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1 appreciaie the hard work both you and the U.S. Sentencing Commission have devoted
10 theissue of Federal sentencing policy regarding crack and cocaine. 1 look forward to the

k Cocaine and Iederal Sertencing Poliey next menth.

Copmmission’s report ko Congress on Cn
Asyou knew. | was the-lead sponser of the Drug Sentencing Reform Actof 2006 in the
109" Congress and identical lesislation in 2001, both of which would have reduced the disparity
for crack and powder coedine from 100-10-1 1o 20-10-1 by reduving the mandatory penalty for
crack cocaineand increasing the mandatory penalty for powder coeaine. The underlying goal of
the bill was fai ~ treating similay drugs more equally when it comes to sentencing. Senators.
Cornyn; Pr Salazar co-sponsored this legislation in a bi-partisan effort 1o address this

inequity in federal faw.

In 1986; Congress passed statuiory mandatory minimum sentences for vanous iflegal
drups, including a-3-year mandatory minimum semtence or traltickimg 500 grams of powder
coeaine or 5 :grams of crack and a 10-year mandatory minimum for tratficking 5,000 grams ol
powder or 30 grams of crack. The 100-10-J ratie of crack 1o powder cocaine was enacted Jargely
io previent the spread of crack cocaine across America, especially inte minority neighborhoods,
Despite that goal. crack cocaine has spread. across the country and into minority neighborhoods.
A redent LS. Sentencing Conpiission report said that §3% percen of offenders sentenced for
1ean Amertcans. And a Bureau of Prisons study revealed that weapons

crack viokitions were A
use and viplence are more accurale indicators ol reeidivism than drug usc.

In three separate reports o tl)x]grcss, i 1995, 1997, and 2002, the Sentencing
Commission has urped Congress to reconsider the statuwtory penalties lor crack cocaine. Once
again, the Commission has ait epportunity 1o work with Cangress and help improve these
stétutory mahdatory minimums by reducing the harsh dispanty that currently exists. By reducmg
the disparity, we can strengthen the criminal justice sysiem, yeduce judicial manipulation, and
restore confidenee in the system’s fairness.
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Il 15 my hppe that the Commission’s 2007 report will inchide an update to its
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