February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time for
Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthetmore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. 'The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Fven if some offenders shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which s why they should
all at least be eligible for a parole hearing,

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice. '

Sincerely,
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February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is timne for
Connecticut to change these outdated faws. '

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court's ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why they should
all at least be eligible for a parole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice.

Sincerely,
Veniith f/f/ W~ Kenneth Dachson
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February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time for
Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as Aftican American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. 'The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offendets shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why they should
all at least be eligible for a parole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice.

Sincerely,
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February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time for
Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for sclf-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why they should
all at least be eligible for a parole heating,

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice.
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February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. Tt is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time for
Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for sclf-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. ‘This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why they should
all at least be eligible for a parole hearing;

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice.
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and T am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in ptison without the possibility of parole for ctimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have becn subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotities are ovetrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or mote years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offendets. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supteme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive
parole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trattblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincetely,

Address:

- - ' o~ — -
%CC(}\ S’\’E\ Nhea Gl()ﬁ) @I*N oY | New Hewvien T O




February 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

1 am a student in Connecticut and 1 am weiting this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to teform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juventles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of pasole for critnes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticat under current Jaw fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consides: in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermote,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice systetn have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressute. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders setving 50 ot more years identifying as African Ametican or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legistation would promote the
change we neced in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compHance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it's the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offendets’ right to a second chance. Even if some offendets shouldn’t receive
patole, it is critical that juveniles teceive special consideration within our justice systen, which is why
they should all at Jeast be eligible for a patole hearing. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national wailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The tevision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become 2 national leader and stand at the forefront of American

justice.

Sincetely,
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
Genetal Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermote,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by .the fact
that tninorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ ﬁght to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldi’t teceive
parole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a patole hearing,

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Out state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By

doing this, we once again can become a national leadet and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may conceii,

1 am 2 stadent in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass HLB. No. 5221 to teform juvenile justice and sentencing,. It is
jimmotal, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole fot crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under curtent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coust has ruled we must consider in sentencing childtren. ‘These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peet pressure. This socioeconotnic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotities ate overtepresented i Connecticut’s ptisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%

of juvenile offendets serving 50 ot mote years identifying as African Ametican or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we nced in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would thetefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it's the tight thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of javenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Hven if some offenders shouldn’t receive

parole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should al at least be eligible for a patole hearing. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the test of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concetning juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate iiself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become 2 national leadet and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincetely,
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February 27, 2014

To whoin it may conceri,

I am a student in Connecticut and T am wiiting this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass T1LB. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles o be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for crimes committed undet the age of 18, and it is time

for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cugrent Jaw fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greates capacities fox self-improvement and undetdeveloped brains. Furthermote,
many of the juveniles who bave gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressutc. This sociceconomic element is only compounded by -the fact
that minorities ate overtepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 ot mote years identifying as African Ametican ot Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. ‘The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefote bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but mote importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of javenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Hven if some offenders shouldn’t receive
patole, it is critical that juveniles recelve special consideration within out justice systein, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing. ‘

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be 2 national trailblazet and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The reyision of our

existing laws can prove that Connecticut undegstands the nuances and careful attention needed in
javenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become 2 national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincesely,




February 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

1 am 2 student in Connecticut and I am writing this lettet to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to tefotin juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immotal, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be senteniced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is tme
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut undet cutrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include gteater capacitics for selfimprovement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermote,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peet pressute. This socioeconomic eletent is only compounded by the fact
that minotities ate ovetrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offendets serving 50 or more yeats identifying as Aftican American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legislation would ptomote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing, The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing ovetdue
recognition of juvenile offendets’ right to a second chance. Bven if some offendets shouldn’t receive
parole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which 1s why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing, '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concetning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leades and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:
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February 27, 2014

To whotn it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immotal, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole fot ctimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Javenile sentencing in Connecticut under cusrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing childien. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone thtough the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by .the fact
that minorities are ovetreptesented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%
of juvenile offendess serving 50 or more years identifying as Aftican Ametican ox Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatoty life sentences without
parole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more impottantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ tight to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t teceive
patole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can ptove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Out staie needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By

doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:
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February 27,2014

