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LIFE WitHout PoSSIBILItY OF REDEMPHIOR

By a Public Defender picture myself there, day in and day out, for over another. How can anyone better them-
Posted: 17 Jun 2010 06:47 PM PDT months, which turned into years, which turned selves in those conditions? Is there any choice

I sat in a prison cell yesterday. And not into decades. _ but to_give .in t_o the atmo_sphere? The aura of
your regular bullpen where they cram in 4 Would_ | survive? How do_es anyorje? despair, rejection and failure? How can we
people whoore waiting W?_ulg | ive up %nd Et%P LP?“'}_'"_Q' sl:raw , r(?a%ogaply expec@ a person to prove to us on
deal. Where our clients sleep at night (and eating? Would | maintain my sanity orwould'l t'h'e” 'out si de that theyodre
often during the day). That of the 60 square quickly decompen§ate? How long would it b_e we give them no _chance at redemptlon?
foot variety. before 16d want to kil |l Pamjeshedrifg® last 3D minutes. In

There was a betl a small bed that was Luck_lly, my stint in a jail cell e_nded that time, th_e boar(_j Wl_ll_try to determine who
the length of the room. At the foot of the bed a rather quickly. A§ | stepped out and Waltgd for the person is that is sitting before them, what
metal toilet, with no cover. Just beyond that my esco_rt to guide me to the next location, It heydve done to fichange
the heavy n’1etal door. with a slit for a window. peeked |nF0 the cell across the wiathe dou-_ reof f en d. _ |t 6_ s a crock
The door was maybé 3 blei and it was occupied. Two men, sleeping spend our lifetime trying to figure out whq we
feet wide. if that. At the ramrod stralgrlt (for are and yet we ask others to perform _thls act
head of t,he bed, if you these ibedsmlcoavine usafshe goodness of their hearts
were laying on your wide as the human and the errors of their ways in the time it takes
right side body and no more), for me to absenmindedly watch the latest
about half a foot away in a dark, dingy cell.  episode of crappy sitcom afterAcrappy sitcom.
from an ugly metal They dondét stand
desk with holes that rol_e is a guessing game, much A
pretended to be draw, l'ike poker. Thereo
ers. This could no ter and bluffing and saying the

have been more than right things and avoiding doing

foot long. The bed was * the wrong things.

flush with one wall. ][ t56 s | i'trlf eI [ CtJ)_c kli ng
The desk with the op- or 5 years with only a bicycle

: One lifted his head as ™ tire and asking him to manufac-
posite. I was spying and S, ture the Bugatti Veyron in that
The bed looked hard, cold and dirty. And |~ &8 Py gl _ _ dg q thy i
thatos it. This parti d%9 S‘lme-lé %O(Ije.fjd me pﬁ“ohar.‘ egl p‘tm'sw'gg
a window at the head of the bed. A window & Wﬁ. yl.f' | : Im when nhe IS cljj":awﬁ Oa y
looking out onto nothing. Any future inhabi- see P'S |elzes_s eyesl.l Slre Wt?] sntgprlse ’ y do we
tant of this particular cell would have it good. eopie n Cels . amethe .
: re lucky, though. The next portion of the tour How can one fault the inmate who, hav-
It was a single. Across the narrow passagewaya ) N .
: : S took me to the dormstyle housing. Which is ing served 30 years of his 40 year sentence,
from this cell was another, identical in every . X . L .
L nothing | ike any dor rasdonel doseeo nething,rwheh it is wedwhd n .
respect except two: it was a double cell and L . . h
: | ging @%te@d tge m kgs |[t MASH hospi- have taken the tools from him. We, who have
there was no wi nhip/iv. S S . - .
: tals, or perhaps the busiest frain station in yourtold him in no uncertain terms that his life, his
apublicdefender.com/2008/08/19/must ; : - . ;
: - ; neighborhood at rush hour, except instead ofpotential, his talents, mean nothing, who have
prisons-be-so-confining/ | wrote a while ago . . = . ! .
. . : . standing, people are milling about a hundredsucked the spirit out of him and confined him
about a different take on prisons in a foreign ) ; N
country.) bunk beds on that t!ny platform.. . into submission, cannoti then turq arqund and
I didnét have the c ou ;J'hg{rg)% ng pgiva ,Stl'!gre Is\no sgl%ugeo hop that man responsible for his f.a}llur.e to
; there is eing left alone. You are part of a meet our arbitrary standards of rehabilitation.
to have them close the cell door for a minute, | d v OO o 60 & risdn.ase minue n d
locking me in. It was nauseating and claustro- arge crowga. ou are 1 NmM& Some Comre 10 prisn.asc @INUE n
they are in yours. You are a collective. Day in seemed like an hour to me. | bet an hour seems

Bgﬁit::lca?tr;?:lligho? smI;)I/%eMt?éb:\i: \:\;]asthrgarl;nr:,\gl]az and day out. You share your bedroom with like a year and a week like a decade. What of
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dead, like the spirits of the men that inhabit 125 other.people. . ) Séen tences O.f 5, . 1 O. an d
these cells, but | thought | was going to faint. Leaving the prison, | asked my colleague: ine what thqt must feel like. Hearing an imagi-
! cel |l or dor m? Ther e dnary dazk tickevery seeand oCevéry day inl 6 d

| willed myself to stand there, though, for
a minute. To look around at the bare walls, the
bare desk, the dirty toilet and imagine some-
one fAlivingd there.

| even briefly closed my eyes and tried to

rather lose my sanity by myself. your head, loud and unstoppable. Thinking
Parole has got t o Iaeoutiisagdniaimgy. LiviTght enuaseb@é snbearo

way that a group of 3abler 4 fAregular folkso c

decide whether one inmate is worthy of release Why are we surprised
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Tlote from Bart

Dear loved ones,

It is so good once again to touch bases
with you. When | write this note, it is usually
the last thing | do
good sign that it will go to the printer shortly.

