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SUBSTI TUTE SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTI ON 8418

St ate of WAshi ngt on 56th Legislature 2000 Regul ar Sessi on

By Senate Committee on Judiciary (originally sponsored by Senators
Har gr ove, Heavey, Kohl-Wlles, Long, Franklin and Kline)

Read first tine 1/25/00.

WHEREAS, RCW 9.94A.040(2)(a) directs the Sentencing GCuidelines
Comm ssion to eval uate state sentencing policy, to include whether the
sentenci ng ranges and standards are consistent with and further the
pur poses of the Sentencing Reform Act of 1981, and the intent of the
| egislature to enphasize confinenment for the violent offender and
alternatives to confinenent for the nonviolent offender; and

WHEREAS, RCW 9.94A.040(2) (b) and (c) directs the Sentencing
GQui delines Comm ssion to recomrend to the legislature revisions or
nodi fications to the standard sentencing ranges, state sentencing
policy, prosecuting standards, and other standards, as well as to the
existing crimnal code; and if inplenentation of the revisions or
nodi fications would result in exceeding the capacity of correctiona
facilities, then the commssion is directed to acconpany its
recomendation with an additional |ist of standard sentence ranges
whi ch are consistent with correction capacity; and

WHEREAS, Since its adoption, nunerous changes have been nade in the
Sentencing Reform Act, resulting in substantial increases in the
l engths of prison sentences and in the population of the state’s
prisons, which presently exceed both rated and operational capacity;
and

p. 1 SSCR 8418



© 00 N O Ol WDN P

W W W W W W WwWwWWwWwWwWMNDNDNDNDNMDMNDNDNDNDNMNNMDNNMNMNNMNMNNNREPRPRPPRPPRPEPRPPERPPRPRPRERPR
©O© 00 N O Ol WNPEFEP O O W NO UG P WDNPEP O OOWNO O M owWwDNPE,O

VWHEREAS, Current fiscal constraints on state and | ocal governnents
demand t he nost cost-effective use of tax dollars for all purposes, and
prison construction and operation are the nost expensive conponents of
the crimnal justice systemand nust be used wisely in order to allow
adequat e fundi ng of other public services and prograns and to achi eve
maxi mum public safety per dollar spent; and

VWHEREAS, Studies are now avail able, including those conducted by
t he Washington State Institute for Public Policy, which denonstrate the
cost-effectiveness of various custody options in terns of savings of
future crinme victim and crimnal justice system costs by reducing
recidivism

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED, By the Senate of the State of
Washi ngton, the House of Representatives concurring, That the
Sent enci ng Gui del i nes Conmi ssion shall conduct a conprehensive review
and eval uation of state sentencing policy, including whether current
sent enci ng ranges and standards, as well as existing mandatory m ni num
sentences and exi sting sentence enhancenents, are consistent with the
pur poses of the Sentencing ReformAct as set out in RCW9. 94A 010, with
the intent of the |l egislature to enphasi ze confinement for the violent
of fender and alternatives to confinenent for the nonviolent offender,
and whet her current sentenci ng ranges and standards are consistent with
existing corrections capacity. Such review and evaluation shall
i ncl ude consi deration of cost-effectiveness and ot her studi es perforned
by the Washington State Institute for Public Policy, as well as the
fiscal inpact of sentencing policies on state and | ocal governnent; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That 1in conducting the review and
evaluation, the commssion shall consult with the Superior Court
Judges’ Association, the Wshington Association of Prosecuting
Attorneys, the Washington Defenders’ Association, the WAshington
Associ ation of Crim nal Defense Lawyers, the WAashi ngt on Associ ati on of
Sheriffs and Police Chiefs, organizations representing crine victins,
and ot her organi zations and individuals with expertise and interest in
sentenci ng policy; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED, That by Decenber 1, 2001, the comm ssion
shal | present to the legislature the report of its conprehensive review
and evaluation, together with its recommendations for revisions and
nodi fications to state sentencing policy, including sentencing ranges
and standards, mandatory m ni num sent ences, and sentence enhancenents;
and
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BE I|IT FURTHER RESCLVED, That i f i npl ementation of the
recommendations of the commssion would result in exceeding the
capacity of correctional facilities, the conm ssion shall at the sane
time present to the legislature a |ist of revised standard sentence
ranges which are consistent with currently authorized rated and
operational corrections capacity, and consistent with the purposes of
t he Sentenci ng Reform Act.

~-- END ---
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