T'o whom it may concetn,

T am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass HLB. No. 5221 to teform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitational for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in ptison without the possibility of patole for ctimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under custent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supteme Coutt has raled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for sclf-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotities ate overreptesented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offendets setving 50 or mote yeats identifying as African Ametican ot Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatoty life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would thetefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supteme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offendets shouldn’t receive
patole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole heating, '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The tevision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and 1 am wiiting this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current Jaw fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has muled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Futthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overtepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%
of juvenile offendets serving 50 or more years identifying as African Ametican ot Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefote bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ ﬂ'ght to a second chance. Hven if some offendets shouldn’t receive
parole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is Why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concetning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Addiess:
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to teforin juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immotal, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to altow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in ptison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cuirent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minosities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders setving 50 or mote years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legislaﬁon would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
tecognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive
patole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which. is Why
they should all at least be eligible for a patole heating.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing effotts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Addiess

CT,
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Febtuary 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assetnbly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped btains. Futthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressufe. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotities ate overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African Ametcan ox Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
parole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bting Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but mote importantly, i€'s the tight thing to do, providing overdue
recogpition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Bven if some offenders shouldn’t receive
patole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice systetm, which is why
they should all at least be eligible fora parole heating. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the test of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By

doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the fotefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincetely,

Addiess:
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Febtuary 27, 2014

T'o whom it may concesn,

T am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencmg It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in ptison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cuttent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supteme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-imptovement and underdeveloped brains. Futthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peet pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotities are overreptesented in Connecticut’s ptisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offendets serving 50 or mote yeats identifying as Afiican American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing, The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
parole for juvenile offendets. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but mote importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing ovetdue
recogm'tion of juvenile offendets’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive
parole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The tevision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By

doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Addless
{_/\}f/.f’(:ﬁ \}(_j\'\v\%d\/\ i C_;i \ A Y Sk N‘ﬁ)ﬂ %ﬁ}"{e“‘ er CQ;Z)\\




Februaty 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letier to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to teform juvenile justice and sentencing. It 15
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is titne
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cuttent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has tuled we must considet in sentencing childeen. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthetmore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minofities ate overrepresented in Connecticul’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%

of juvenile offenders serving 50 ot more yeats identifying as Aftican Ametican or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing, The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offendess. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more impottantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
tecognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offendets shouldn’t teceive
patole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a patole hearing. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concetning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing lasws can prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Out state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By

doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:

Jodd b
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to tequest that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass FL.B. No. 5221 to teform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders seiving 50 or more yeats identifying as Affrican American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
parole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would thetefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdune
recognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive
parole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national traitblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can becomme a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

I atn a student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cutrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing childten. These
qualities include greater capacities fot self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peet pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overtepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 ot mote years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offendets. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but mote impottantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing ovetdue
1ecognition of juvenile offenders’ tight to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t teceive
parole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice systetn, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole heating.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the test of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincetely,

Addsess:
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immozal, umwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes comitted undet the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these cutdated laws.

Jovenile sentencing in Connecticut under cutrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we tnust consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overtepresented in Conmecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 ot moxe years identifying as African American ot Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
parole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bting Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ rjght to a second chance. Bven if some offenders shouldn’t receive
parole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing,

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national traitblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The tevision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By

doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincetely,

Ad&ress:
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Address

Signed,




February 27, 2014

"To whom it may concetn,

I am a student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass HLB. No. 5221 to refosm juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life

in ptison without the possibility of parole fot crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut undes cugrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supretne Coutt has ruled we must considet in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermote,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have beent subjected to
povetty, violence, and peet pressute. This socioeconoimic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotitics are ovetrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders setving 50 or more yeats identifying s Afiican American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would ptomote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing, The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s tuling, but more impottantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
tecognition of juvenile offenders’ tight to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive
parole, it is critical that juveniles teceive special consideration within our justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible fot a pazole heating. )

