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SUMMARY

The Court of Appeals of Maryland held that restitution to the Local Government Insurance Trust for

damage to a police cruiser was an illegal sentence and could not be imposed as a condition of

probation for Pete’s second-degree assault conviction. The court concluded that restitution was

unavailable for the reckless-driving conviction because that offense was not punishable by

confinement, and the cruiser damage was not a direct result of the assault. The court vacated the

restitution order and corresponding probation condition.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court could order restitution for damage caused by reckless driving as a condition of

probation imposed for an unrelated second-degree assault conviction.

HOLDINGS

1. The restitution order requiring Pete to pay $6,490.53 to the Local Government Insurance Trust was an
illegal sentence and could not be imposed as a condition of probation for the second-degree assault
conviction because the cruiser damage was not a direct result of that assault, and reckless driving was
not a crime punishable by confinement for which restitution could be ordered directly under the

applicable statute.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We conclude that the trial court's restitution order with regard to LGIT, as a condition of probation, is an

illegal sentence.” (at 420-21)

“The General Assembly has required a direct result between the qualifying crime committed and the damages

inflicted before restitution may be ordered.” (at 427)

“A probation order for a criminal conviction conditioned on restitution must meet the minimum requirements
of: (1) a victim with property damage of the type enumerated in § 11-603, and (2) the damage to the victim be

the direct result of the crime for which the defendant was convicted and for which it was directed.” (at 430)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Pete assaulted Susan Raickle in her apartment. Approximately two hours later, while police were attempting to
stop him, Pete drove away rapidly and stopped abruptly, causing a police cruiser to collide with his truck and
sustain $6,490.53 in damage. Pete was convicted of second-degree assault, reckless driving, and related offenses,
and the sentencing court ordered restitution to the Local Government Insurance Trust for the cruiser damage as a

condition of probation for the assault conviction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After a bench trial in the Circuit Court for Dorchester County, Pete was convicted of second-degree assault,
reckless driving, and other offenses. The circuit court imposed restitution of $6,490.53 to the Local Government
Insurance Trust as a condition of probation for the second-degree assault conviction. The Court of Special
Appeals affirmed in an unreported opinion. The Court of Appeals of Maryland granted certiorari, reversed that

portion of the judgment, and remanded with instructions to vacate the restitution condition.
DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The Court of Special Appeals was instructed to vacate the portion of the probation condition requiring Pete to

pay $6,490.53 in restitution to the Local Government Insurance Trust.
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