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Consideration of the Victim’s Fault in the Determination

of a Restitution Award

[
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— IRV IHICB B HEREE
. State v. Riggs
gt % 55 @ 72 B3 % i)
M T oG
Bb Dy

[

(S o N

7 AV AEREIZBWTIE, [JEIEBEZRHERD (Crime Victims' Rights
Act: CVRA) ] 12L& o T, [REDPODHAEZ G- HERELZITH I LHT
2] L) ZLDPHELZOEARYHEANO DL LTHREShA TS
(18 US.C.§3771(@) (6)) Vo ZHiZ, MICBVWTHRBTH Y, BETIE,

w WEELHIZERT B - IR s i I ae Al

D dotd, H@EO ICHLTIE, #EMIEITS7200FMRN 2 RTLEL
ETIE R L, MAAOMMEERZ K ICETF T REZLEZREL-DDITRE R
WEW) XNITHIRENLZ LB DH B, See In re Her Majesty the Queen in Right
of Canada, 785 F. 3d 1273, 1275-1276 (9th Cir. 2015); The Office of General Coun-
sel, U.S. Sentencing Commission, Primer: Crime Victims’ Rights, 2019, pp. 4-5.
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FTRTOMZBWTHEERMEZZIT 5 2 LR LOREE LT LT
WaY, ZOWERMMUICELTIE, @I HSICEBEDORVEER D
MEZHLTERT L LV ZEMiRE LTI EEZONL, L
ML, WAL TE, BEZFOHFIELE, $4bb, #ENHL LW
IEI LGBV EZONLE v, Bz, WEZOFTIMES %
LCIEEZF| &I L, ZNCE > THODAE L2720 ERE 25
RKIBEVWHXIBGETHLD, 29 LI, BT »#EMED
R LU THR 58812, BEZFOMELERTLIENTFINLD
o RTEZEZE, BERITH SISO SN T D PERE i
TZUWBZENTELON, Thtd, BIOBEGIIS L THESNS
DA LD AL D, SO ENHEE B o720N, IRV IR
BUF 5 State v. Riggs? Th %o AETIE, BARMIZIE, HEREICIOWT
B L7eMNBEOELOPITHEZTOBRPMFHB E LTHES TV
WA, BHINIENEMEATHAHE LTNMA 2L TEL200E S M
EWVWIHFETHEDLN TS, TNET, FMNTIE, BEZEOBIOY v
CHET AR, WEREEOBETIRIRI SN TI o2V &
Nb, 22T, AFiTid, FMHkZEME LOD, HERMMEOTHIZON
THW§ 2B EZOBEOT ) PN OVTHET L TAL I E-H.
9, —IZBVT, FMNOBEEREHEIZOWTHREICMN, ZIZBw

2) Tobolowsky, Peggy M., et al., Crime Victim Rights and Remedies, 3rd ed., Dur-
ham, North Carolina: Carolina Academic Press, LLC., 2016, p. 171; Beloof, Doug-
las E., et al., Victims in Criminal Procedure, 3rd ed., Durham, North Carolina:
Carolina Academic Press, 2010, p. 607.

3)  See State v. Riggs, 845 N.W. 2d 236, 237 (Minn. Ct. App. 2014). 723, Greg Hill
& Associates, Is Comparative Negligence Considered in Setting Restitution?,
https://www.greghillassociates.com/is-comparative-negligence-considered-in-
settingrestitution.html (20214F 1 H20 H i##ffi8. LLF, FL) B,

4) 865 N.W. 2d 679 (Minn. 2015).

