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Goal Abstract 
*  Proportionality in sentencing.  The punishment fits the crime.

*  Rehabilitation.  Future crimes are prevented by addressing underlying causes of crime.

*  Shift in investment towards people, prevention, treatment, education and community building.

*  Reduction in overall prison population.

*  Reduction in crime.
Our Desired Outcome

 
Short term – These goals are stated in a way to allow for flexibility.  As we proceed in the campaign, we may focus on one goal before another.  They could be separate and / or overlapping bills.  The timing of action on each specific goal will depend on a wide range of political and social situations.  None of these outcomes conflict with each other.
1. Immediately remove Robbery 2 from the list of most serious offenses.   
2. Allow those with only Robbery 2s and/or Assault 2s to be freed after serving their sentence for that crime.  That is the earlier version of SB 5964.

3. Revive SB 5964 - 2007-08: Revising the definition of "most serious offense" and creating a task force to study crimes included in "most serious offense."  However, expand the list of crimes to be evaluated for inclusion as "most serious" crimes beyond Robbery 2 and Assault 2 to all property crimes now on the list that do not result in substantial physical injury.  This legislative change may be most efficiently contemplated as part of more comprehensive SRA changes that may be made in the near future.
4. The Sentencing Guidelines Commission, in its current review of sentencing options is encouraged to examine how the current practice of using plea bargains for the purpose of avoiding the imposition of life sentences for low-violence crimes under 3-Strikes may be exerting a system-wide upward pressure on sentence lengths that is not contemplated under the SRA.
5. The Commission is also requested to renew – in the context of ongoing changes to the state’s sentencing structure – its 2001 recommendation to remove Robbery 2 from the list of 3 Strikes crimes and to evaluate the inclusion of Assault 2 in that list.
Long term
1. Remove Three Strikes from the books.  The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 already requires adequate punishment for "worst-of-the-worst" crimes.  If there is need to require longer sentences for property crimes such as Robbery and Burglary, this can be done separately.

2. Conduct a broad ranging assessment of racial disproportionality in our criminal justice system, from policing to sentencing, and take action to ameliorate it
Present Situation with Statement of the Problem

Although Washington State’s incarceration rate nearly tripled between 1960 and 2005, it has stayed significantly lower than the national average.   (1, 2, 3)  At the same time, our state crime rate has followed a significant and steady downward trend similar to that experienced nationwide.

These relatively favorable trends in relation to the rest of the country are due, in part, to the state legislature’s use of evidence to inform policy. Since at least the early 1990s, Washington State Institute for Public Policy (WSIPP) has conducted research on criminal justice issues at legislative request, building a knowledge base and allowing for the state policy community to increase its collective experience in applying evidence to policy.

Washington’s 1984 Sentencing Reform Act (SRA) also employs a structure that has been demonstrated to hold down incarceration rates.  The SRA combination of 'presumptive'  guidelines for sentencing, along with 'determinate' guidelines for release (no more parole extensions of prison terms), has been shown to hold incarceration rates to lower levels.  (4)  There are justice and constitutionality issues with the reduction of judicial discretion  under presumptive guidelines, particularly when they take the form of mandatory sentencing such as that imposed by Three Strikes. These issues are being slowly addressed in the courts but, although state laws are evolving, the issues have not been yet resolved.  (5)  

On the whole, Washington State has weathered a 3-decade-long national tough-on-crime wave better than many other states.  But we are still locking up too many people. 3-Strikes is one of approximately 200 changes to the SRA since the early 1980s (6) that, collectively, have increased sentence harshness, driving our state incarceration rate past the point of diminishing returns.  Emerging research shows we are at a level that is likely to be exerting an upward pressure on crime rates.  (7)
The current imposition of life sentences for low-violence crimes like Robbery 2, which by definition involves no weapon or injury, and Assault 2, often referred to as ‘barroom brawls’, goes in a direction that is exactly opposite to the overall enlightened trend in state policy.  It both directly and indirectly contributes to a rate of incarceration that negatively impacts public safety and shifts valuable public resources away from the public good. 

