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Website — www.workplacecriminalistics.org

September 1,2008 ) '

SENT BY PRIORITY MAIL

United States Sentencing Commission
Attention: Public Affairs-Priorities Comment
One Columbus Circle, N.E.

Suite 2-500, South Lobby

Washington, DC 20002-8002

Re:  Request for Public Comment for the Amendment Cycle
Ending May 1, 2009
Dear Commission:

Having submitted public comment for many years, envisioning public comment
to submit for the past two years seemed quite futile without continued research to support

-any analysis of the fallout from United States v. Booker and subsequent Supreme Court

decisions upon the now voluntary federal sentencing guidelines and its Chapter 8,

L._Q'rganizatic_)nal sentencing guidelines. Using the Booker model, organizations who

hesitate to accept an upward departure plea bargain from the government would be
entitled to a jury trial. However, using the Post-Booker mandatory organizational
sentencing guidelines model only leaves the federal sentencing guidelines begging for
constitutionality that exhibits slim-to-none chances of ever happening without complete

guidelines overhaul by Congress and/or delegation to the United States Sentencing
Commission. ' :

As would be expected from organizations following the black letter of the law and
not the spirit of the law, many powerful public corporations, of course, headed for the
private arena through the normal slash-and-burn leveraged buyout acquisition tactics that
line the pockets of the loyal corporate executive who tummed a blind eye to corporate
compliance, leaving employees without jobs and benefits.  Unfortunately, the
government provides no bailout monies to those public employers who magically
converted to private employers. Even public corporations used "poor me" tactics to give
most employees lower-to-no pay raises and reduced benefits. :
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Forward-looking corporate compliance professionals long for a new vision, a
vision that incorporates worldwide social consciousness of employees with the need for
profits of executives. This WORLD VISION COMPLIANCE®Osm rewards those
corporations that support worldwide social consciousness of their employees, not through
mindless donations to less-than-stellar social causes that piggyback as illegal bribes, but
corporations that effectuate "actual social change programs' to make the world a
better place. How can this WORLD VISION COMPLIANCE®Osm transpire into the
organizational sentencing guidelines that discourage criminal conduct by organizations?
By making "actual social change programs" as the eighth key criteria for establishing an
"effective compliance program".

, Can the typical corporate executive that drives a Lamborghini relate to what it is
like to starve on a daily basis, to live without adequate medical care and to live in fear of
dying due to war, poverty and the like. Probably not, but the typical corporate executive
of a corporation has the power and influence to make the world a better place however
that transpires to its employees through "actual social change programs". This higher
plain of social awareness breeds the much-needed INTRINSIC MOTIVATION necessary
for employers and employees to rise above ethical and moral calamities that precede
criminal activity and, yet, foster the innovation, growth and profits necessary for
corporations to flourish and prosper.

Thank you very much for the opportunity to have provided the above Public
Comments.

L.A. Wright
Legal Criminalist/Consulting\Expert

/law
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In regards to: Priority Policy issues for the amendment cycle ending May 1, 2009

United States Sentencing Commission
One Columbus Circle, NE, Suite 2-500, South Lobby, Washington, DC 20002-8002, Attention Pubhc

Affairs-Priorities Comment.

Dear United States Sentencing Commission:

I am writing to assist with feedback you are requesting from the public. I am the wife of a present
federal prisoner. Who better to give this kind of feed back? | am not angry at our system but
disappointed. My husband was going to serve a mandatory sentence for a non-violent crime. However
due to his cooperation with our govemment this was reduced to a lesser sentence. This doesn't make it
any better because his crimes in comparison to other crimes of violent nature are still less time. My
husband had a difficut upbringing as a child and young adult. However once he matured into a man he
realized that the path he was on was not leading to anything positive. He mamied had children and
made the decision to leave the past behind, repent, and live a righteous life. it happened that at the
time he made the choice it was a moment too late. The individuals whom he surrounded himself were
not in the. same mind set. One of the individuals (my husband acquaintance) found themselves in
trouble. | am thinking this person's only option was to be and informant and persuade others to commit
crimes so he could relieve himself of prison time. My husband became his opportunity for this and he
kept persuading him help him in scoring some drugs. At one point my husband told him that he no
longer wanted to be involved that he now had a family but he insisted so my husband toid him that a
person he knew might be able to help him. In the mean time we moved away from that city to begin a
family life. Months later the people he put in contact with this informant and my husband were charged
with conspiracy. My husband was released on bail and for the past 6 years he has comptied with
everything the govemment has requested of him. He feels great regret and remorse for his past actions
and doesn't want the same life for his children. He is an excelient father and husband. His greatest
concem now is for his children. His crime was not one of violence. For the past 6 years that he was out
on bail he didn't cause any harm or commit any ciime that would indicate that he is a threat to our
society. If anything he established positive relationships in our community even with the govemment
officials that he had to report to. | have had some contact with some of them after asking how he is