Pl ease notice we d
newsletter about the Families Fast 4 Freedo
Day on August 6th. | figured by the time you
get this newsletter, the 6th will have come
and gone. If you have the past couple of
issues, the flier is in them. But the important
thing for you to do is to inform your families
of the day of fasting in order to get the atten-
tion of the media. We have to be able to giv:
them numbers, so they will know how many
families are participating.

Also, it is to our advantage that the me-
dia see us, so your family will be helping our
causes by making a sign in support of their
issues, such as Amendings8ikes, getting
rid of Life Without Parole, No LWOP for
Juveniles, Education instead of Incarceration
Family Visits, Stop Isolation Units, whatever
effects your families. They should do this
whether or not they participate in the FAST.
The sign does not have to be fancy, just a
large piece of cardboard from a box, white
paper and large printing with black marker.
Not a big deal. They should go to their state
senator or assembly
office at 11am on August 6, and picket the
office for at least one hour. Go inside the
representativebs off
them know you are there. If your family will
call FAST4Freedom at 76848-2638, they
can get more information and find out where
L.A., San Francisco and Sacramento will
meet. If they are not in those larger areas,
pl ease go to your ow
and let Fast4Freedom know you will be there,
so they can make an attempt to get media tg
be there also. Fast4Freedom may also may
have fliers for your families to give to the
public. If we are
silent, if we sit back and think someone else
can take our place, and still make a differ-
ence, you are clearly wrong. Every other
group besides prison reform, will come out irj
droves, whether teachers, gays,-pbmrtion
or prelife. We have 170,000 prisoners.
Granted some of those families will not sup-
port our causes, but the many that do, have
get moving, or we will be in the same spot fo
a much longer time. Your family is an ex-
tremely important part of our success in
reforming these issues.

Sorry to go on and on about this subject
but since no flier, the message has to be out
there somehow. We can still do it!

YES WE cAN

B

Barbara Brooks, Sentencing and Justice Reform Advocacy
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ANOT HER PRISONER DIES:
Shorty's Untimely Death Should Not be In Vain

By Kenneth G. Keel

on the newsletter. It s
Dwight "Shorty" Rolls died Monday evening, June 7, 2010 May he rest in peace! Shorty was a

o0oF-Yearold, AfrigasrArgerican, pognron fugust; 8 1955. He was a small, docile and humble

in man. Shorty died isolated, desperately suffering, and without hope. His parents and brother are

deceased, and he has not communicated with his estranged sister for nearly 20 years. Dying
without dignity is an understatement.

Shorty was a political prisoner, confined at the Folsom State Prison ("A¥\)as a non

violent "Third Striker," serving 2§earsto-life under the "Thre&trikes and You're Out" law, for

a victimless crimei.e., personal use drug possession. Shorty was a good partner in our quest to
amend the "Three Strikes" law. With that in mind, | am both saddened and honored to write this
obituary on behalf of my fallen comrade.

About two weeks before his death, Shorty p
conditions. He | ooked into my eyes and sai
During his final days, despite constant and severe pain, Shorty would regularly visit the FSP
Law Library to obtain knowledge, wisdom and understanding. He was a fighter to the end!

a
d

Shorty knew he was dying, and he knew exactly what was killing him: toxic food provided by
California's Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (henceforth "CDCr"). Having con-
sumed CDCr's toxic meals for 15 years, Shorty developed several serious medical conditions,
including: chronic constipation, high blood pressure, diabetes, cancer, etc.

There was no early medical intervention for Shorty. He gradually got sickesicket. Not
surprisingly, CDCr's sulstandard health care services accelerated Shorty's demise. About two
weeks before his untimely death, CDCr's health care providers merely advised Shorty to "drink
more water." His body was too weak to tolerate the toxins.

A%I}o%qla ?P rty was gcﬁa&e? aT}I{:? tngs o( h&s death, he didn't die alone. Before his passing,

Shorty gave is life to "Jesus. ere wasn't a day that went by that Shorty didn't get down on
his knees to pray! He regularly attended FSP's Greystone Chapel for Bible Study, Narcotics
i Anqymoys angd Alcopoficg Aporymops; o+ o | et
Shorty's death should not be in vain. He is a pagiéd for cruel or unusual punishments.
Shorty's death is not uncommon. He is only one of CDCr's many victims. We are in the midst of
a growing epidemic of diabetes, cancer and many other serious medical conditions. Everyone
consuming CDCr meals a decade or longer has an elevated risk of premature death.

nLike ngost prisaners, $harty hag rogpawerpnp pofitigapaffiliation, and no financial resources.
He paid for that with his life.