Direct impact on incarceration rate:  Life sentences for low-violence crimes keeps people behind bars – at a high expense for the state – much longer than public safety considerations merit.  The two relatively low-impact crimes of Robbery 2 and Assault 2 are the most common triggers for the imposition of a life sentence under Three Strikes. Of approximately 280 people now serving under the law, approximately 200 have sentences relying on 1 or more convictions for these crimes.  (8)

Indirect impact on incarceration rate:  Case law and public statements by prosecutors document that, although state law requires that “The sentencing guidelines and prosecuting standards apply equally to offenders in all parts of the state…” – it is common for defendants to be offered pleas for the purpose of allowing them to avoid a 3-Strikes sentence. (9)

This practice may uphold the proportionality requirement under RCW 9.94A.010, but it may also contradict the intent of the SRA, mitigate its beneficial impact, contravene RCW 9.94A.340, and violate defendants’ rights to equal protection.  Justice Works! believes, based on anecdotal information, that the standard use of these plea bargains is likely to be exerting a system-wide upward pressure on sentence lengths that is not contemplated under the SRA.  (10)

Because the 3-Strikes sentence is so extreme and the stakes so high, we believe it is likely to be having a much greater negative impact on state sentencing through the use of plea bargains than the relatively low number of people incarcerated under the law would otherwise indicate.

Recent research shows that 3 Strikes laws are not associated with drops in crime rates.  They are, however, are likely to be contributing to higher homicide rates:

“These particular results suggest that homicide rates in cities increase, on average, by 10.4% after a three strikes law is adopted. This finding is consistent with results reported by Kovandzic et al. (2002) and Marvell and Moody (2001). The most likely explanation is that a few criminals, facing lengthy prison terms on conviction for a third strike, may attempt to avoid such penalties by killing victims, witnesses, or police officers to reduce their chances of apprehension and conviction.” (11)

In 2005, Washington's legislature directed the Washington State Institute of Public Policy (WSIPP) to study evidence-based approaches to reducing our incarceration rate.  The study of sentencing and re-entry options that are expected to help us avoid the construction of more costly prisons was explicitly invoked: “The legislature intends to examine options that could stabilize the anticipated increase in numbers of adult incarcerated people at the projected 2007 level in order to avoid construction of major prison facilities.”  (12)

At this time, the state’s Sentencing Guidelines Commission is focused on this mandate.  It is therefore appropriate to suggest that the Commission undertake to explore how the imposition of life imprisonment for low-violence crimes, may be violating the intent of the SRA and holding us back from reaching a more favorable crime-to-incarceration ratio.

In 2001, the Commission recommended to remove Robbery 2 from the 3-Strikes list and evaluate the appropriateness of inclusion of all forms of Assault 2 on that list.  Legislators have attempted to do this for years, without success. (13)

Background 

Voters approved the Persistent Offenders Accountability Act, or 3-Strikes law, via Initiative 593 in 1993.  The voter's pamphlet stated: "By aiming at 3-time violent offenders, (593) targets the `worst of the worst' criminals.”

Public sentiment had moved in favor of the law in part due to the recent murder of a young Washington woman by a convicted rapist who was out on work release. The victim's mother, Ida Ballasiotes, and conservative activist and local television commentator, John Carlson, were the two most prominent advocates for mandatory life sentences without parole for conviction of a third serious crime.  Violent crime rates had been on the rise for nearly two decades. (14)

"Little practical progress was made” in advancing the ballot measure “until 1993, when the powerful National Rifle Association (NRA) provided support for the "three strikes' campaign in the form of funding and access to its extensive mailing list. Despite significant public opposition from penal reform groups and criminal justice professionals, an overwhelming majority of voters approved Proposition 593 in a state-wide ballot in November 1993."  (15)

Washington’s citizens were led to believe that their approval of I-593 would forever lock up Washington’s “most violent” offenders.  But instead, they voted for a law that, 15 years later, regularly imposes life sentences for lower-violence crimes, class B felonies associated with poverty, addiction, and youth. 

In a 1997 analysis on 3-Strikes, (16) , R. David LaCourse of Washington Institute for Policy Studies, who helped author the 3-Strikes proposal, admitted that a "different category" of criminal had been targeted by the law than what "most people" voted for: "the chronic street thug..."  

