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SUMMARY 
 
     Synopsis of Bill 
 
House Bill 175 makes it a crime for a paid surety to arrest an accused that has not been charged 
with a felony.  The bill amends NMSA 1978, Section 31-3-4(B) to provide that an accused must 
be charged with a felony before a paid surety may arrest the accused and deliver him or her to 
the sheriff in order to discharge the surety’s bond obligation.  Whoever commits illegal arrest by 
a paid surety is guilty of a fourth degree felony. 
 
A paid surety is defined as “(1) a person that has taken money, property or other consideration by 
or on behalf of a person charged with a crime in order to enter into a bail bond obligation bene-
fiting that person; or (2) an agent of a paid surety described in Paragraph (1)” 
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