# AngusReidPublicOpinion
v A VISIONCRITICAL Practice

For Immediate Release United States
KEY FINDINGS

Public Opinion Poll June 21, 2010

1

75% believe the prison system in the U.S. does not do a good job in helping
prisoners become law-abiding

f
f

67% say the justice system in the U.S. does not treat every person fairly

50% think the criminal courts in the U.S. do a good job in determining
whether or not an accused person is guilty

From June 9 to June 10, 2010, Angus Reid Public Opinion conducted an online survey among
1,021 American adults who are Springboard America panelists. The margin of errord which
measures sampling variabilityd is +/- 3.1% The results have been statistically weighted accord-
ing to the most current education, age, gender and region Census data to ensure a sample repre-
sentative of the entire adult population of the United States.7-page report, go to the website
below, or send 2 stamps to SJRA Advocate

http://www.visioncritical.com/wp -content/uploads/2010/06/2010.06.21_Justice_ USA.pdf
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FACTS gives the facts

An interview between Geri Silva, Executive Director of FACTS Education Fund

and Barbara Brooks, Director of SJIRA

Barb, SJRA: Ger i , for
know FACTS that well, will you give us a
brief background of how FACTS got started.

Geri, FACTS: In 1992 some of us were
attending meetings of Mothers Reclaiming
Our Children. ROC was dealing with people
of color who were going through the system
with their children
what was happening. When thstgke law
passed, | remember one guy, who stole a

and

t h o s eBary, IB3RA:dGem the SIRA Advocate has

received quite a few letters in which, in a
nutshell,our loved ones inside stated that
they had lost confidence in FACTS and didn't
trust them, that all FACTS wanted was their
families money.After all these years of
getting money, millions they seem to think,
FACTS hasn't done anything about this law.
di dndét wunderstand
How would you respond to this?

package of razor blades and was sentenced toGeri, FACTS: For those who feel we have

25 years to life. We were all stunned and in
disbelief. The families started handing out
fliers at the county jails. Christy Johnson in
Orange County heard about us. Her husband
was a 3Striker and she formed a group
similar to ours in OC. In the beginning, OC
and L.A. were networking with each other
and in 1997, we formally came together.

Then more and more people came on with us,
from San Diego, Hacienda Heights, San Jose,
and other cities and counties. By 2007 we
had 28 chapters, some in and out of
existence. L.A. and Orange County were
always the strongest chapters.

Everyone worked very hard from the
beginning. We thought with all our hard
work, it would be over in a couple of years.

done nothing but taken their families money
through the years, please understand, | get
your frustration. We've been at this 13 long
years and the law is still in effectVe never
believed it would be this hard in the
beginning, but we fully underestimated the
stronghold the prison industry has on the
state lawmakers.

So while I do understand your impatience, |
will make no excuses for FACTS, as in truth,
we owe noneWe have worked extremely
hard for all these years, often at the level of
volunteers as the money was not available to
pay salaries.We are a very, very committed
group of people who will not stop until we
have achieved our goal, or die in the process.

While we appreciate every hagarned

Business,

alnd

2008 initiatives, bus trips, posters, striker
walls, props and the newsletters.

Our purpose has been to build an organiz
ation capable of winning over the hearts and
minds of California votersWe have come a
long way.

Barb, SJRA: You have said you are an
abolitionist, and concerning thesikes law,
you personally would like to get rid of the
whole law. Yet, our loved ones inside get the
impression that the initiatives which FACTS
support are more
now of Prop 66 and that FACTS hesitated
with their support in the beginning.

Explain to our | oved
try to get oO6unoccupied
separated from serious and violent lists.

Also, possession of a gun (or weapon) on the

3 strike.

Now that the economy and other
circumstances seem to be working in our
favor, is there a chance to broaden the
initiative?

Geri, FACTS: | would not only love to get
ridofthe3st ri kes | aw,
getting rid of prisons as any kind of solution
or response to social issueBecause prison

is handed us as the solution to public safety,
we dondt Thatengphatically said,t .
geri is not FACTSFACTS was formed from
among families whose loved ones were put in

We tried to get the state legislators on board penny we have received from your families, it cages for minor property offenseshis not
has been a small portion of the overall money only Sparked an Outrage among families of

with us. There have been eleven bills in all.
None of them ever went anywhere, except
Senator John
passed, but was vetoed by Governor Pete
Wilson.

Today most chapters meet once a month, but
L.A. meets twice. There has been a renewal
of interest. Stanford has given us hope and a
boost to the movement. New people are
calling all the time. We are feeling more
certain now about 2012. We have a good
chance. Everyone needs to get involved.

Southern California FACTS chapters are
getting together on July 31. Thisis an
opportunity for all of us to work together, and
educate the chapters. Sue Reams will go
through the Timeline between now and 2012.
Wedl |l discuss how we
movement, and brainstorm about how each
chapterés work can fi
If families wants the-3trikes law to be
amended, if they really want it to happen,
they need to call the FACTS office, help us
organize. Nothing is going to happen unless
they get involved.
same things for years. We do have new
energy now.

needed to run FACTNone of us is here for

Strikers, but itds not

Vas con c ethelmoneydAs §du baveyread in thd pagesroh th& ihole world responded in shock.

the SJRA Advocate, FACTS feels very hopefulat first, before we were officially FACTS, we

for 2012. The decision is up to you whether
or not you believe and/or support our
efforts. Either way, we move forward.