Washington Supreme Court Justice Richard B. Sanders noted in testimony on Senate Bill 6120 in 2001 that most people serving under this law are there for "relatively minor offenses' because "those that commit truly violent crimes are already subject to long prison terms, meaning by the time that they are released from their second lengthy term, their chance for a third repetition is relatively slight, if for no other reason than old age or death in prison. (17)
The imposition of the same life sentence for a fight in a bar or a wallet snatching as for aggravated murder violates RCW 9.94A.010, which requires that punishment for crimes in Washington be proportionate to the seriousness of the crimes and commensurate with punishment provided for similar crimes.  It violates the intent of the voters who approved 3-Strikes via Initiative 593 in 1993 with the understanding that they were voting to impose life sentences on "the worst of the worst."  
NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE

Washington's 3-Strikes law served as inspiration and a model for nearly half the states in the nation which have adopted similar laws.

We started this.  It's our responsibility to face up to it.

By addressing 3-Strikes where it began, here in Washington, we meet our responsibility to reach out to fellow human beings who do not deserve life imprisonment and are, on a daily basis, struggling to keep hope alive and to survive.  

We also bring into public light, where they can inform opinion and policy, the findings of research and conscience that our policies are not working, and that we have, right now, the information and experience that we need to do a much better job.   In so doing, we powerfully advance a state and national movement for criminal justice reform and enlightened public policy based on evidence of what works rather than political considerations.

Addressing Washington's 3-Strikes is a natural and a necessary part of advancing this reform movement for two reasons.

First, because the groundwork has been done: we can show that this law, as now applied, is unjust, ineffective, and in contradiction to what the voters of the state agreed to when they approved Initiative 593 in 1993. These truths can be seen with a degree of clarity that is exceptionally rare for any contested public policy.

Second, because a close look at our error in applying this law illuminates all the major trends that have, over the last three decades, brought us to our current state of mass incarceration.   By bringing these trends further into public consciousness, particularly in ways designed to bring new energy into the larger movement, we advance it at a critical time.

With 1 in 100 Americans currently behind bars, (18)   1 in 10 American children with a parent incarcerated or under community supervision, (19)  , and a massive re-direction of national wealth and talent into criminal justice policies that don't work, it is past time for a national consensus that we're locking up too many people. Mass incarceration is having profoundly destructive impacts on public safety, human rights, and democratic institutions at a time that we cannot afford the social destabilization that this brings.

TRENDS EXPRESSED IN WASHINGTON'S 3-STRIKES

Incarceration rates, both nationally and here in Washington, have exceeded the level known to reduce crime. In fact, we appear to have exceeded a "tipping point" past which rising incarceration rates have been shown to increase crime, rather than reducing it. (7)   With more than 13 million people spending time in prison or jail every year, (20)   we find ourselves in the midst of a massive social change that few people would consider positive.

Washington’s prison population has burgeoned: "The use of prison in Washington was quite stable from 1930 to 1980. On any given day during this 50-year period, roughly two persons were incarcerated in a state prison out of every 1,000 people in Washington between the ages of 18 and 49.2... Today, Washington's prison incarceration rate stands at about 6 adults incarcerated per 1,000 -- nearly three times the rate 30 years ago." (1)  The rate for African American Washingtonians is over 25 people per thousand. (21)

As proposed below, numerous trends that have been developing over 3 decades in criminal justice intersect at Washington's 3-Strikes law. A number of people serving Washington 3-Strikes sentences have had their stories posted through Justice Works! for publication on Washblog. Their work, and their answers to our questions, brought to our attention many of the concepts and sources that appear below. (22)  

· Mandatory sentencing and judicial discretion: A new trend in sentencing began in the 1980s.   Mandatory, or ‘presumptive’ sentencing displaced, to a significant degree, the ability of judges to exercise discretion. In 1981, Washington passed the Sentencing Reform Act, which instituted determinate sentencing in the state.   A result of this reform was a significant diminishment in the ability of judges to exercise sentencing discretion, including their ability to consider such factors as defendants' personal history.  In some respects, this was a positive development, resulting in more alternatives to incarceration for non-violent crimes and more certain sentences for violent crimes. It also reduced disparities in sentencing across regions and between individual judges.  
Mandatory sentencing, however, also reduces the ability of judges to consider defendants’ backgrounds and other factors.  Several recent US Supreme Court cases have challenged mandatory sentencing, and both case law and statutory law continues to evolve. (5)  Life imprisonment for low violence crimes under 3 Strikes is the worst face of mandatory sentencing.  

