Multiple Agency Fiscal Note Summary

Bill Number:

1274 S HB

Title: Juvenile convictions/score

Estimated Cash Receipts

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures

[Agency Name 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
FTEs | GF-State | NGF-Outlook | Total FTEs | GF-State NGF-Outlook Total FTEs | GF-State NGF-Outlook Total

Administrative 8 383,500 383,500 383,500 8 380,000 380,000 380,000 8 380,000 380,000
Office of the

Courts

Office of Public 2.0 3,668,000 3,668,000 3,668,000 2.0] 2,043,000 2,043,000 2,043,000 .0 0 0
Defense

Office of 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Attorney

General

Caseload 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0
Forecast

Council

Department of Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.

[Commerce

Department of Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.

Children, Youth,

hnd Families

Department of 13.5 3,185,000 3,185,000 3,185,000 59 1,457,000 1,457,000 1,457,000 .0 0 0
Corrections

Department of n addition to the estimate above,there are additional indeterminate costs and/or savings. Please see individual fiscdl note.

[Corrections

| Total $ | 163 7236500( 723650 [  7236500] 87| 3880000 3880000 3880000 08 380,000 | 380,000 |
Agency Name 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31

FTEs | GF-State Total FTEs | GF-State Total FTEs | GF-State Total
Local Gov. Courts 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000
Loc School dist-SPI

Local Gov. Other

Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.

Local Gov. Total

Estimated Capital Budget Expenditures

FNPID 73123

FNS029 Multi Agency rollup




Agency Name 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
FTEs Bonds Total FTEs Bonds Total FTEs Bonds Total
Administrative Office of .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
the Courts
Office of Public Defense .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
Office of Attorney .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
General
Caseload Forecast .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
Council
Department of Commerce .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
Department of Children, .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
Youth, and Families
Department of .0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
Corrections
| Total §| 00| 0| 0] o0 0] o] o0 0] 0
Agency Name 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
FTEs | GF-State Total FTEs | GF-State Total FTEs | GF-State Total
Local Gov. Courts
Loc School dist-SPI
Local Gov. Other Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.
Local Gov. Total | [ [ | [
Estimated Capital Budget Breakout
Prepared by: Danya Clevenger, OFM Phone: Date Published:

(360) 688-6413

Final 2/18/2025
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Judicial Impact Fiscal Note

Revised

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score Agency: 055-Administrative Office of
the Courts
Part I: Estimates
|:| No Fiscal Impact
Estimated Cash Receipts to:
NONE
Estimated Expenditures from:
STATE FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
State FTE Staff Years 8 8 8 8 8
Account
General Fund-State 001-1 193,500 190,000 383,500 380,000 380,000
State Subtotal § 193,500 190,000 383,500 380,000 380,000
COUNTY FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
County FTE Staff Years
Account
Local - Counties 750,000 750,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000
Counties Subtotal $ 750,000 750,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000
CITY FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
City FTE Staff Years
Account
Local - Cities
Cities Subtotal $

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:
NONE

The revenue and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Responsibility for expenditures may be

subject to the provisions of RCW 43.135.060.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:
If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note fo

Parts I-V.

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

ILegislative Contact Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation: Chris Conn Phone: 360-704-5512 Date: 02/13/2025
Agency Approval:  Chris Stanley Phone: 360-357-2406 Date: 02/13/2025

FM Review: Gaius Horton Phone: (360) 819-3112 Date: 02/14/2025
201,991.00 Request # 175-1

Form FN (Rev 1/00)
FNSO061 Judicial Impact Fiscal Note

Bill # 1274 S HB




Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact on the Courts

This substitute changes the staggered resentencing eligibility criteria slightly by modifying the dates that a person currently
incarcerated must serve their sentence to.

The substitute would not make any changes affecting the fiscal impact to the Administrative Office of the Courts or the courts.
II. B - Cash Receipts Impact

None

II. C - Expenditures

The bill would have fiscal impacts for AOC court form updates and for courts to set resentencing hearings upon a motion for relief.

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
Minimal fiscal impact to the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC). AOC would incur costs of $3,500 for forms updates if the bill
passes. Estimates include costs for approximately 15 hours of Legal Services Senior Analyst time.

AOC STAFF IMPACTS INCLUDE STANDARD COSTS

Explanation of standard costs by object:

Salary estimates are current biennium actual rates at Step L.

Benefits are the agency average of 31.89% of salaries.

Goods and Services are the agency average of $3,800 per direct program FTE.

Travel is the agency average of $2,500 per direct program FTE.

One-time IT Equipment is $4,800 for the first fiscal year per direct program FTE. Ongoing Equipment is the agency average of $1,600 per
direct program FTE.

Agency Indirect is calculated at a rate of 24.73% of direct program salaries and benefits.