Barb, SJRA: Then, where did the monies
come from, if not the families, what was it
spent on and why was it spent trat?'

Geri, FACTS: The majority of the dollars
came from foundations. As a 501c3 Non
Profit organization, when we receive a gift in
the form of a grant from a foundation, we
cannot use the money toward putting an
initiative on the ballot. But it can be used to
eduzate thg electaraté and csganize folks up
and down the state. This is needed in order
far usitornbtild a statewide brgamzation and .
create and disseminate literature every
where.

Other monies came from major donors, the
rest from memberships, dinners, smaller

Wiendraisers, menthly sugtainersiandhsmallegr

donations. Monies not spent on operations
were spent on public opinion polling, printing

all wanted to abolish the law, many of us
fought against its passage in the first place,
but we were faced with a law that passed
with a comfortable majority, even in the
communities where folks were the hardest
hit. As a practical matter, we had to confine
our goal to amending an obscene laln.the
process, through a series of public polling
done since 2001, we also concluded what
voters would agree with and what sorts of
amendments would make our efforts
vulnerable. It was clear from the very
beginning that folks would not vote for a bill
which would allow the release /resentencing
of 20,000+ people, so we could not include
2" strikers in the resentencing

provision. Although that hurt, again, we
acted in the interests of those with life
sentences and no real guarantees of ever
getting a date.For that reason, we were at
first skeptical about Prop 66 as the language
was vague enough for some experts to tell us
that it seemed to allow for the-sentencing
bfde®ond strikersConsultants, with a
history of winning initiatives told us that this
made the initiative
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JUV AND LWOP
Graham v Florida / Sullivan v Florida

OPINION RECAP make a new constitutional declaration. Thatisover whet her Mondayds r
. L a flat, or categorical, rule, and thus it lays new constitutional limits on mandatory mini-
Lyle Denniston Ongma”y down the juvenile sentencing rule from here mum sentences for juvenile offenders in non
wrote the foIIowing for ond but for new sentencing proceedings homcide cases. In a footnote, he cited the fact
. only, it appears. that Colorado, a state that forbids fiféthout
SCOTUSb|091 covering both When Justice Ant hony -pdrole semtencesfdr guthsoffenders, nae® n
Graham V. Florida and reached the point of creating a remedy for allow them to be sentenced to up to 40 years
. . past violations of that rule, however, his opin- in prison. And, that footnote added, even the
Sullivan v. Florida: ion said flatly that Ilaivgerrsptesentiag arFlerelajuvenibetinthisu a r
. the offender event ualc arsel ecaosnec.edd eAln yt hsaet n tseuncche
Analysis for a nonhomicide crime by an individual probably be constitutio
In state prisons scattered across ten states, ~under age 18 at the time of the crime must  Another sequel issue that seems certain to
and in a handful of federal penitentiaries,a | hcl ude, Kennedy wr o tassgisihetbertee Grabamiruing wiil have o p -
group of 129 prisoners on Monday gaineda POrtuni ty to obtain rasylimpacsoe fevith@tparoleesentehces i nd i
new constitutional right from the Supreme Vi dual 6s i fe ends. Wi adultswho eommitcfinesstcetiof mory s t
Court, but not one of them yet knows whether Show in that situation, according to the opin- der. While the Kennedy opinion is focused
the ruling will lead to freedom. Each ofthem, I 0N, is fidemonstr at e cheanilgupanrthe tagk of matutity and jucgb i | i 1
convicted as minors and sentenced to lifein ¢ i on. o ment among juveniles, some of the language
prison without the chance of release, learned The Constitution, according to the ruling, of the opinion about the harshness of a life
that it would no longer be possible forany fidoes not require t henithoutgatolesentances real leaal sone adait | |
juvenile to get that sentence in the futureif N1 1 € of fender fiduri ngnmatessnder auchusentgemceslitoiséessome T h o :
the crime did not involve murder. But the who commit truly horrifying crimes as juve-  hope for a new Eighth Amendment challenge.

Court did not rule that any of those 129 must niles may turn out to be irredeemable, and  There is another possible limitation lurking in

now be released, or even that any of them thus deserving of incarceration for the dura- what the Court did on Monday on juvenile

must be resentenced. That was not what they tion of their | i ves. osenthcing: withoattexplanaton, ddinply may |
won. do, the ruling said, diiss nmaksee dt haes jfiu digpmeorvti dfe:
Instead, each of the 129 must be given some t he oduthais, fitdhe time ofsentenc- ond Fl ori da j uv8ulivahe of
chance to show, at some point in the future, ingd t hat the yout hful \voFlofida(@&7621). TheJestices hadwe- 1 |

that they have matured enough while in be fit to reenter s o cvievet thatdase separately from Gham
prison that they mig nlustice Kegngdy glgo made cleargthaty gt this casegbut then disposed of this second one
rejoin societyo (in tPRIRtheGayFwagnotgging fogabeypnd, withquisaying why. In fact, what had hap-