· Moving from rehabilitation to incapacitation: In large degree, we have shifted from an approach of rehabilitation in criminal justice to "incapacitation".  Incapacitation views the offender not as a human being who can change and re-enter society, but as a danger that must be closed behind walls without connection to moral or humane considerations. Currently policy changes in Washington State – and nationally -- are moving us back in the direction of rehabilitative methods. (23)    

· Crime as economic and political currency: Since the 1980s, the use of crime stories to defeat political opponents and otherwise gain political support - as well as the growth of industries profiting from criminal justice ... has resulted an economic and political economy in which the crimes of poor people have become a kind of "currency".

These developments have created industries and constituencies that are powerfully motivated to keep increasing criminal sentences.  The US Securities and Exchange Commission 2006 statement for the $3 billion company, Corrections Corp of America, (25)  discusses how the increasing demand for their beds from Washington State helped add millions to their revenue that year.  This document discusses extensively how the legislative "environment' is related to CCA's profits.  For example:

"In May 2006, the Senate passed legislation calling for stronger border enforcement. We believe these initiatives could lead to meaningful growth to the private corrections industry in general, and to our company in particular. We also believe growth will come from the growing demographic of the 18 to 24 year-old at-risk population. Males between 18 and 24 years of age have demonstrated the highest propensity for criminal behavior and the highest rates of arrest, conviction, and incarceration."

Public safety prioritized over justice: In the last three decades, legitimate concerns for public safety have been elevated so far over considerations of justice that both public policy goals have been diminished.

The cornerstone of Washington State criminal law, enunciated in RCW 9.94A.010, is that punishment for crimes must be proportionate to the seriousness of the crimes and commensurate with punishment provided for similar crimes. Washington's 3-Strikes law, which imposes the same life sentence for an attempted purse snatching as for aggravated murder, clearly violates proportionality.  

Special interest money shaping public policy: Voters approved Washington's 3-Strikes law with Initiative 593 in 1993 based on a voter's pamphlet and ballot that stated that the law would lock up the "worst of the worst' repeat violent offenders.  In practice, the two crimes that most commonly trigger life sentences under the law are street crimes that often involve no weapons and no serious injuries. The National Rifle Association was the largest donor to this campaign.

Washington Policy Center, a "free market" think tank, wrote the original "think piece" behind 3-Strikes. In a 1997 piece which now appears to have been removed from the organization's site, a copy of which has been downloaded onto Washblog, WPC analyst R. David LaCourse admits that a "different category" of criminal was targeted than the kind that "most people" voted for. Mr. LaCourse writes: "While these first three criminals represent the kind of monstrous predators most people wanted stopped under Three Strikes, there is another category of criminal that was targeted -- the chronic street thug..." (8)   He goes on to write about a King County family from which 4 members are currently serving under 3-Strikes -- all for Robbery 2s and Assault 2s.

Once problematic laws are passed, the same special interests oppose reform. Despite the wide recognition that low-violence crimes associated with poverty and drug addiction should not trigger life imprisonment, political considerations have prevented reform. Efforts to reform this law are defeated in the legislature every year.

A wealth shift from the public sector and the poor into dysfunctional policies: There has been significant wealth shift from the public sector and from the poor into policies that don't work and the industries that profit from them.  Drug treatment saves public funds and prevents crime, but it is common for people who request treatment for drug addiction when they are sentenced, to be denied, and then to go on to commit more crimes.  

Treatment for drug addiction in Washington costs approximately $3,500 per year, compared with an annual per-prisoner cost estimated between $22,000 and nearly $32,000.  We have long known that drug treatment costs saves costs in both incarceration and the impact of crime. (26)  

Hypercriminalization of behavior associated with poverty and addiction: The wildly disproportionate impact on the poor and people of color of the war on drugs is mirrored in the inclusion of Assault 2, Robbery 2 and Burglary 2 on the list of crimes that trigger life imprisonment in Washington.  These crimes are associated with poverty and addiction.  We do not have enough money as a society to provide treatment for addiction.  But we have found much greater sums to lock people up once their addiction leads to crime.  Incarceration further impoverishes the poor and their families.