doing. Our children miss their farther dearly. They all sleep with me now and | have had to become the

sole provider in our household. The ones who are suffering the most are our children, our future. We

have 13, 10, and 7 year old boys and-4 and 3 year old girls. | have been blessed that { have been able

{0 manage, with the support of my employer, friends and family.. It hurts me to see my husband in

those conditions knowing that his punishment is too long for the time that has past, his
accomplishments, and his crime. Not to mention the fact that for 6 years we dealit with the uncertainty of
what was going to be the out come. Every time we had.to go to court the fear, the stomach aches the
worry for our family. | am not excusing his past behavior but the fact that a lot of these people in our
federal prisons are serving severe punishment for non violent crimes and are more productive in our
society then in prison. | believe in you do the crime you do the time -and | know my husband feels the
same. But a fair amount of time. For example it’s like a_child do | beat my child. over something
minimal? Or do | find appropriate punishment for what they have done? All | am asking is. that we find
better ways to be just. | know that in my husband’s case the Judge had really no control in his sentence
and if he did, it would be too much of a risk to the judge from what 1 have research. For a judge to go
against a mandatory sentence or what a Prosecutor is requesting or dictates. There is just so much |
have learned about our sentencing guidelines since my family has had to deal with this. More negative
than positive | hate to say. | hope and pray that my husband remains strong and that something chance
soon so he may come home to.do what is necessary and important. | can report to you proudly that he
has made the choice to keep to himself in prison. He is involved in dasses, church, and work. So far
he is ok but it's not him | am concemed about it's others who are in the system that truly have
committed awful ciimes and have hurt people. it's sad that even they get rehabilitation help, assistance,

early release, Counseling, etc. What about the people involved in drugs. They too have instabilities,

emotional issues, etc. but these can also be helped with counseling and assistance. My husband is an
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example that these people can be rehabilitated and be productive if given a chance. But sending them
away and not helping them and then sending back out to society (because sooner os later they get:it)
not only with a drug problem but a mental effect of the things that go on in prison. More crime, plus by
this time they possibly lost there support group or are forgotten. Life has changed from what they knew
it to be like before they went to prison. They will now they have a record. How are they going ta get a
job? It's frustrating. Please help. If you would like to speak with me or my family | will be more than

" happy. My phone number (559)210-1654 please feel free to call anytlme Thank you for the

opportunity to share this with you.

Respectfully,

Olivia Hemandez Banuelos
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Dear USSC

We The People...

F-milies, Friends, and Concerned Citizens of the men and women incarcerated in the United States of America
{ by submit this letter in an attempt to appeal to your humanity and common sense. A similar letter was sent to
Legislators and concerned parties across this nation as a call to action, the first week of July 2008..

The system as it exists is broken. We ask that you begin working together to fix it. More than one in forty children in
the United States has a parent in prison. The loss of a parent to incarceration means a crisis for that child. Concemed
people in all settings are dealing with children of prisoners and their caregivers daily. The situation is only getting
worse. We do not even give inm s enough-phoene time to be able to be active in.their children’s lives. | wonder how
many inmates would LOVE thej tunity to HELP their children with their homework, even if it is over the phone.
We are punishing the wrong geople. Study after study has shown that when a:parent is absent from their children’s
fives, the children are affected aiid may fall into the same pattern, as their paren Children of incarcerated parents
often come from poverty level incomes and erivironments. With out the other pa aeing able to help, is it any
wonder that they (children d up with drug problems, lack of social skills e nage pregnancies, a history
of relying on government. 'hé-children are the ones that end up with the:THREE:STRIKES.
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We are tired of the endlé*fss creation of punmve '..lawb_s; andmeasuresthat serve only to%
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offense laws such as Jessica’s Law (which has ensnared many undeserving youn inei
Laws as they stand, today; The list goes on ard on.