than staying in prison for the rest of their the mandate of fisome penedimthancgse in Floridagquitswasuhat,
lives. And, while every other juvenile who nityo to seek r el eas efarprdcédural ieasons, state coultserefused ot e |
commits a -Bemi oiude g noifst ipsiance, to explore the means and rule formally on the same Eighth Amendment
from now on has won aright notto besen- Mechani sms for compl ichateoge that witimatdly ptevaited Momdayin
tenced to life without potential release; the date, the opinion said. the Grahamcase. That raises the possibility
decision leaves open the possibility that con- Justice Clarence Thomas, in the part of his  that some of the other 129 juvenile offenders
viction for such a juvenile might lead to a dissenting opinion that attracted the support now serving lifewithout-parole sentences for
definite prison sentence of perhaps 40 or of Justices Samuel A. Alito, Jr., and Antonin northomicide crimes may have had their

more years, thus stretching their confinement Scalia, forecast the consequences of the chances to take advantage of the new ruling

long into the future, perhaps to old age. Courtodés having | eft tfdiealosedpyprocedwal flawshe r emedy
The 63 decision inGraham v. Florida(08 uncertain. Predicting that the courts of the In theSullivancase, his lawyers had asked

7412) produced an outpouring of writing nation will be embroiled for years in clarify-  the Court to look beyond the procedural de-

from the Court, including a fervent complaint g litigation, Thomas listed these questions  fect found in his case by Florida courts, and

by three dissenters that the majority was sim- f 0t he future: £ Wha tgivehenxtaocariling.on tedighth Amend-h  a
ply using raw power tOMmeaynign gpfyu I3 OgP; PO I ot | U Npigritgyestign. B dismissingheease, with-s t
but the rulingos pr actogeerzAndwhat Fighth Amendment prig- e auf moge, the Court simply declined to do so.

offenders was far from clear. In declaring that CiPles will govern review by the parole Whether Florida courts, or a federal judge in
the Eighth Amendment oPeardshgCogtpowdemands thagstates  afuture federal habeas case, would now take
unusual punishment is violated by adife empanel ?0 on that task remains to be seen.

without-parole sentence for a juvenile whose And Thomas also pointed out, i.ndirectly, that
crime did not involve murder, the Court did ~ ©One of the next court battles is likely to be


http://www.scotusblog.com/2010/05/analysis-a-limited-break-for-juveniles/
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On Prison Reform: Keep fewer behind bars
Offer opportunities for self-rehabilitation

By Spoon Jackson
Friday, July 14, 2006
SFGATE.com

When | came to San Quentin in 1980, reha-
bilitation had not yet become a dirty word.
During my years at the prison, | was trained
in data processing; took Aria-Corrections
classes; attended church programs; partici-

Department of Corrections was renamed
the Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation, but | know from my
studies that words can be used to clarify
and words can be used to confuse. If the
word "rehabilitation” is to be more than a
meaningless string of 14 letters, thate
must muster the resources and will to
offer again a wide range g@rograms such

pated in the Course in Miracles, Toastmastersas those offered in California prisons 20

and Transcendental Meditation; read books

years ago. Thesare the programs that

on tape for the blind; and played Pozzo in the allowed many of us to change ourselves.

1988 prison production of Samuel Beckett's
"Waiting for Godot."

But my "rehabilitation” started before getting
on the bus to Quentin. In the months when |
was still in the county jail, | sat stunned by
all the words the district attorney used during
my trial. | had no idea what thes@rds

meant, and | told myself then that | would not
let unknown wordsrap me. | started studying
the dictionary in jail and reading all | could. |
began to awaken the sleeping student inside
me, and thus took my first steps on my
journey.

At San Quentin State Prison, | checked out
all the books I could get from the prison Ii-
brary and education department. In one note-
book, | wrote definitions. In another note-
book, | used my favorite words in sentences.
| became enraptured with words. | said
certain words aloudumerous times, and
pondered a word in the way | pondered the
gardenin front of the prison chapel or a
sparrow singing in a tree. | took all the adult
high-school education classes offered in the
day time. At night, | took all the college
classes and selfelp/personakxpansion
programs offered. All of these programs
stressed taking responsibility for your
actions, forgiveness, growth, love and peace.

Words would be what setehabilitated

me and my thinking. | learnedfaw new
words each day, and each new word
brought forth a geysegrupting inside
my mind and soul. The more words |
read, studied andondered, the clearer
life became. | became richer and deeper
inside. lcould see, taste, feel and touch
the growth taking shape inside me, and
understood things | had never under-
stood before. It was like | walked down
an endless hallway full of dark rooms
and, with each room | passed, a light
came on and | learned something new.

Now, it is 2006 and a different world.
There are no trades or higheducation
classes offered in the prison where | am
housed. Last year, thealifornia

For ultimately, rehabilitation is always
self-rehabilitation. Prison had to offer the
programs, and | had to make myself
active in these programs and in my own
self-directed studies. Selfehabilitation
works. | had techoose to change, which
meant to get to know myself and find my
niche,bliss and myth in life. | had to till
the endless gardens in my mind, heart arj
soul. | had to become anew, despite bein
in prison.

Looking back, | see how wordsunknown
words particularly-intimidated me all of my
pre-prison life. Words like "grammar,”
"language," "composition" and "algebra."