Washington's population is about 4% African American. Our 3-Strikes population is 45% African American. (21)  

There has been some positive change on this front.  The Supreme Court recently ruled that the sentencing for crack cocaine, used primarily by the poor - and powder cocaine - used by the middle class and wealthy, must be commensurate.   Washington has instituted protocols of treatment rather than incarceration for some drug crimes.

A "wish and a prayer": vast social experiments based on hope and fear: We have applied sweeping changes to how we do criminal justice -- without evidence that they work.  We have based our policies on an unreliable foundation of guesswork, trial-and-error, hope, fear, anger, and economic and political profit considerations. 3-Strikes, in a sense, is the centerpiece of a vast and reckless social experiment that has led us to the most dramatic mass incarceration ever in human history.  

Real accomplishments in Washington State in using evidence to shape policy show that we don't need to rely so heavily on hope and guesswork. The problems of violence that we face are real.  But we have the knowledge and tools for an evidence-based, problem-solving approach that can bring a much better balance of public safety and justice.  This body of knowledge - and the recognition that it deserves a place at the center of public policy - is growing.  In 2007, Washington's legislature passed SB 6157, a major state investment in improved community transition services to reduce offender recidivism and protect public safety.  

 PROGRESS

In calling for improvement it is important to acknowledge that we have also made considerable progress over the past three decades.  Our successes and failures, both, have set a good groundwork.

· We have acknowledged, as a society, the needs and rights of crime victims and moved to significantly advance them legally and in public awareness.  This is not only an important part of a larger human rights movement but also, quite likely, a necessary condition for positive reform of criminal justice. An early step in Washington was the addition, in 1989, of a Victims of Crimes -- Rights section to the State Constitution. (Article I Section 35)  Ida Ballasiotes, an advocate for the 3-Strikes law, was also a key advocate for victims’ rights.

· We have shifted away from rehabilitation programs that do not work, developed programs that do work, and grown in our ability to distinguish between the two.

· Although mandatory / presumptive sentencing has resulted in destructive harshness and the stripping away of judicial discretion, it has also reduced sentencing disparities and appears, in combination with determinate release policies (specific sentences that cannot be expanded through parole), to have held our state incarceration rate to a level lower than that of most other states.  

· There has been continual development of professional standards in corrections, though uneven progress in applying them. There is an increasing emphasis on an evidence-based approach in the courts, juvenile justice system, and corrections, and advancement in integrating the work of health, education, and criminal justice agencies to protect at-risk children.

· We have "learned by doing" that it does not work to simply set people free on the streets after serving their time without making sure they have a place to live and treatment for addiction.

· We have learned by doing that it works better to treat people for addiction than to punish them for it.  Research is providing the needed evidence that the war on drugs is not working.

· Case law has moved us forward in understanding our constitutional rights related to criminal justice.

· A large body of research and program assessments on all aspects of criminal justice and corrections policy provides us many useful discoveries and evidence-based tools."

Thomas Kuhn, in The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, quotes the 16th Century philosopher Francis Bacon: "Truth emerges more readily from error than from confusion."

Kuhn then shows through historical examples how entrenched error has led many times over the centuries and in numerous fields of endeavor, to the development of tools, procedures, and beliefs that provided the only way through the errors they were created to advance.  Some problems are so complex, the theory goes, that only by fully investing in wrong approaches can we transcend them and discover truths that would otherwise be forever hidden.

Error is part of the social ecology.  It is part of the struggle of both an individual person who commits violent acts and then devotes himself or herself to personal redemption -- and the society committing "reckless violence' against its citizens in the attempt to balance justice and public safety.   Barack Obama wrote in Dreams from my Father, that our laws, with all their imperfections, are the history of a nation "arguing with its conscience."   We have fully invested in the error of 3-Strikes and the trends that meet in this law, and it has been a painful investment.  We are on our way now toward taking the step of conscience to acknowledge that error and to follow the discoveries it leads us to. Children yet to be born are depending on what we do today.