5) Anderson, Ryan, “The System Is Rigged: Criminal Restitution Is Blind to the
Victim's Fault — State v. Riggs,” Mitchell Hamline Law Review, Vol. 43, 2017, p. 154.
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T, Riggs DEFEOBELZBZHLNICT S, ZTlE, ML EDT,
WeEHDMBITEET DT LD L NTZHHI RO SN o 72
B O0A L, ®mBIZ, TUIBWT, HToOMHZ LTALZVE

B

— IRV ZINCBT DR EREHE

34V HITIEI98IFE IS D T L OHIEE & L THERMEATLD S
7z (Minn. Stat. § 611A.04) D TdH 5A5, BHNIEZ OHIWFEHEFICEH L C
FIEEAERESR TR0z, Tbb, v, FHPHIEL
T, BERMEZROL2BAIEIRO L WHEZRHEL TBL X))k 2
FEEET, ZOHM OBICEHAMPBZR T REHE IOV TEYREICE S
THBLT, IS, FCHIRD ShTwirs ¥,

Z Ok, FMHERIC X o THEIIE TN, BEREIHE L TEH
HWT RO BH T 2 FHMN 2 ERZBIMENT. DD,
198541, #HEMEM P Z RN T 2BOFHICET 5 § 611A.045 23 D
AFN, WHEHINE, AEEEZERT LB, RO RE LT,
PeEFHDZTRFENREE] 2FRL 2T E% 5% (subdivision
1(@@) &3N7z. S5, FFRFIICHET 2B BMI N, FERoOER
(preponderance of the evidence) D EIASET S5 2 & REEICHT S
VAED AT IIMEE A ) (subdivision 3) = & 2L & 7,

ZLC, 1989%EIIE, Foodid LT, WSS, WA [
ANDOPRAT G, %] #ZE L 2L % 5% (subdivision 1(a))
ZLAnEME NIz, MRS, BEFEIZITHI L TELEEOHME L
T, & FofEE (outof-pocket losses), EH KLUt T ¥ —I2425 E )Y,
IR D B S S 7= (8§ 611A.04, subdivision 1(a)) ¥

6) Ibid. at 148.
7) Ibid.
8) Ibid. at 148-149.
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ZOXHIZLT, BUEDFINE T, HEFEFHPT VB EREOTH O
MBS 72> TEBITREHEA L LTCE, [URORRL LT, HEHD
S RFEN RRE] L THEAONARVEE, #E] L) >0
HOAZHESRTE Y, cRFEHRHESATuann) 2k
WXhbo 2% 0, HEFOBEFORREMRICET 2 EMAIFFIIHE SN
TBHT, ZoET, EHEN (proximate cause) ([ZDOWTHEL Tw»
LAMHDI8US.C.§2259(0) () LIZRE-TVRHENV) T EIRB,

—. State v. Riggs

) EXEOBELEE

20124E 5 H 4 H, AfH#%5 A Brandon W. Riggs 13443 Darin W. Salis-
bury £ I AV IMNIZH BT VY Y A% ¥ KT, o AR AH5e
DI L7 7 7 FOMEEICH L TH@ L vV #ir Nidz ot
WL LS ELTHTH YY) YR ¥ ¥ FEMENTD, HEFIHEAEE
W, B LAREROA Y OTHE AOIIZ B L, 20720
WA DORCHEMEDSFEA L, ZORHICHE NIEE O R LR L+ A
7RI L7212, BN, B AR 2 MR AT L ORIl (terroris-
tic threats) DOIETHRIB L7z HE AL, L#), EL4PifF L FRL T
D, FORKk, EIWAIGNILT, BHWEBICHLTIAHELZRD 2720,
BEMIERATICE L CEFRBZ ) FIF2%, 2 LT, &R0IHERICE

9) Ibid. at 149.

10) IR, RIS OWTIE, 20184EIC 7 L7z [20184E Amy } 0¥ Vicky,
Andy V2 ARV ) #5EE 3% (Amy, Vicky, and Andy Child Pornography Victim
Assistance Act of 2018) ] 12 & o TBIE XN 5 T Tl § 2259 (b) 3) (F) 12
ENTWwW7z, %8B, Anderson, supra note 5, at 167 and Ibid. & note 210 21,

11) Restitution Order, State v. Riggs, No. 85—CR-12-960 (Minn. Dist. Ct. June 7,
2013), 2013 WL 9348661, at A-1-A-2.

12) 845N.W. 2d at 237.