Words used by the D.A., such as
"propensity,"” "purport" and "depict." Not
knowing what these words meant cut me
off from getting to knowparts of myself.
My self-rehabilitation started with words.
At first, | only knew this subconsciously.
After years of constant growth, writing,
and studying myself, words became my
life, my light, my shining soul in the
darkness. Words were my dreams, my
wood to stoke the fires of my spirit.
Words coming out of realness are re-
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Spoon Jackson has
been in the art
world and in prison
for over thirty years.
He is a poet, wrier,
actor, teaching art-
ist, and native flute
player. By Heart: Poetry, Prison,
and Two Lives is a two person
memoir written by Spoon and Ju-
dith Tannenbaum. He has won four
PEN Prison Writing Awards: in po-
etry, nonfiction, fiction, and memaoir,
and was featured in Swedish film-
maker Michael
AThree Poems by
and in two music suites by Stefan
Safstenc 6 Fr eedom for
oner o and AWords

Read No Beauty in Cell Bars
from Longer Ago
& See page 10
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9BY HEART: Poetry, Prison, and Two Lives

by Judith Tannenbaum and Spoon Jackson

A two-person memoir that explores art, education,
prison, possibility, and the power of poetry to heal.

AA boy with no one to
prison for life. He reads for the first time, and
discovers his mind can be free. A woman poet
enters prison to teach, becomes his first lis-
tener, and so begin twenty-five years of friend-
ship between two
0 Gloria Steinem

POETRY,

deeming.

Spoon Jackson has served 29 years of a
life-without possibilityof-parole sentence
and is currently imprisoned a@alifornia
State Prison, Sacramento. To read more
of his writing, go to:
www.spoonjackson.com

LONGERAGO

Poems by Spoon Jackson
Available at lulu.com

BY HEART

A Memoir by

Judith Tannenbaum & Spoon Jackson
Poetry, Prison, and Two Lives
Available at newvillagepress.net
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Facts and Fiction about Sex Offenders