Our Campaign Guiding Principles

· Citizens have a responsibility to persistently demand reform of unjust public policy and an end to racial disparities in the criminal justice system.

· These demands must be advanced with an expectation of success and with a positive vision to identify common ground among all those who seek policy change.
·  Demands for reform on specific issues such as Three Strikes must be advanced in ways that support the larger goals of justice and safety for all.

· The rights of people to be protected from crime and to live in safe communities, the rights of crime victims to recompense and justice, and the rights of defendants, incarcerated people, and their loved ones to justice and respect for their humanity, can be effectively advanced for the long term only if they are advanced together.

· Response to crime must focus first on proactive measures to resolve its underlying causes. One of those causes is unjust public policy.
· The persistent and effective demand for just public policy is essential to reduce all violence, including crime and the causes of crime.  This work is part of the international movement for human rights and peace.  All members of society are called to participate. 

· Public policy must be based on evidence of what works best to assure both justice and public safety.  Fear, vengeance, religious belief, or considerations of politics or profit are not appropriate foundations.

· Evidence based studies are an important part of the evidence that must inform practice.  Other evidence must include the experiences of people directly impacted by the issues.  All evidence must be critically examined for process and context flaws.
· We must act now because:

· We face urgent social, environmental, economic, and security challenges that our current high rates of incarceration, voter disenfranchisement, and racial inequities prevent us from effectively addressing.
· New windows of opportunity have opened due to recent research and positive trends in criminal justice reform and policy.
Planned Campaign Direct Actions and Implementation Plans

· Major campaign plan components

· Build expertise within the team of people working the campaign on the 3-Strikes law and its impacts 

· Issue research 

· Player (friends and foes) identification

· Provide pubic education using a wide range of methods

· Letters to the editor program

· Tabling and flyering and bannering and marches

· Plays and forums and events

· Speakers Bureau

·  Facilitate mobilization

· Rapid Response system implementation

· Telephone tree

· Campaign infrastructure

· Steering Committee

· Management of the campaign

· Resource identification

· Training

· Organizer skills

· Civic engagement knowledge

· Project management skills

· Public education and mobilization role implementation

· Policy watch with relationship building with key players

· Implementation and coordination of all the above in as many different Washington State counties as possible.

· Friends and family support group

· Contact Justice Works! for implementation plan details

Definitions (from RCW 9.94A.030)
The 3-Strikes law is actually called the Persistent Offender Accountability Act. 

     (33) "Persistent offender" is an offender who:

     (a)(i) Has been convicted in this state of any felony considered a most serious offense; and

     (ii) Has, before the commission of the offense under (a) of this subsection, been convicted as an offender on at least two separate occasions, whether in this state or elsewhere, of felonies that under the laws of this state would be considered most serious offenses and would be included in the offender score under RCW 9.94A.525; provided that of the two or more previous convictions, at least one conviction must have occurred before the commission of any of the other most serious offenses for which the offender was previously convicted; or

     (b)(i) Has been convicted of: (A) Rape in the first degree, rape of a child in the first degree, child molestation in the first degree, rape in the second degree, rape of a child in the second degree, or indecent liberties by forcible compulsion; (B) any of the following offenses with a finding of sexual motivation: Murder in the first degree, murder in the second degree, homicide by abuse, kidnapping in the first degree, kidnapping in the second degree, assault in the first degree, assault in the second degree, assault of a child in the first degree, assault of a child in the second degree, or burglary in the first degree; or (C) an attempt to commit any crime listed in this subsection (33)(b)(i); and

     (ii) Has, before the commission of the offense under (b)(i) of this subsection, been convicted as an offender on at least one occasion, whether in this state or elsewhere, of an offense listed in (b)(i) of this subsection or any federal or out-of-state offense or offense under prior Washington law that is comparable to the offenses listed in (b)(i) of this subsection. A conviction for rape of a child in the first degree constitutes a conviction under (b)(i) of this subsection only when the offender was sixteen years of age or older when the offender committed the offense. A conviction for rape of a child in the second degree constitutes a conviction under (b)(i) of this subsection only when the offender was eighteen years of age or older when the offender committed the offense.