13) Ibid.; Defendant’'s Restitution Memorandum, State v. Riggs, No. 85-CR-12—
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VT, B AR M B % F R B MR 2 RIS L 72

ZO%, WEHIEEMEOP TR, BREMNIIHE AIKT LT,
BB THE U ES o H EoBE&E T 2 72912297307 v
OWERMEZ R L2 AN, BHFTCH LT, 4R o3 E
FZOHDVRNBEEZMATELRILICE o TELZLDTHALEFRL
T, #HREDSEWST 5 L HKDAY, I LT, REMIZ, FIMNE
§ 611A.045, subdivision 1 T, FMEHOTMIZ K72 TEHFTEZE T
ELHEHIEBEMICHE SN TEY, HEHEOBELIIERE ?é%ith
RIS E STV RWELE, BRI ZET 2 HERIZ
nTHHF, %ménfwémtiﬁbt

HF BRI, [UHEEECB W THEEZROTPREEZMZ CEZOT
%6&%i,ibtﬁ%-%?éu%@ﬁ%#%ﬁ%%@ﬁﬁtbf%ﬁ
L, fEREERL 2 L&, BHFHET 2 IR0 3%ENE] OEMNICIE#
BLARVEHBI L7z, 2L T, B A LTI, BEAI R LIHD
PRIV THRMET B L)AL,

unuﬂtf FIHETRBCHNE, ORI, )i BT

, BEMEOHBICBWTHEREOBEELFH > TEBL2L LT, HK
ﬂ%@ﬂ%%%bto?&b%,%ﬁﬁﬂ%i,@ﬁﬂ&§mmma
subdivision 1(a) X, FHFFHIIH LT, Z ZITHIREIZHE SN T 5 RE5
WEBEFOUNOOHEOAEZET S L) RKOTBY, Thbliod o
EEELRINE RS2V ERRAE LTV Ry, QAL KEICE0Mm
DHHEZBRAL TWD EEZ LN, HEFEOHIICHE VT, W EHT

960 (Minn. Dist. Ct. May 24, 2013), 2013 WL 8981222, at A—6; 865 N.W. 2d at 681.
14) 845 N.W. 2d at 237.
15) 865 N.W. 2d at 681.
16) Ibid.
17)  Ibid. at 681-682; 845 N.W. 2d at 237-238.
18) 865 N.W. 2d at 682.
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BHELEOBEEERTRETELDP 72 EHIRLZDOTH B,
Zot%, FMESBAITE, BEEL KO LHEAOHRLTERBD2ZY,

@ IRV IMNESHHIETOHIE

1 BHAMOE— 0Tk & &S BT O H

FN s E AT COHFBIZB VT, #EAMNIE, 9, FMNEOXE
&, TECHPT BB OV THE T 2B T ZERB L2 TR S %
WIEHHZHRE LTV 2T THo T, RUIIDPEET L2 LB TELHH
EHRLTWA D TIRAWV] EFRLAY, 2T, bL, #AIC, 2
CICHHRLENFEQHHOA R EZET 2 L HHIRT 2 BRI H -7 8F
L, MEOXFIE [OAZEELRITNESR SR\ (shall only consid-
er) | LENLBTTHAP LI ERL TV, TOFRICINIE, F%E
FEHINL, WHEZBOBEIPETELZED L2 E ) IR LTWS L
HIMF L7254 101d, ChEEETHI LA TELD ) 2Ltk s,

ZHUTH LT, BB, BEEEICE T 2o MBoEE b &
MOEZAT, BRF [ELIENTELN, TRIZELNEDIFTIEA
W (may include, but is not limited to) | &\ 9 X EZ MWW TEBY
(§ 611A.04, subdivision 1(a) 28), =9 L7-XSThHNL, WHEICHE X
NTWLRWHHEZEZE T LIROIBBETHLLEEZONDL D,
§ 611A.045 DBEDH: N 1EZ ) TRV L FRL TV, T4bb,

19) 845 N.W. 2d at 238-239.

20) 865 N.W. 2d at 682.

21) Anderson, supra note 5, at 151.

22) Appellant's Brief and Addendum, State v. Riggs, 865 N.W. 2d 679 (Minn. 2015)
(No. A13-1189), 2014 WL 4547916, at 11.