vised under the registry had a somewhat lowethad been rarrested for a new sex crime in those
’& average recidivism risk score to begin with, and12 years, and 10 percent had been reconvicted.
\(0 it had a higher proportion of people on probationThe report also looked at sex offenders released
as opposed to parole. The difference in recidi-in 2002. In the first three years on parole their
Part 3 of a @Part Series vism rates was statistically insignificant. sex crime recidivism rate was 3 percent. The
A U.S. Justice Department report in 2003r eport concl uded, AfDue t
By Chris Dornin, Retired Statehouse tracked 9,691 sex offenders released from prisin sexual recidivism since the early 1990s, re-
reporter ons in New York, California, Ohio and 12 other cent sexual reffense rates have been very low,
Published: 05/24/2010 large states in 1994. Their recidivism rate forthus significantly limiting the extent to which
www.corrections.com new sex arrests and convictions after three years e x u a | reof fending can b
on parole was 5.3 percent. 7.3 percent of child An Alaska Judicial Council report in 2007
SJRA Editords Not e: I molestemsewithJtworpemoie prioagrests ferahatisaidB perdent of sex offenders had committed a
this series, our last myth to be discussed was  crime were charged anew for molesting. Thatnew sex crime in their first three years after
AThe Myth that Sex Of fo@mpdresrvdth & 24 percemt sexdal necidivisneetease from prison.
Recidivism Rate. B e | orate forschild madestersuwitih enly ore prioreas- A 2007 report by the Tennessee Depart-
sponse, based on his research. rest for that crime. ment of Safety found that 4.7 percent of 504 sex
As | mentioned in the part 2, This is a very Karl Hanson and Andrew Harris published offenders released from prison in 2001 were
informative article that compiles various re- a 2004 report on 4,724 sex offenders in 10 Canaarrested for a new sex offense after three years.
ports and studies regarding this distasteful and dian and American samples ranging from 191 toThe sex crime recidivism rate was zero for of-
touchy subject, but we are not afraid of truth. 1,138 subjects. The average follow period fenders whose original crime was incest.
Only rumors and misinformation keeps us igno- was seven years after release. The overall sexual A 2007 Minnesota Department of Correc-
rant and in the dark. Remember, knowledge is recidivism rates were 14 percent after five yearstions study tracked 3,166 sex offenders released
power. Our thanks to Mr. Dornin for giving 20 percent after 10 years and 24 percent after 1§om Minnesota prisons between 1990 and 2002.
permission to reprint this in the SJRA Advo- years. Incest offenders had corresponding rateéfter an average of 8.4 years in the community,
cate. This is Part 3 of 3 parts. of 6, 9 and 13 percent. Recidivism was defined10 percent had been convicted of a new sex
as a new sex crime arrest or a new convictionoffense. Those released in the beginning of the
Counting only new convictions, the recidivism study period were much more likely to reoffend
Fact: Most types of sex offenders have low sex rates were generally half as high. within three years than those released latdi7
crime recidivism ) ) ) Karl Hanson and MorteBourgon pub- percentin 1990 as opposed to 3 percent in 2002.
~Aveport to the Ohio Sentencing COMMIs- |ished a similar metanalysis in 2005 of 73 A 2007 report by Jared Bauer of the West
sion in 1989 said 8 percent of sex offenders wereyecidivism studies with a combined cohort of Virginia Division of Corrections tracked 325 sex
convicted of a new sex crime within a decade. 19 267 sex offenders. After an average of nearlyoffenders for three years after release from
The 10year Ohio recidivism rate for incest was gjx years in the community they had a new sexprison in 2001, 2002 and 2003. The recidivism
7.4 percent. , crimes recidivism rate of 14.3 percent. rate for any return to prison, not just for sex
A 1998 Canadian Government study by A 2005 report by Robert Barnoski of the crimes, was 9.5 percent. Only six parolees re-
Karl Hanson and Monique Bussiere, entitled \yashington State Institute for Public Policy turned for new sex related crimes, including
APredicting -Relysiaof Sexual AyadRi thé fiveyear sexual recidivism rates for three for failing to properly register as a sex
Of fender Reci di vi sm Sg3gqdee sitenfers 1836 iiréhe Washifigloroffender. The sex crime recidivism rate was
research efforts between 1943 and 1995 with aprisons between 1986 and 1999. Here are thslightly less than 2 percent. Only 1 percent had
combined sample of 28,972 sex offenders. Theregyits by year of release, showing the rate dean actual sex crime victim.
overall recidivism rate for new sex offenses was creased over time. A 2008 report by the California Depart-
13.4 percent during the average folloy period ment of Corrections and Rehabilitation tracked
of four to five years. Of the 9,603 child moles- 4,280 sex offenders paroled in 2003. In the first
ters in the combined cohort, the rate was 12.7 S-Year S5-Year year 2.43 percent had been arrested for new sex
percent. Some of these studies dated back to the ~Y€ar Rate Year Rate crimes. The cumulative totals were 3.27 percent
period when only stereotype serial sex offenders 1986 6% 1993 8% at the end of the second year and 355 percent
went to prison, thus weighting the results toward 1987  7.5% 1994 6% after three years. '
greater recidivism. 1988 7.5% 1995 4.4% A 2008 study by California's Sex Offender
Roger Hood and three British colleagues 1989 6% 1996 3% Management Board reported on 4,204 sex of-
followed 162 released sex offenders for four 1990 7% 1997 2% fenders released in 1997 and 1998. 3.38 percent
years and tracked 62 others for six years. Their 1991 8% 1998 3% were,_convicted of new sex offenses in the next
report in 2002, entitledo9d Se¥% of f1®90d e 3 BoH € Me fedadd) 9
from longterm impr_ispnment; A Study of Their Utah criminologist Larry Bench tracked
Longterm Reconviction Rates and of Parole A 2006 New York study analyzed the re- 389 Utah sex offenders for up to 25 years after
Board Members J udge megdiisi patins fof 19827 sex tibndidfs: Therelease. His 2008 report disclosed that 7.2 per-
found 1.2 percent were-fmprisoned for a new ate for new sex offenses after one year in thecent had been arrested for a new sex crime.
sex crime after two years. The report concluded,community was 2 percent. The cumulative rate  An Indiana Corrections report in the spring
AThese facts need to bRedR oS peicerfl &tbr¥wo Jelr§, B Befcéndt 26b9 found that sex offenders released in
and disseminated if there is to be rational debatesfier five years, and 8 percent after 8 years. 2005 had compiled a 1.05 percent sex crime re
on this emotive subject . 006 California study followed 93 adju- conviction rate in three years. The study said this
A 2000 lowa Corrections study tracked 233 gicated highrisk sexually violent predators r at e was fAextremely | owod

sex offenders released in 1995 and 1996 under @gleased from civil commitment at the Atasca-d e al of promi se. 0

new sex offender registry law. That group had agerg State Hospital. Only 4.3 percent of these  Stan Orchowsky and Janice Iwama au-
3 percent sex crime recidivism rate after 4.3 yorstof-theworst offenders had committed thored a 2009 study for the U.S. Justice Re-
years in the community. A similar control group ney sex offenses after six years on the street.  search and Statistics Association which showed
of 201 sex offenders released before the registry A 2007 study by the Missouri Department similar low sex crime rarrest rates after three
law took effect had a 3.5 percent sex recidivism of Corrections tracked 3,166 sex offenders re-years for sex offenders released from prison in

rate in the same length of time. The group supereased between 1990 and 2002. Twelve perce 0 01. The rates by state
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GANG VALIDATIONS NOT ALWAYS VALID

CDCR is at it again. On a wicked quest to By A. Vasquez inactived associate af
validate inmates as being involved with C.C.l. act|V|ty for 6 years. However, most of the
prison gangs, as either associates or time, lie magicians, they will come up with
members. They are doing this without a acts such as murder, attempted murder, etcs o met hi ng theyoll cons
second thought of how they are destroying Disproportionate is not it. (gang related). For i ns
peoples lives, both inmates and families. CDCR is conducting these mass round lend magazines to one another in here. If they

I am currently in the SHU, validated as ups on the mainlines, validating inmateswere to search my cell and | have magazines
allegedly being involved as an associate to aunder vague rules. or a book with the name and number of
prison gang for innocuous items. For instance, using symbols that they someone in here who is also validated, that is