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national traitblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticat understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing effotts. Out state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincetely,

Address:
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Febary 27, 2014
To whom it M2y concern,

1 am a student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass HB. No. 5021 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. Ttis
jmmoxal, unwise, and DOV unconstitutlonal for Connecticat 10 allow ')uvcnjles to be sentenced' to life
in prisont without the oossibility of parole for cHimes committed undet the age of 18, and it Is me

for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing 10 Connectictt andet cutrent law fails to ackmowledge the “ppitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supteme Coutt has uled we must considet i sentencing children. These
quaﬁties ipclude greates capaclties for selfaim?xovcment and undetdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the ')uveniles who have gone through the juvenjle justice system have been subjected t0
poverty, violence, and peet pressute. This socioeconomic element 1 only compounded by the fact
that minozities at& overxepiesented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenﬁe detention centels with 92%

of juvenile offendets serving 50 of mOLe yeass identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Gentencing Commission’s secommended legistation would promote the
change We need 0 juvenile sentencing. The pxoposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
arole fot javenile offenders. Passing this pill would thetefore bing Connecticut 10110 compliance
with the Supreme Court’s Tling, but mote importantly, its the rdght thing to 4o, providing overdue
secogition of juvenile offendets’ right to 2 second chance- Ryen if some offendets shouldn’t receive
patole, it is ceitical that ']uveniles receive sP ecial consideration within out justice system, which is why
they chould all at least be eligible for 2 parole heating '

Asa foxwaxd—looking state, Connecticut should be 2 pational rrailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of jmpoved Jasys concesning juvenile justice. The tevisiont of our
existing laws cath prove that Connecticut undetstands the nuances and cateful attention peeded in
']uvenile sentencing effotts. Our state needs O rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, We once again can become 2 national teader and stand at the ¢orefront of Ametican
1ustkce.

Sincerely,

Address:
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Febtuary 27, 2014
To whom it may concein,

1 am 2 student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass HB. No. 5221 to ceform juvenile justice and sentencing. 1€ is
inmotal, anwise, and noW unconstituﬂonal for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be senteﬁced'to tife
in prisont without the possibility of patole for crimes committed undex the age of 18, and it is tme
for Connecticut t0 change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing io Connecticot undes current law fails t© acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must considet in sentencing childeen. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and anderdeveloped brains. Purthermore,
smany of the -uveniles who have gobe through the juvenile justice systerm have been subjected to
povesty, violence, and peer pressute. This socloeconomic element is only compounded by -the fact

that minofities ate ovetrepresente m Connecticut’s ptisons and }uven'ﬁe detention centers ¥ ith 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 o mofe years identifying as African Aserican of Hispanic.

The Conpecticut Sentencing Commission’s cecommended legislation would promote the
change We need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits (nandatory life sentences without
parole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore boing Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but mote impozstantly, i's the fight thing t0 do, providing ovetdue
recognition of juvenile offenders right to 2 second chance. Even if sore offendets shouldn’t receive
patole, it is ctitical that juveniles ceccive special consideration within out justice system, which is why

they should all at teast be eligible fora parole heating.

Asa forwatd-looking state, Connecticut should be 2 pational trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of itnproved Jaws concerning juvenile justice. The tevision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut anderstands the nuances and cateful attention needed i
juvenjle sentencing offorts. Out state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenjle justice. By
doing this, wWe once again can become 2 national leader and stand at the forefront of Amertican
justice.

Sincerely,




Febmaty 27, 2014
To whom it W2y concert,

1 am a student in Connecticut and 1 am wiiting this lettet O yequest that the Connecticat
General Assembly mmediately pass HB. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing: Tt 1s
igamotal, unwise, and NOwW unCOﬂstitutional for Connecticut O allow juvenles T be sentenced to life
in prisont without the j_)ossibi]ity of patole fot crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated 1aws.