SUPERIOR COURT IMPACT

According to an analysis of Department of Corrections (DOC) data, the total eligible population under this bill is between 702 and 856
persons. Based on review of previous bills, it was determined that an accurate estimate of average hearing length would be 30 minutes
for agreed resentences and 60 minutes for contested resentences.

Applying these updated resentencing hearing times to the superior court cost formula, the revised the judicial need assessment equals
0.83 FTE with corresponding court costs of $750,000. This reflects a 60-minute allotment for contested cases (prep time and hearing time)
and a 30-minute allotment for uncontested cases (prep time and hearing time). These are averages, so we expect judges across the state
to encounter hearings that fall on either side of these time estimates.

This would equal an estimated annual court cost of $902,000.
State annual cost = $152,000 (50 percent of salary/100 percent of benefits for judges’ compensation)
Counties annual cost = $750,000

Part I1I: Expenditure Detail

201,991.00 Request # 175-1
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Part II1: Expenditure Detail
I1I1. A - Expenditure By Object or Purpose (State)

State

FY 2026

FY 2027

2025-27

2027-29

2029-31

FTE Staff Years

8

Salaries and Wages

95,000

95,000

190,000

190,000

190,000

Emplovee Benefits

57,000

57,000

114,000

114,000

114,000

Professional Service Contracts

Goods and Other Services

3,500

3,500

Travel

Capital Qutlays

Inter Agency/Fund Transfers

Grants, Benefits & Client Services

Debt Service

Interagency Reimbursements

Intra-Agency Reimbursements

38,000

38,000

76,000

76,000

76,000

Total $

193,500

190,000

383,500

380,000

380,000

I11. B - Expenditure By Object or Purpose (County)

County

FY 2026

FY 2027

2025-27

2027-29

2029-31

FTE Staff Years

Salaries and Benefits

Capital

Other

750,000

750,000

1,500,000

1,500,000

1,500,000

Total $

750,000

750,000

1,500,000

1,500,000

1,500,000

I11. C - Expenditure By Object or Purpose (City)

City

FY 2026

FY 2027

2025-27

2027-29

2029-31

FTE Staff Years

Salaries and Benefits

Capital

Other

Total $

I1I. C - Expenditure By Object or Purpose (City)
NONE

I11. D - FTE Detail

Job Classification Salary

FY 2026

FY 2027

2025-27

2027-29

2029-31

Superior Court Judge

152,000

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

Total FTEs

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

I11. E - Expenditures By Program (optional)
NONE

Part I'V: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures

NONE

201,991.00
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IV. B1 - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose (State)
NONE

IV. B2 - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose (County)
NONE

IV. B3 - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose (City)
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE
None
201,991.00 Request # 175-1
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Individual State Agency Fiscal Note

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score Agency: 056-Office of Public Defense

Part I: Estimates
|:| No Fiscal Impact

Estimated Cash Receipts to:

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures from:

FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
FTE Staff Years 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 0.0
Account
General Fund-State 001-1 1,660,000 2,008,000 3,668,000 2,043,000 0
Total $ 1,660,000 2,008,000 3,668,000 2,043,000 0

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:

NONE

The cash receipts and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Factors impacting the precision of these estimates,
and alternate ranges (if appropriate), are explained in Part I1.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:

? If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note
— form Parts I-V.

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

| | Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

Requires new rule making, complete Part V.

Legislative Contact: ~ Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation:  Shoshana Kehoe-Ehlers Phone: 3605863164 110 Date: 02/13/2025
Agency Approval: Sophia Byrd McSherry Phone: 360-586-3164 Date: 02/13/2025
OFM Review: Gaius Horton Phone: (360) 819-3112 Date: 02/14/2025

Form FN (Rev 1/00) 201,450.00 Request# SHB 1274-1
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Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact

Significant provisions of the bill and any related workload or policy assumptions that have revenue or expenditure impact on the responding agency by
section number.

Section 2(1) of SHB 1274 adds a new section to RCW 9.94A requiring that any individual sentenced for an offense
committed prior to July 23, 2023, whose offender score was increased due to any juvenile adjudications that are no longer
scorable pursuant to RCW 9.94A.525.; shall be entitled to a resentencing hearing upon the individual’s petition for relief if:
(a) the person is currently incarcerated in total confinement with a release date on the sentence of July 1, 2026, or later; and
(b) the person meets the criteria of subsection (2) or (3).

Subsection (2) provides the following criteria:

(a) Until July 1, 2026, the person has served at least:
(1) 80 percent of their sentence; or
(i1) 20 years of their sentence.
(b) After July 1, 2026, the person has served at least:
(1) 60 percent of their sentence; or
(i) 15 years or more of their sentence.
(c) After July 1, 2027, the person has served at least:
(i) 40 percent of their sentence; or
(i1)) 10 years of their sentence.
(d) After July 1, 2028, the person has served any amount of time on their sentence.