For decades CDCR has validatedc| ai m are &égang r el aanaher.paint IAdo not khasv wheke thg gamge a s
inmates under vague and ambiguious rules.one would think that fairness and activity is in the act of lending a magazine or
As time has ticked by, it has been challenged professionalism would move CDCR to give book. But they will give you another 6 years
in court. Little by little some cases have been prisoners notice of tattoos and symbols thti n t he SHU. I f a guy is
successful in chipping away at the broad CDCR deems to be gang related. Just as lawnagazine or book of someone validated, it
spectrum of regulations. Many of the rules enforcement informs the public in their will be used as a point towards a validation on
that were being used were never promulgatedcommunities when something or a certainacthi m. Thi s i s the end re
by the A.P.A (Administrative Procedure Act), becomes unlawful. They notify us of and ambiguous application of their rules. The
and were deemed underground regulations. everything else, why so secretive to other way out is to either parole or die. Lifers
In 2004, the settlement agreement of something with such an extreme impact. like myself are stuck. Our fate is in the hands
Castillo v. Alameida came into effect and it If you are a lifer like myself, and you get of CDCR.
was believed that things would get better, but erroneously validated, the validation Such acts need to be stopped! Such acts
as the dust settled, CDCR did what they do automatically deems you unsuitable by theby the CDCR threaten family unity and
best, they interpreted the rules as they saw fitBPH. It does not matter how much you haverehabilitation. It creates more jobs for CDCR
to their o6future age netabilitdied yourself, apgradbdevocatientally, lstaffnidia it of national importance regarding
agreement pushed forward for inmate rights, or educationally. Even though you have violations of rights afforded to inmates and
CDCR pushed back, and push back they did. obtained and achieved every requirementtheir families, and at the very least be
They began applying the rules in a form asked of you by the BPH, pursuant to CDCRaddressed by the ACLU on a civil lawsuit.
similar to a witch hunt. Now there are Title 15 3041 or 3042, they will deem you a This way, they can put clarity into what gang
hundreds of guys newly validated, or going risk to public safety and deny you a paroleactivity is and that punishment is based on
through the process, as | write this.* The date, thus prolonging your sentenceobj ecti ve, concrete cri
majority of these men never imagined they perpetually. This is very disheartening to theassaultive or threatening behavior on behalf
would be faced with an ordeal such as this. Itinmates and their families. of a prison gang. The CDCR has to be forced
happened so fast, their heads are still Not only does the validation hurt family t o cease applying t he
spinning. Believe me, | can sympathize, relationships due to the SHU confinement,reasons for deeming inmates gang related,
because | didndt s e ebufiftyou havenfamilygnensbers ifcarcerated Miben there is nothing to substantiate it.
were not in any way involved in any gang you will not be allowed to correspond with This problem is at a ver low level of
activity. t hem. It does not m avisabilgy; and nfo onie se@rss toyheau the calio m,
The codified rules of the Title 15, dad, spouse, brother or sister. You will befor help from lawyers, prison acvocates and
Section 3000 and the Due Process clause ofprevented from corresponding under the newso forth. Yes, | know that some people come
both State and Federal Constitutions arerules pertaining to mail. to the SHU to talk to prisoners and print their
being violated in ways unimaginable. The Thus, CDCR is terminating your family stories, nevertheless, that is the extent of their
validation spectrum of alleged prison gang ties! This is contrary to the rules of the BPH help. We need action by way of lawyers and
associates and the placement of inmates in avhen they are making their decision based orprison advocates willing to take the CDCR to
Security Housing Unit (SHU for the support and strength of the family ties ascourt, so they can be forced to establish clear
indeterminate terms absent any rules one of the factors toward suitability. CDCR rules. Otherwise, we are here at the mercy of
violations is extremely harsh. That is correct! encourages inmates to correspond to enhanc€DCR.
We did not violate any rules. Had we done family ties for rehabilitation, but once they As | mentioned before, most of us never
so0, a CDCR 115 disciplinary writgp would  validate you, all that goes out the window. imagined this happening. But it only came to
be issued, however in most cases of Whatis more absurd is, if youtryto routeabe by the CDECRGs vagu
validations, none are issued. Yet, everytime letter to the family member via another interpretation of the rules, and our pleas
you go for a review (every 180 days), they family member, who is absent any type of falling on deaf ears. If we could be provided
write on your 128B cdangaaiaty, COCRtwill falyebthat fansly evith a list of lawyers who are at the very least
proven to be a threat to the security of the member a third party drop box for a prison willing to look at prison gang validation cases
institution, by continued association with a gang, without that person even knowing theyon a contingency basis, and see for

prison gang engaged in a criminal conspiracy have been labeled. themselves the injustice we are faced with. |
against the safety of oQGnéea pessonds validated there are onlythink they will be appalled as well. We are
| f that i s s o, t haefew optibng of ibesng deteasetl framr the not asking for pity, just clarity and justice, so

disciplinary writeups issued? They use this SHU. (1)Debrief, but that puts your life in that we can continue on in our rehabilitation

l anguage carel essl y. jeopatdy) Ssincd lyori will xbe cldbeleds a arel quest for our freedom.

language used on chronos for years, and itsjailhouse snitch. The cold thing is, many who

terminology has detrimental effects that are validated as associates that were just

adversely affect your program. You are given c au g h t up by CDCROs *adticldsubmitted Febriaky 9, 200ps el f

an indeterminate term, you will spend longert her e is nothing to debrief abou