23) Anderson, supra note 5, at 151.

24) WHEAMOFEE LTIE, 112, Respondent’s Brief, State v. Riggs, 865 N.W.
2d 679 (Minn. 2015) (No. A13-1189), 2013 WL 8480961, at 7-12 115,

25) Respondent's Brief, State v. Riggs, 865 N.-W. 2d 679 (Minn. 2015) (No. A13—
1189), 2014 WL 5099417, at 9-10.
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§611A.045 TRIZD L) L XEVH LN LWL, SZiBEINTHE
WXERBHIPEET L L3FSA W vy 2 ThrY,

DED &) R OFEREZZT T, RERAFTOLUERL, 3, [
JHI% § 611A.045, subdivision 1(a) IZBE T IO CTHIMTS 2 B O HIEREY
%IEH (exclusive list) ZHIfEICLCHB Y, FHHPTIZHDAIMHANGIZ
MOPDHEEZERT 5 EIFZEIESNTVER L Lze 20X 2
1, SRERD, BEMEICETEEL, NI 20U MEE YT 5
WfE 71 79 22OV THLIE L7z §611A54 % & TEKRIC (asa
whole) Hiaf L7fiRTHHLEEZONY, T4bb, §611A54(2) i
JUSEHEEHIEEZHS (Crime Victims Reparations Board) 3 7 f& 4> ﬁ
W3 51247 TE, THEZHD---- H5E AT % (contributory miscon-
duct) | RO OLNLYGI101FE, BEE2HEL2TER 52w, 3,
FEBEPFATRHOREIIS LT, ZEKXVGHN E#H 2 2 HPH CTRMEH % K
LaFMER b wEZHELTWD, £2°TC, ZHERE, @, #
EREESICHT2HEICBVTIE, HEZTOMELEMEEE & LTEE
THIHICINEEDLLEEWICT S I L2 BIRT L —HT, kD
HETH 5 § 611A.045, subdivision 1(a) IZBWVWTIE, TH L LEE2HE
LTWRWVwDOTHE00, ZUTE-T, HIRYRMREERZART 5L
VI EEDOERDWI SIS ENT VR LHIBI L 720 Th %,

2 B A OB o F5R & s EH T o H B

WA, A AMNE, KIC § 611A.045 OXLESD, KNI ZITHE S
N7ZZHHOARRETAHI LA TEL LV L) ITHIBRWZ2NEZERL

26) Anderson, supra note 5, at 151.

27) KMo TEE LTI, #hic, Appellant's Brief Sentencing Appeal, State v. Riggs,
865 N.W. 2d 679 (Minn. 2015) (No. A13-1189), at 6-13 =/,

28) 865 N.W. 2d at 684-685.

29)  See Ibid. at 683 and 685.

30) [ZHEAICHE L TId, Minn. Stat. §§ 611A.52 and 55 R,

31) 865 N.W. 2d at 685.
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TWwELTH, MUROKRELT] LI XFR, BEFOHEICH
YL RRBERZ RS 2 &) BHFNROTwa EEX LN, ZETh
i, BEHOIEGBS (comparative fault)®? b LEEIIHETT 2 2 & A%
Renzp® L FRL TV

THICH LT, MBMNIE, #BEFOBEEMETLELE LT, HER
BICET 2 HECld % <, HERNICBT 2o RETHE 208
HIE L & FHRL T zze EBIC, FISFEHIC B 25 R R FHtC
M3 28ETld, HEOREICHET ZWELEOREANEZEETLLENI T
EDREICE D AFNTVBE EVIDTH 5,

SRGERIE, B A EEEBY, Black’s Law Dictionary %2 The Amer-
ican Heritage Dictionary \22 % [offense] % [result] &\ JHiEDf#H
HxglH LoD, WEBBRICHT S [ EL LT LI LE,
WA D2 7R E I R B E S NOWIRATZ X 2 IR 2 f5 R
(natural consequences) T 5% &9 & HWI§ 2 & 5 FHEBFEHHPTITK