55 the citizens, and as a
3-Strike Laws, sexual
rap) and “Conspiracy

We need to restore Federal Parole. We have many men and woman incarcerated thit:should be given the chance to be tax
paying citizens, once again. Inogg erating:somebody in their 20’s, convicting. the under thé mandatory minimums and
not releasing them till their 30%.0r.40’s (because there is no parole) hurts everybody. We learn inost of our skills that
carry us thru life in our 20’s and 30’s We equip ourselves for retirément, an re. We instill what we have learned to
our children. We are locking up w: many people for way to long. Communication with fanily is so hard when one'is
locked up. How is somebody ex; to'get a decent job ‘when they are 40 years old becausé they have been {ocked up
for 10 + years. What future is th¢ tem or their children? ” :

nes "';;_-‘l?é_x-@\is"td thebooks, you first look at the ones that are already in place. They
‘lock ‘em up dnd throw away the key”. The answer is restorative measures that
into society as future tax-paying citizens. :

We ask that before you contintgt
are not Wofldng. Thé s
allow for rehabilitation and re-¢

. prisons overflow with Americin: whio are substance addicted; an estimated 60% of all inmates. The majority is also
mentally ill, estimated to be an appalling 62%. These people are not being given the treatment they need to become
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functioning and productive adults. Rehabilitation and Mental Health programs are the only logical answer. As of now,
only less than 10% are receiving treatment for their substance abuse problems, and even fewer are receiving proper

mental health care.

We need prisons for our most violent and predatory criminals, but that is NOT what the m a|on_ty of our prisons hold. One-
~*ird of all American prisoners are presently incarcerated for non-violent drug-related offenses. Alternatives to prison,

'h as Drug Courts, must replace incarceration when possible. The length of prison sentences often far exceeds the
severity of the crime committed. Young bodies and minds are wasted and destroyed because of the public’s
perceived desire for revenge rather than rehabilitation. We submit that this perceptlon is wrong.

ke,
ke 1'\

The only sure way to reduce recidivism is through programs that educate, rehabilitate and provide job skills along with the
reformation of both sentencing a d—‘parole The ultimate goal of imprisonment, in most cases, should be the restoration to
society that of a law-abiding ) citizen. The US Dept. of Justice Bureau reports that 95% of inmates will be
released; yet the recidivism rat¢ in oine Stafes is as high as 70%. Programs minst Be instituted to address this.
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WE IMPLORE you to direct

e effort toward the reform:xtldii‘ of 6ur current Judicial and Prison systems
Quit throwmg our tax dollars,ﬁ_'r ;

lonaer nor may it properly call

.1llééd THE TIME F OR CHANGE HAS COME!
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Y OU can open the doors that ha

beenisilammed shut on prison
reform, and slam shut the revol |

ir prisons have become.

( ach time a person stands up for an ideal, or acts to ‘.iAmprovg the lot of others. . .they send forth a ripple of hope,
and crossing each other from a million different centers of energy. and daring, those ripples build a current that
can sweep down the mightiest walls of oppression 'and_gésistance. " Robert F. Kennedy

Sincegely, .

thleen M. Corson

erican Taxpayer

Ry

Tyranny E nded in America
Website: Participant ' Email

www.21stcenturyteaparty.us tea_prisonreform_2008@yahoo.com

A Concerned United States €itizén

%3, S



o~

From: <LMDuncan@aol . com>

4

To: _<pubaffairs@@ussc.gov> N
Date: '9/7/2008 2:14:26 PM °
Subject: Proposed priorities comment

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. We are highly in favor of
reinstating a system of parole for non-violent offenders in the federal
system. . We o

know that there are many such inmates who could be earning their living,
paying taxes and, in many circumstances, restitution instead of being a drain

on .
an overcrowded and under funded system.

We also favor the proposed legislation that would permit early release for
non-violent offenders. We do not believe that mandatory minimum sentencing
is

a reasonable approach.

Loyd and Ramona Duncan
1211 w 106th St
Bloomington, MN 55431-4151
952-888-7664

¥Ex XK A AKX * R XXX Pggsst. . .Have you heard the news? There's a new fashion blog,
plus the latest fall trends and hair styles at StyleList.com.
(h;tp://www,stylelist.com/trends?ncid:aolsty00050000000014)
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Bethany Ibarra, MBA
669 Heritage Drive Weston, FL 33326
_ _ 954-275-0997 bethany-_ibarra@hotmail.com .
nited States Sentencing Commission
One Columbus Circle NE, Suite 2-500, South Lobby
Washington; DC 20002-8002
Attention: Public Affairs Priorities Comment

September 5; 2008

I am writing this letter in response to the sentencing guidelines that are used in this country. There are currently over
200,000 people in federal prison with 1 in 3 people incarcerated or on parole: Therefore; sentencing guidelines is a
topie of wide publie interest: I am one of those people where the guidelines directly impacted my family and me.

