on this case (Check and Complete:)

—_ Defendant in Court.
Defendant not in Court.

- G S S S — G WS WS e G S W e e e SN S G W e SRS G e e S

Passed at Request of Defendant. State waives
written motion.

Passed at Request of State. Defendant waives
written metion.

_Passed by Agreement of both Defendant and State.

Y 3 1 &l Bl OEE D3 U

- Pass to , . 19
to enter plea of ‘ﬂ_i,ltx'
Pass to ) . 19

for Trial Before the Court. '
Pass to i ' ., 19

‘for Trial by Ju‘ry.'
i Pa‘sjs‘gene_rally.‘

. Passed’ Announcement.

On plea District Attorhey recommends:

”ands

probation; or

and §

‘; with

.with-

out probation.

Asst. Crim. District Attorney

Defendant understands and agrees to accept
- the above recommendation of the State on

a plea.

Defendant does NOT agree to accept the above

recommendation of the State on a plea.

~ ATTORNEY FOR THE DEFENDAKT"w

Address - = = . Telephone No.

1 sexsJ

,\n
Lo

o
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AGREED RECOMNDATION

e L DATE OF OFFENSE ‘ - DATE OF ARREST ~ _ — S

o T A THE DETAILS OF ANY AGREEMENT REACHED AS A RESULT OF PLEA NEGOTIATIONS:

[N

D)

DEFENDANT

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY
DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS




i ‘ California 1
; COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
. COURT
l ' THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
' Plaintiff,

PLEA BARGAIN AGREEMENT
V8. :

Case No.

N e

‘ Defendant.
L

A plea bargain has been raached in this case between Deputy District Attorney
l? and defendant.
i

PLEA: The Defendant pleads guilty to

‘ TERMS:
l; I. A. withheld/suspended and probation for a period of

B. FINE P.A./P.O.T. TOTAL

Payment Terms:

l? C. TRAFFIC SCHOOL: Notice of completion to be filed by
. D. ALCOHOL PROGRAM: Defemdant to attend

l; E. JAIL TERM: . Defendant to appear at San Bernardino County
Central Jail, 630 Cardiff, San Bernardino at m. -on

s

II. OTHER:

3 I consent and agree to the terms of the PLEA BARGAIN and to the:entry of same in the
minutes of said Court, and acknowledge receipt of a copy of this document.

!? I realize that willful violation of the texrms of this agreement may be a misdemeanox
M and therefore subject to Bench Warrant and further penalties.

Dated District Attorney

By
Attorney for Defendant Deputy District Attorney .

APPROVED:

Defendant 3 Judge

Distribution:
White~Court . 3
Green~District Attorney .
Yellow=Probation ‘ i
Pink-Defendant's Attorney 91-11834-000 Rev. 11/74
Goldenrod-Defendant
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