Juvenile sentencing 0 Connecticut ander curzent law fails tO acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has suled we must considet in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for selfdmptovement and undetdeveloped tyains. Furthexnores
many of the juveniles who have gone through the javenile justice system have been subjected 10
poverty, violence, and peet pressure. This socioeconomic clement is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are ovetxepxesented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%
of juvenile offendets serving 50 or mOKE yeats identifying as African American OF Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s secommended legistationt would promote the
change We¢ need in jovenie sentencing. Tbe ptoposal prohibits oandatory life sentences without
arole for juvenile offenders. Passing this pill would therefore bing Connecticut i0t0 compliance
with the Supremne Coutt’s Taling, but more impoxtantly, i©'s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recoghition of juvenile offenders’ right 102 second chance. Fven if some offendets houldn’t receive

patole, it is critical that }uvenﬂes receive spec'ial consideration within out justice systetn, which is why
they should all at least be eligible fora patole heating. '

Asa forward-looking state, Connecticut should be 2 pational rrailblazes and show the rest of
the nation the many penefits of imptoved jaws concerning javenile justice. The tevision of out

existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in

']uvenjle gentencing efforts. Out state needs 10 rededicate itself to the ideals of '}uvenﬂe ']ustlce. By
doing this, W€ once again can become 2 national Jeader and stand at the forefront of American
justicc.

Sincetely,




Februaty 27, 2014
To whon it may concets,

1 am a student i Connecticut and I am \writing this Jettet t0 request that the Connecticut
General Asserubly immediately pass HB. No. 5221 to seform juvenile justice and sentencing: It is
immotal, uAWise, and now anconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for crimes committed undes the age of 18, and it is ome

for Connecticut t0 change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut undes cattent Jaw fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supteme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-imptovement and anderdeveloped brains. Fusthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povesty, violence, and peet pressuie. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that inorities are ovettepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%
of juvenile offenders seving 50 ot mOte years identifying as African Ametican of Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Comtnission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change We need in juvenile sentencing. ‘The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for javenile offendets. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut nto compliance
with the Supreine Coutt’s ruling, but moLe impoztantly, it’s the right thing 0 do, ptoviding overdue
recognition of juventle offendess’ tight to 2 second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive

patole, it is critical that juveniles yeceive spectal consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should Al at least be eligible for a parole hearing. ‘

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a pational trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved Jaws concering juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut anderstands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile centencing efforts. Ot state needs to cededicate itself to the ideals of javenile justice. By
doing this, we 0Bce again can become 2 natiopal leadet and stand at the forefront of Asmetican
justice.

Sincetely,




February 27, 2014

To whom it may concers,

1 am 2 student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this lettet t0 request that the Connecticut
General Assembly :mmediately pass HL.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immotal, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juventles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for crimes committed undet the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under curtent Jaw fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeyeloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected o
povetty, violence, and peer Pressute. “This socioeconomic element is only compounded by -the fact
that minotities ate oversepresented it Connecticut’s prisons and javenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offendets setving 50 of more yeats identifying as Aftican American ot Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need jn juvenile sentencing, The proposal ptohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this hill would therefore bng Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but more impottantly, it's the right thing to do, providing overdue
recogpition of juvenile offenders’ right to 2 second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t seceive
parole, it is critical that juveniles recelve special consideration within ous justice systetn, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a patole heating. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be 2 national traiiblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become 2 national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincetely,
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February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

1 am a student in Connecticut and I am wtiting this letter to request that the Connecticut
Genetal Assembly inmediately pass 11.B. No. 5021 to teform juvenile justice and sentencing, 1t is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for cdimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticat under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supteme Coutt has ruled we must considet in sentencing children. These
qualities include greatet capacities for self-dmprovement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer pressute. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by -the fact
that minotities are ovesrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centets with 92%

of juvenile offendets serving 50 or moxe yeats identifying as African Atnetican ot Hispanic.