On June 25, 2008, my brother, Thomas Kent, was sentenced to 178 months for conspiracy to distribute marijuana. It
was his first offense and the erime was non-violent in nature: Thomas is not the stereo typical eriminal; but I have
come to learn, that tens of thousands of people serving long mandatory sentences with no hope for parole are not
what society thinks of when they might envision someone serving 10 or 20 years of their lives behind prison walls.

Thomas was raising his 2-year-old daughter and working at a cable company at the time of his indictment. He lived .
in a middle class neighborhood and came home every night and eooked dinner and proceeded with the nighttime
routine that parents of young children are very familiar with. Thomas cared for our brother when he was recovering
from a stem cell transplant in 2007 after his continued battle with Hodgkin’s lymphoma. The federal system rewards
individuals that incriminate others and Thomas was a victim of this as other people traded testimony against him in
order to lower their own sentences. However; Thomas aceepted his responsibility; even if it was exaggerated; and
hoped the judge would use his judgment and not strictly go by the sentencing guidelines. It was simply too
ridiculous to believe that someone could be sent away for almost 14 years for a first time non-violent offense for an
‘adividual that was living a productive life. Sadly, the new judge that had only served 6 months went by the

% aidelines:

How can a nation that prides itself on being the land of the free throw people away and not even give them a chance
for redemption? The financial and moral burden this places on our great nation is insurmountable. The hundreds of
thousands of children left without parents will be feeling the affects of these sentencing guidelines for their entire
respective lives. It is estimated to cost §40,000 annually to maintain an inmate and that doesn’t include the costs after
this individual has served his/her time and finds that most jobs are not an option anymore. Please reconsider the

lengthily guidelines for non-violent erimes and
v" Reduce billions in unnecessary spending;

v" Send parents back to children;
v" and align with what the voters want by once again allowing people to rehabilitate and contribute to society:

Thomas with his daughter Lucy enjoying time together
at a water park

Sincerely,

Beth arra
04 J N
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September 3, 2008

U.S. Sentencing Commission

One Columbus Circle NE Suite 2-500
South Lobby

Washington, DC 20002-8002

Attn: Public Affairs-Priorities Comment

I am totally against and want reform with the sex offender laws. For a few tragic cases such as
Adam Walsh, Jessica, and Megan—this country’s legislators have gone overboard with the new
laws and sentences:

If anyone had taken the time to get statistics and reports on thls type of offense, they would find |
that most of the incidents are with family or close friends/teaching types. And most of the
incidents do not involve violence. It is more seduction. It is unfortunate that these things
happen, but they have been happening for hundreds of years. I myself am a victim of this crime.
And I see that if a child was molested a year ago it was about a ten-year sentence, now it is up to
20 years for the same thing. I could see 20 years if it was done with violence. But five to ten
years and probation is ample for the average molestation.

With these new laws that have been imposed on one particular crime, we find teenagers going to
prison and being labeled for a lifetime for an act that has also been going on for hundreds of
years. Just touching a young person can be labeled rape. As far as I am concerned, rape is
penetration, not touching. And there should be degrees of rape with sentences to match.

I am against the registration of sex offenders that the general public can access. One group is
being picked out and told they can only live certain places, must register their whereabouts, and
are on the web so that it is hard to find work and housing. Even some of the parole officers treat
them more severely with rules than any other type criminal.

Why is the average sex offender treated worse than a murderer or someone with multiple drunk
driving convictions? '

Has anyone given a thought to what these laws mean to the family of the sex offender??? The
children may have to face a childhood of being pointed at and shunned. The family can suffer
having to move often because of the label and public offender search. It is very hard to find
housing that meets the criteria they have to follow. Why are they more dangerous to an area than
a murderer??? It is often very hard to find good jobs, so the offender has to work two jobs and
his wife must also work just to scrape by. This is because they aren’t able to get into good
paying jobs with the label the family bears.

It is time to revise or toss out these laws that were made up because of a few violent people
doing horrible things, and make laws for the average sex offender.