32) 4, ZRLATEOPTIX, I [comparative fault] D BiZ [compara-
tive negligence | & W) JHFELHH SN TW722%, WFHZIFIZR—OHFEE L
THH SN TWwW5H X ) Th b, See Shephard, Bridgett N., “Classifying Crime
Victim Restitution: The Theoretical Arguments and Practical Consequences of
Labeling Restitution as Either a Criminal or Civil Law Concept,” Lewis & Clark
Law Review, Vol. 18, 2014, p. 822 & note 121. F 7z, Ibid. at 817 & note 981,
[ comparative negligence ] 12D\ T, HH3EFRMFEEE [PRERER] FRik
S (19914F) 172H T [NEH - HEZFOBLOERIIE L TEHD
RNEATHBEEZHSMICREET LT L. TOHKR, HEFZOBROBREIZINT
THOPAL ) 2HEFWEF WA INSL LI B] &, T2, MUK

¥ [YokBaEsem] Argert (20114F) 203 T [ oo 2) RPEATHEAE
FINER - WELOBEORE L U THHMICHRO L Z & e compara-

tive fault & 49 | LFHHE N TW5S, 3B, Anderson, supra note 5, at 15355
TiZ [contributory fault] &9 JHFED M XN TW5,

33) Appellant’'s Brief and Addendum, 2014 WL 4547916, supra note 22, at 12-14;
Anderson, supra note 5, at 167 and 173.

34) Respondent's Brief, 2014 WL 5099417, supra note 25, at 6-8.
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DTVWLLDIIB|ELZVWEL, TOLT, KECTHEE TV, #HE
HORPOBEERAINT TIGEERG SR Lz &) X9 HFE, #E
FEEZ T 2BICIEZNEEEELRERTHL L EIEL LN WD &
L7

3 1
SRIOLZHERIE, BEREES I §611A045 ICHE SN TWAHIEHH
DRIEDWTHI SN T IR 63, S ZICHRREIN T ARnEES
DOBRIFFZEENTELEOLLVIEEZHLMILEZLD® L VL 5,

bold, REPICII3AOENTICLZRMERLMN IR TEY,
Z1E, Gildea HREHHE L, BEMLEOMPUIY 2o T, FHHIE [z
e HRERO A T 2BHTRETHLTELTWE, TOVY
W, MR ELELT) &) XEIE, RFEORAICHMKIH
WOHNLREBROGHT FLELBEHTLLIIRLTVD L) T LTk
D, fEe LT, BEZORBBEL SO T, WEZFORELTISRED
L7otk2 BRIEHZ BT 2 2 EDFSND L) T EIhH I,

= Mz o 7B 2 560

) HEEOBRERFTHENBOHSNI-EH

ZNTIE, WEFOHEIZOWTHOMNTIZIED X5 IZHY FbhTw
LDOTHD )Mo W OPORTIE, BEMMEEHIB W THE AHE
BOMIEFRTLILDBEOOLND LI h>TETVEEWVR D,

9, IAVIINTDY, Riggs DRiOFHITH 25, HlzI1E, State v
Ehrmantraut™ 73% %o AUFd, WEREE OBRT, BEZIRMITK

35) 865 N.W. 2d at 685-686; Anderson, supra note 5, at 152-153.
36) 865 N.W. 2d at 686; Anderson, supra note 5, at 179.

37) 865 N.W. 2d at 687 (Gildea, C.J., dissenting).

38) Anderson, supra note 5, at 153.

39)  No. A09-880, 2010 WL 2035700 (Minn. Ct. App. May 25, 2010).
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BAMLET2OTERBRE W) ZEDPEE SNFHTH L, Thb
L, BEANIHTBZHATEEER LEEEICLR), ETOFHEIT b’
W7ok LT IMBATORTHEBSN, GHROBELZIT 2. LrL, F
FEHRBHITE, AGORRKE 72 5 WHEEHEAAL»TIERILZDOT
HHEVHIHNT, WEEPSOWERMBOFREZWMLE MM ZRL
f:40)o