    
     (29) "Most serious offense" means any of the following felonies or a felony attempt to commit any of the following felonies:

     (a) Any felony defined under any law as a class A felony or criminal solicitation of or criminal conspiracy to commit a class A felony;

     (b) Assault in the second degree;

     (c) Assault of a child in the second degree;

     (d) Child molestation in the second degree;

     (e) Controlled substance homicide;

     (f) Extortion in the first degree;

     (g) Incest when committed against a child under age fourteen;

     (h) Indecent liberties;

     (i) Kidnapping in the second degree;

     (j) Leading organized crime;

     (k) Manslaughter in the first degree;

     (l) Manslaughter in the second degree;

     (m) Promoting prostitution in the first degree;

     (n) Rape in the third degree;

     (o) Robbery in the second degree;

     (p) Sexual exploitation;

     (q) Vehicular assault, when caused by the operation or driving of a vehicle by a person while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug or by the operation or driving of a vehicle in a reckless manner;

     (r) Vehicular homicide, when proximately caused by the driving of any vehicle by any person while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug as defined by RCW 46.61.502, or by the operation of any vehicle in a reckless manner;

     (s) Any other class B felony offense with a finding of sexual motivation;

     (t) Any other felony with a deadly weapon verdict under RCW 9.94A.602;

     (u) Any felony offense in effect at any time prior to December 2, 1993, that is comparable to a most serious offense under this subsection, or any federal or out-of-state conviction for an offense that under the laws of this state would be a felony classified as a most serious offense under this subsection;

     (v)(i) A prior conviction for indecent liberties under **RCW 9A.88.100(1) (a), (b), and (c), chapter 260, Laws of 1975 1st ex. sess. as it existed until July 1, 1979, RCW 9A.44.100(1) (a), (b), and (c) as it existed from July 1, 1979, until June 11, 1986, and RCW 9A.44.100(1) (a), (b), and (d) as it existed from June 11, 1986, until July 1, 1988;

     (ii) A prior conviction for indecent liberties under RCW 9A.44.100(1)(c) as it existed from June 11, 1986, until July 1, 1988, if: (A) The crime was committed against a child under the age of fourteen; or (B) the relationship between the victim and perpetrator is included in the definition of indecent liberties under RCW 9A.44.100(1)(c) as it existed from July 1, 1988, through July 27, 1997, or RCW 9A.44.100(1) (d) or (e) as it existed from July 25, 1993, through July 27, 1997.

     (30) "Nonviolent offense" means an offense which is not a violent offense.

     

     (49) "Victim" means any person who has sustained emotional, psychological, physical, or financial injury to person or property as a direct result of the crime charged.

 
Examples of Others Achieving Success
· We are unaware of other groups who are successfully achieving 3-Strikes Law reform.
 

Related Ally Efforts
· Families To Amend California’s Three Strikes (FACTS)


3982 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 209


Los Angeles, CA 90037


213-747-4844


http://facts1.live.radicaldesigns.org
 

Other Related Publications and Resources
· 3-Strikes Laws  10 Years after their Enactment, Vincent Schiraldi, Jason Colburn and Eric Lotke, Justice Policy Institute
 

About Justice Works!
The Justice Works! mission is undoing racism in the criminal justice system as experienced by African Americans.  Our vision is to provide a safe, affirming and unique community whereby African Americans, with the support of their allies, use self-determination to solve problems encountered with or created by the criminal justice system.  We work to reduce crime by addressing the underlying causes of crime; desperation and defiance.  We support the successful transitioning of incarcerated people returning from prison to the community and we advocate for changes to create a more just criminal justice system.  
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8. Based on data from: Persistent Offenders through 1st Quarter, 2007, Washington Sentencing Guidelines Commission.

9. RCW 9.94A.340:
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See State v Moon, 130 WA App 236, for example of a plea bargain to avoid 3-Strikes sentence. 
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26. Bilchik, S., Seymour, C., & Kreisher, K. (2001). Children of incarcerated parents. Corrections Today, 63, 7, 108-112. Cited in Children of Incarcerated Parents, Council on Crime and Justice, 1/2006.

Also see letter from Ronald Ein, Coordinator of Washington's Transition Re-Entry and Reform Coalition to Governor Gregoire, regarding the risks to more than 28,900 Washington state children who currently have a parent in prison.
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