And there are statistics that show the average sex offender does not re-offend. It was a one time
huge regrettable mistake. Why do they have to be labeled and pay for their whole lives???
Thank you for allowing me to state my feelmgs on this subject.

Sandra Ries

1152 Murray Ave.
Ravenna, OH 44266
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This story Is taken from Sacbee / Opinion.

Editorial: Jessica's Law is an expensive
failure

Published 12:00 am PDT Tuesday, August 12, 2008

By now, it should be apparent that California voters made a serious mistake when they
passed Proposition 83, the 2006 ballot Initiative popularly known as Jessica's Low.

The law r—équires lifetime monitoring of sex offenders - not only those charged with child

sexual abuse and rapists whose victims were adults, but also those convicted of consensyal
sex with a teenager and even misdemeanor indecent exposure. It bars offenders from living

within 2,000 feet of a school or park.

By the end of 2007, it was obvious that the law was a fallure. Almost no local police agencies
In California were enforcding it, partly because it was unenforceable and partly because even

trying to enforce it proved prohibitively expensive.

Now the Los Angeles Times has added still more evidence of the law's failure. In addition to

its monitoring requirements, Proposition 83 also established a system of mandatory
psychological evaluations for sex offenders. Like most other things about this law, that
sounds like a good idea In theory.

In practice, as the Times reported, It has led to the state contracting with 79 psychologists
and psychiatrists to do the evaluations. Last year, 14 of them billed the state more than a
half-miilion doliars apiece for those services. One billed the state for more than $1.5 million

in 2007.

Such payments to contractors might be worthwhile if the evaluations were producing clear

benefits. But they aren't.

The evaluations were supposed to be used to determine if sex offenders should be committed
to a mental hospital after serving their sentences. But the Times found that the number of
commitments was essentially the same for the 18-month periods before and after voters

approved the law.

The mounting evidence that this law is a failure is likely to produce new efforts to amend it.

Such efforts are a waste. This law is flawed beyond repair. It's time to acknowledge the
failure of good intentions and repeal Jessica's Law. ‘ '

Go to: Sacbee / Back to story

-

!lup://www.sacbee.conv 110/v-print/story/ 1149198 html
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_3714 Nassau Drive
San Diego, California 92115
September 5, 2008

United States Sentencing Commission
Attention: Public Affairs-Priorities Comment
One Columbus Circle NE Suite 2-500

South Lobby

Washington, DC 20002-8002

RE: Public Input
Dear US Sentencing Commission:

I am writing this letter in response to your request for input from the public
regarding federal sentencing guidelines. This is a topic very near and dear to me as
a voting taxpayer and as the relative of a non-violent federal offender.

The sentencing guidelines are much too restrictive. Although 1 understand and agree
with the spirit of the design, the scope of the sentencing is much too severe and
does not fit the crime, especially for non-violent offenders.

For example, a non-violent offender is sentenced to a longer period of incarceration
than a state offender for the same or similar crime and in many cases; the time is
2.5 to 3 times the fength of time given in the state courts. Violent offenders in the
state courts are given shorter sentences for vicious crimes and are back out on the
streets hurting people while the non-violent offender remains incarcerated.

1 do not feel that a study would be productive at this time. In fact, I think at this
point it would be a waste of time and taxpayer dollars since the only data that you
could glean is the draconian length of sentence for any given crime. If 3 study were
to be valuable and reliable the endpoints should indicate the difference between

* shorter sentences reducing recidivism and at this point there is no data to gather for
" that. In the interim, alternatives to incarceration should be immediately implemented

for all non-violent offenders.

The prisons are over-crowed and that is due in part to the ridiculously long sentences
rendered to non-violent offenders. These inmates are being brutally attacked by the
violent offenders that they are forced to be housed with despite being classified as
low security or minimal security risk. The ones who are high risk are simply mingled
with the low risk inmates who are non-violent. Since the non-violent offender does
not instigate assaults and when assaulted can not adequately defend themselves, it
is a grossly negligent position to put a non-violent offender in. In other words, our
non-violent offenders are being tortured while incarcerated which is not in
accordance with a principle of the United States of America.

One alternative would be house arrest. It is very restrictive and carries with it a
penalty for incarceration if not strictly adhered to. The cost is approximately $4.00/
day which is a nominal expense to pay for the taxpayers. If you were to
immediately implement this, the offender would be in their own homes, able to be

-
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parents to their children, able to work to pay for fines, restitution.and contribute to
the household.