Z LT, FIHPEFREAC b FEFF AT ORI B I N TV S, 72
2L, FEERAFTPEELOBED X ) ITHNEICHESR TV WIHE
EREHTHIENTEDLNEI PR LIV TIELT LHEC IR S
Tz 42

I, MWHOHEF & LT, BIZIE, B E 2 €2 7 F Mo Ciy
of Whitefish v. Jentile™ 253 % o APEIE, B AASEES 2 W 885 L <
Wz N = MR AR L72720128 b —ITHEEA L, T2
BN L THERMEZFHRLAZE W) LDOTH S, FRBEIHITTIE,
28N — OEZEHERUE [HE AT Z & L7z 2RI & o TlEEA
U7-k®R] THHE LT, HEAIH L THT,300 FvodEmErsa L
BRTWd, ZIT, WA LEHRLEYDOTH S,

K LT, EMEESBEHAE,  FEME (88 27-1-702 and 703,
MCA) T, W ZmRT 2MOBELDTTHB0% 22 TV BHEICIE,
ZOHIBEEEFBRTH LI TERVE W) BGHEOE 2 AR &
NTWaZ L2 L2 LT, FRFERHAINL, S 7 -2l Twiz
BRI H GBI ATER® b D (contributorily negligent) & w9 #i A

40) Ibid. at 1-2 and 7-8.

41) Ibid. at 7-9; Anderson, supra note 5, at 156.

42) IS, BEWLFEOPEE 2T 7B IE LM A & B S HEm O
BRITRIERT 20 L VR D, HHEOTRTHINIILLZDDOTIERW
L LT, =2 oW TR EFRE % i1 72 State v. Spann, No. A05-2372, 2007
WL 968421, at 1 and 3—4 (Minn. Ct. App. Apr. 3, 2007) b %,

43) 285 P 3d 515 (Mont. 2012).

44)  Ibid. at 516-518.
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OFREIY FIFT, 72, BEREOFERKICE L TYHHZOLBHELD
Bt 2B o7z VI 2R L2 LR L 72

iz, A 7 4 V=T M D People v. Millard®® 3 HilHHI T 5 b D
Thhb, Thbb, Pt NIFHEI0~ A VT INIC BB 2 # i L Tw
72 ZAh, dLHEICTHREL &R L T/ iiER R ENTEEL, A
S8z, TOFMTE T, HEHFIKBEE W, WE, #wwSEr ks
CHEB L2720, BHERBOFMEZ T 5% L1 7 HO ARG % g%k <
ST FHEFBFHANL 2 EOREMEEM LT o72%, HEHICLER
DRRHHNDL L LT, BN LB 2EE TS 2 MEH» 525% 5 %
WAL, B AISH L TH38776,000 IV OMEEREZ 6 Uze LA L
gL, FREFHRNI AP ER O HEBG#E K % BB L TR ERE%Z25% 5%
L LIIEHFTIC X 2 EEORHTH L & Tk L, FFZ, #HEHEA
b, LD L) EHOBEMFEICHE L CREFRNPTIZRY 2L L7 &
ERLTERLEYDTH 5,

CHIH LT, FMEEFREHFTE, O CAL PENAL CODE § 1202.4(f)
) T, HEREGSIE, BWHEANCI DRI HBOBRE LTHAEL
7o LI S 72T RTORFFN R HE 2 ST ER ITHE T 2 835 v
FTEINZTNIL o] BPHESNTWS2S, ZoBEE, Al
LT, BEAVZT BN REED S b, BiEAE S OIITADT]
ERZ LN TOAMET LI LE2ROTVEHDTHS, Lo
T, OQWEHOABICHLT, #EFRASOMBIHEREE 4o T2 #iPH

45)  Ibid. at 518-521. %o B, AH Y THEY;T 5 [4 582 (contributory negligence) |
LWV HERIZDOWT, MW - §iiBTE32) #HI96H T THCOHEORAICH
HL7zgets (B HHomk F58%0%, EEomke L Ciis
LOTH-THNES WE) ORFTATMLEZLEMOICHATLI oL sh
Twiz) &, F72, /ML - Ri87E32) 238 T [543 s s i)
HEOMEDNFGTHI L, T208BE; »O TR OREIREREZ 2
bhgweE LTnwi] 2LLHPINh TN,

46) 175 Cal. App. 4th 7 (Cal. Ct. App. 2009).