‘The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s tecommended legistation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal probibits mandatory life sentences without
patole fot javenile offendets. Passing this bill would therefote bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supteme Coutt’s ruling, but more importantly, it's the tight thing to do, providing overdue
recogpition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Tiven if some offendets shouldn’t receive
pagole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should 41l at least be eligible for 2 parole hearing. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concetning juvenile justice. The tevision of out
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Out state qeeds to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincetely,

Address:




February 27, 2014
To whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to refort juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for crimes cominitted undez the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cutrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualides include greatet capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peet pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minotitics are overtepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offendets serving 50 ot mote years identifying as African American ot Hispanic.

The Connecticut Seatencing Comission’s tecommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing, The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would thesefote bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supteme Coutt’s ruling, but more impottantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offendets shouldn’t receive
patole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within out justice system, which is why
they should all at least be eligible for a patole hearing. '

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concetning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of Ametican
justice.

Sincerely,

Address:
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Februaty 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am wtiting this lettet to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immotal, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cutrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Couit has ruled we must consider in sentencing childten. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Futthermote,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
povetty, violence, and peer: pressute, This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are oveitepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offendets serving 50 ot more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
patole fot juvenile offendets. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Coutt’s ruling, but mote importantly, i’s the right thing to do, providing ovetdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ ﬂght to a second chance. Even if some offendesrs shouldn’t teceive
parole, it is ctitical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is \Vh}’
they should all at least be eligible for a parole hearing,

As a forward-looking state, Coninecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nnances and careful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
justice.

Sincerely,
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February 27, 2014

To whom it may concetn,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
iminoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for csimes comtnitted under the age of 18, and it is time
for Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under cutrent law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Coutt has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by .the fact
that minorities ate overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

‘The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without
parole for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance
with the Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue
recognition of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive
parole, it is critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is W’hY
they should all at least be eligible for a patole hearing.

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our
existing laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and cateful attention needed in
juvenile sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By
doing this, we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American
Justice.

Sincerely,
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Februaty 27, 2014
To whom it may concert,

I am a student in Connecticut and 1 am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing, It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitational for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and it is time for
Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualitics of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or mote years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing, The proposal prohibits mandatory life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why they should

all at least be eligible for a parole hearing,

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a national trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to cededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become 4 national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice.

i

Sincerely, ’ ;}
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February 27, 2014
"T'o whom it may concern,

I am a student in Connecticut and I am writing this letter to request that the Connecticut
General Assembly immediately pass H.B. No. 5221 to reform juvenile justice and sentencing. It is
immoral, unwise, and now unconstitutional for Connecticut to allow juveniles to be sentenced to life
in prison without the possibility of patrole for crimes committed under the age of 18, and itis time for
Connecticut to change these outdated laws.

Juvenile sentencing in Connecticut under current law fails to acknowledge the “mitigating
qualities of youth” that the Supreme Court has ruled we must consider in sentencing children. These
qualities include greater capacities for self-improvement and underdeveloped brains. Furthermore,
many of the juveniles who have gone through the juvenile justice system have been subjected to
poverty, violence, and peer pressure. This socioeconomic element is only compounded by the fact
that minorities are overrepresented in Connecticut’s prisons and juvenile detention centers with 92%
of juvenile offenders serving 50 or more years identifying as African American or Hispanic.

The Connecticut Sentencing Commission’s recommended legislation would promote the
change we need in juvenile sentencing. The proposal prohibits mandatoty life sentences without parole
for juvenile offenders. Passing this bill would therefore bring Connecticut into compliance with the
Supreme Court’s ruling, but more importantly, it’s the right thing to do, providing overdue recognition
of juvenile offenders’ right to a second chance. Even if some offenders shouldn’t receive parole, it is
critical that juveniles receive special consideration within our justice system, which is why they should
all at least be eligible for a parole hearing,

As a forward-looking state, Connecticut should be a nationatl trailblazer and show the rest of
the nation the many benefits of improved laws concerning juvenile justice. The revision of our existing
laws can prove that Connecticut understands the nuances and careful attention needed in juvenile
sentencing efforts. Our state needs to rededicate itself to the ideals of juvenile justice. By doing this,
we once again can become a national leader and stand at the forefront of American justice.

Sincerely,
ey,
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Signed,

Name Addre;.r
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