~

Once a non-violent offender is sent home for house arrest or perhaps time served,
then you can begin to collect data such as: cooperation with realistic guidelines,,
reduction in the rate of recidivism, and integration into society and the workplace. it
is essential that the criteria for success be obtainable, measurable and realistic. For
example, it is not feasible to expect a person with a felony conviction on their history
to obtain work in 2 weeks when it takes a professional with a clean record and no
history of drugs, 4 to 7 months to obtain a job. The standard for compliance needs
to be more appropriate such as circulation of a resume, continuing education to
become marketable in their field, integration into the family, participation in family

counseling, etc:

When you release a non-violent offender after 10 or more years of incarceration with
no significant job training other than mopping floors or doing laundry, it is unrealistic
to expect them to find a job in 2 weeks, and in fact, it is a set up for failure as
evidenced by the current rate of recidivism.

For all persons with drug addiction charges, not distribution, or intent to distribute,
but for those who are drug addicted, immediately court order inpatient drug
rehabilitation. To incarcerate a sick person is a violation of the 8% amendment of the
constitution of the United States. Addiction is an illness treated in hospitals. When
they commit crimes it is due to a disease and if the disease is not treated, there is no

hope.

The recent audit report conducted by the OIG and submitted to congress shows
some horrific proof that for whatever reasen the BOP is not able to handle iliness and
not willing fo comply with the policies of the BOP, therefore any ill inmate is in my
opinion as a medical practitioner a violation of the 8% amendment. Every day,
inmates die while incarcerated for conditions that should never result in death in this
day and time such as death due to untreated appendicitis, death due to hon

~ treatment of diabetic gangrene.

" Sick people should not be in jail. It is a crime in of itself to incarcerate a sick person.
‘It is also a crime to operate as a physician without a license and to hire a physician’s

assistant, who must work under the license of a physician, is frankly inexcusable. It
is a crime and it seems to me that the criminal physician is being paid by my tax
dollars to render incompetent medical care to my loved one, and I am appalled at
this miscarriage of justice and the misappropriation of my hard earned money.

The lawsuits presented to the BOP for these gross negligence cases and blatant
disregard for the health, safety and well being of an inmate is costing the
government millions of dollars per year. As a taxpayer, I resent wasting my money
on law suits that could have been prevented.

The next issue at hand regarding the sentencing guidelines is that there is enormous
pressure on judges to stay within those guidelines even though post Booker, they do
not have to strictly adhere to them. This sounds promising to the non-violent
offender and their loved ones, but the reality is that the judges are still ruling within
the guidelines. The political pressure to be tough on crime puts their reputation and
job on the line and since they too want to show that they have done a good job, the
sentencing guidelines are being followed even though they do not have to.
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The sentencing guidelines are a very bad practice. The decision should be for the .
judge and not mandated by a piece of paper. It is time to revisit this mistake and
correct this error. Now that it has been in place for a number of years, we can see
the horrible miscarriage of justice associated with it and we do not need a study. to.
tell us what we already know. We need to step up to the plate and eliminate the -
sentencing guidelines and we need to do so immediately!

Prisons should be full of criminals, murders, robbers, arson, molesters and folks like
that, not a non-violent person who never hurt anyone but himself! These offenders
are banished from their families, their homes, their careers, and millions of dollars

- are being wasted on federal criminal defense for non-violent crimes. The focus and

the harsh sentencing should be for the violent criminal only.

I will end with a question. Please ask yourself this: If something came up in your life
and you had to go to court but you did not go because you were afraid..... And no
one disputes that fact, how long would you like to go to jail for? What do you think
is a fair federal sentence for not showing tp to something and that is the only crime?

After you think about that, and determine what you think would be fair for your wife,
your husband, your son, your mother, your brother, please look up the federal
sentencing guidelines for failure to appear and ask yourself, does that sentence fit

the crime?
Respectfully submitted,

Linda Sirota, RN, BSN, CCRN, TNCC-P
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From: "grt® <grthom@cox.net>

To: . <pubaffairs@ussc.gov> N
Date: 9/7/2008 12:35:15 AM

Subject: sentencing laws

Gentlemen:

We need common sense in this process of making sentencing laws!
Sentencing laws are extremely harsh and TOO long, especially for nonviolent
offenses where alternatives to incarceration would better serve society while

cutting taxpayer costs.