47)  Ibid. at 13-20 and 24.
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TIMEHEZ WA S 5 720 I IBGR RO FEHI % @ 35 2 & 2RISR T
W5, OQZoOFEHIEA SN EWwE Lz 6iE, sEAN, BEZHHO
WEROFERE L TEL BN ZHECHLTOHIT ko ons
TLIlHhoTLEY), @ORMFFIRZTIZRI L, Al LAFENRERAM
WEZOBMEIIDH D L) 2 D0 bREEI1E, FEFRNT
FHERE OOV THRI$ 512725 T, BRI 2 @3
BHIENTEL® R ELHIR LI,

%3, 28D State v. Laycock™ b BE 27 50 AETIE, BEANTH
B A BT ISR AR S L, BER AT S, BT oK
HER, EREFICNTI2HEMEL LTH3A0 FVIZiED b DD,
RO BRI T BR57H FVOBERMEOHRIGE L. F2
T, M2, FERHEIR, AMCBWTH RBSBLO R 2@ T 5 2 &8
TELE L THERELZ —HEELTVED, THIREMHEOETICMET
HELTRHEAHLIETEYDTH B,

TR LT, W E BN, ORBCHE I ESR e % B AR
AHOLNDL LV HWZ L720TIE%RL, A0 X ) I3 FIcELT
RESNRENFBD TL RV E VI RI T ThUE, REFHROYLED
HEDEZIIWHEEZ D —EOBREEH LI LE2REDLILNTELLEL
ZRETTHY, TOHBEEIERD TEEY, 22T, QRO L) &l
A, RPN RS W T EREOM A BIT 5 2 L@ T
3%, BLARFFHRTAEINSZTH S ) FEILKEDIL Z EDFHHF
FLV, ORBHEIICOLICEZZOTHY, ZOX) AR
FRBHEOREMEOHBNICH L2 L L, €0 LT, REBEOEN
EHEE SR ORI E B B L Tv B0V R L7225

48)  Ibid. at 36-42.

49) 214 P. 3d 104 (Utah 2009).

50) Ibid. at 106-107.

51) Ibid. at 112-113.

52) %&b, S, HEEMEICHT AHE L OMMT, Bl NI ERIC L 5 T
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O #HEEOBEXERFTIEPBOOhEDL > -EH

—JiC, Riggs LK, BEFOBEEWMGE T2 I LPROLNLH
S E LT, KEERTOREWFRICHT 24 2y v MO
State v. Knoll®® 733 % o AFTIE, BEHE A ES 264t 3 NCTHRIEL %
O 2 ET STV L 25, HiEADEIRAERI R - 727205
ZRRIL, SALLPEE L. REFEHF (circuit court) &, ML
TVl T NICB L TIBERMMEEZ 2 2 BT RV E Ladb b, #
EHIIH L TE, FHRBROCABOR NI WICRD HND L L2721
T, #8,000 F VO EREEED, Z2T, WHAL, LEHEELD
HEBAT L2 E L CTHIEEROFB IHRICHES LTHY (aided
and abetted), FEZEI LUHETHL LR, HERELZZTLE
Hixw, 72, BoORBICHTLIHFGEELLRDOONL &L FRL T
FL-YOTH D,

SHUSH LT, FNEEFRECHIPTIE, O E A3 8L % B W) 3 #v
L7z 3ROLNT, HEAVPFRORFATH L &) TRIFZITA
noniw, 7z, OHEMEFRICHFSBEOMELZRELAL Z &1
ERMEFHEOVEE L EGH L2, L ->T, HEASHEREICHET S
Bifl & LT 0F 5 8% %2 FRT 5 2 LI1ZR0 b wn® 72 & LR
L7z

72, 7V FMO State v. Clinton® b EWHHIZM T 5D DTH %,
AT, N2l LTS ADBBEE 25 7V 3 — VR & $R 4t
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