With over 1 million 5 hundred children affected by having a parent in prison
for years, this nation is simply creating a generation of next offenders when
a parent or parents are not able to bond, raise, and support their children.
Two years in prison at the maximum for a nonviolent offense should be enough
to rehabilitate that person and prepare them for re-entry into society. If
not, what does that say about the system of "corrections."? Simply
"warehousing” is costly and not productive! We need educators in our prisons

(not jocks as guards) .

Corporate criminals are treated differently and softly. Too often big
corporations cheat consumers, damage the environment and abuse power but the
penalty imposed on their executives' criminal acts is just a slap on the
wrist. The fines imposed are a fraction of the company or CEO's net worth;
whereas an ordinary person committing a fraud must pay full restitution.

We don't have equal justice in America. The mandatory sentencing laws meant
to equalize sentencing was a huge mistake and was defintely NOT equal'
Prosecutors have ALL the power and very often abuse their power to enhahce
their conviction rate for political gain. Judges have basically been taken
out of the sentencing process.

According to the Commission on Human Rights: "It is only if there 1is
willingness to protect the worse and weakest amongst us that all of us can be
seQu#e that our own rights will be protected.” Sentencing laws MUST take

into account those individuals represented by overburdened public defenders
while wealthy individuals can hire the best defense money can buy.

Sincerely,
(supported by members of the social justice committee of the Unitarian

Universalist Church of Surprise, AZ
Roma Thomas

20425 133rd Dr.

Sun City West, AZ 85375
623-546-2561
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Mtchael Courlander ,

~Pubhc Affairs Officer ‘
United States Sentencing Commission
One Columbus Circle

- NE Suite 2-500 South Lobby,

‘Washington, DC 20002-8002

RE: Attention: Public Affairs Priorities Cqmment '

Dear Mr. Hinojosa;

I'would like to voice my opinion concemning matters of public interest raised -during the
United States Sentencing Commission’s SYMPOSIUM ON ALTERNATIV ES TO
INCARCERATION.

I would like the Commission to pay special attention to the following pfiorities:
* Implementation of increased good-time measures ’
* Alternative sentencing aptions for low level drug offenders, and

* Prison programs resulting in reduced sentences

In closing, I sincerely hope that the Sentencing Commission takes a forward looking
position and use its Statutory authority to seek alternatives to mcarceratlon to relieve the

burden placed on the public, and to restore equitable results to our justice system.

Sincerely Yours,

/%A,

335 %39 5’00:{

cc: Ricardo H. Hinojosa, Chair
‘I Inited Qfatec Qentencing Coammission ES@



Att: Mr. Michael Courlander
Public Affairs QOfficer
United States Sentencing Commi
One Columbus Circle
NE Suite 2-500 South Lobby
Washington, DC 20002-8002

sion

ea}

RE: Comments on possible Priority Policy Issues.
Dear Mr. Hinojosa:

I respectfully urge the Commission to make it a priority-in
fashioning a remedy for the men and women sentenced during the
period of November 1, 1987 and January 12, 2005 when the Guidelines

were imposed as mandatory.

‘In light of United States v. Booker and subsequent Supreme Court
decisions, the retroactive application is non existent for relief
under Booker because Booker does not meet the Watershed Rule
addressed as the criteria in Teague v. Lane, 489 U.S. 288 (1989);

as interpreted in YTyler v. Cain, 533 U.S. 656 (2001) and further
analyzed:in Schriro v. Summerlin, 542 U.S. 348 (2004). Consequently,
thousands of men and women {predominately minorities), are left with
no remedy to correct unjust and excessive sentences and must
continue to serve sentences that the law clearly establishes is

unconstitutional.

It is requested that remedial Legislation be presented to Congress
and that a solution be studied, found, and presented in order to
rectify the harm caused as a result of the mandatory application

of the Guidelines between the period of November 1, 1987 and
January 12, 2005. Public trust would be strengthen if the following
legislation be considered as a form of correcting the harm:

1. Implementation of increased Good-Time Measures.
2. Prison Programs resulting in reduced sentences.

3. Reinstating Parole for sentences imposed within time
period of November 1, 1987 and January 12, 2005. o

In closing, I encourage that this Commission evaluate the impact
the Federal Sentencing Guidelinespre-Booker has had on the thousands
of inmates still incarcerated under the flawed sentencing regdme.

Ricar{a Hinojosa, Chair
United States Sentencing Commission