Subsection (3) provides that a county superior court may hear a petition outside of the order established in subsection (2) if
the petitioner meets the standard of subsection (1) and the presiding judge determines that the court has the capacity to
proceed with the petition.

Subsection (4) provides that if a petitioner meets the criteria, the court must grant the individual’s motion and immediately
set for resentencing. There is a rebuttable presumption the petitioner is entitled to be resentenced by the court. Under
subsection (4)(a) the court may deny the petition only if:

(i) the petitioner has a significant disciplinary record while incarcerated. This may be overcome by a two-year period free
from serious violations;

(i1) the petitioner has an insignificant record of rehabilitation while incarcerated; or

(ii1) the court determines it is more likely than not that the person will commit new felony criminal law violations if
resentenced.

Under subsection(4)(b) if the court grants the petitioner’s petition for resentencing, the release from total confinement may
not be sooner than six months after the date of the individual’s resentencing hearing.

Subsection (5) provides that if a petition is denied, the court must state the basis for its decision on the record, which a
petitioner may appeal. A petitioner, upon a showing of changed circumstances, may file a subsequent petition no sooner
than three years after denial, unless the court authorizes otherwise.

Subsection (7) provides the right to counsel. If the individual is incarcerated and unable to afford representation, counsel will
be appointed unless the individual expressly waives counsel. The right to counsel under this subsection does not extend to
any appeal or any subsequent petitions.

Subsection (14) provides that the legislation applies retroactively to individuals incarcerated on the effective date of this
section, regardless of the date of the offense or conviction.

Juvenile convictions/score 056-Office of Public Defense
Form FN (Rev 1/00) 201,450.00 Request# SHB 1274-1
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I1. B - Cash receipts Impact

Cash receipts impact of the legislation on the responding agency with the cash receipts provisions identified by section number and when appropriate, the
detail of the revenue sources. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the cash receipts impact is derived. Explanation
of how workload assumptions translate into estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

None

II. C - Expenditures

Agency expenditures necessary to implement this legislation (or savings resulting from this legislation), with the provisions of the legislation that result in
the expenditures (or savings) identified by section number. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the expenditure
impact is derived. Explanation of how workload assumptions translate into cost estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

OPD TO PROVIDE COUNSEL TO ELIGIBLE PETITIONERS

Section 2(7) of SHB 1274 provides the right to counsel for resentencing, within amounts appropriated for that purpose.

It is assumed that the Office of Public Defense (OPD) will provide public defense counsel statewide under SHB 1274,
based on authority established at RCW 2.70.020(3). RCW 2.70.020(3) states that, "The director shall... Subject to the
availability of funds appropriated for this specific purpose, appoint counsel to petition the sentencing court if the legislature
creates an ability to petition the sentencing court ... .”

It is assumed that, on average, the following number of individuals in each phase will be eligible to petition the court:

Phase 1 (until July 1, 2026): 234
Phase 2 (after July 1, 2026): 299
Phase 3 (after July 1, 2027): 145
Phase 4 (after July 1, 2028): 90

STAFFING ASSUMPTIONS

Beginning July 1, 2025 and ongoing, OPD requires salary, benefits, and associated standard costs for 2.0 FTEs to complete
triage efforts.

One 1.0 FTE Managing Attorney to oversee case triage efforts. Triaging includes analysis of each individual’s application
and supporting documentation to identify eligibility for resentencing, and assigning priority for representation based on a
community-informed tiering system.

One 1.0 FTE Paralegal to support the work of the Managing Attorney.

NON-STANDARD COSTS
Object G - Travel

OPD Staff: OPD staff will travel within Washington for purposes of: (1) visiting DOC facilities to help communicate about
the program to incarcerated individuals; and (2) visiting with and observing contract attorneys for purposes of monitoring
performance. Travel costs for OPD employees in FY 2026 will average $600 per quarter, or $2,400 over the year. Travel
costs for OPD employees in FY 2027 and beyond will average $1,000 per quarter, or $4,000 per year.

OPD Contractors: OPD will enter into contracts with attorneys, mitigation experts and investigators, and expert witnesses
who will provide representation under SHB 1274 in multi-county regions. By contracting with fewer attorneys, mitigation
experts and investigators, and experts, who represent larger regions, OPD can better streamline and centralize its
recruitment, training, and contracting efforts. Contractors will need reimbursement for travel expenses (pursuant to OFM
SAAM guidelines) for activities such as witness interviews, court hearings, meeting clients in DOC facilities, and other
case-related purposes. Travel costs for OPD contractors in FY 2026 will average $2,000 per quarter, or $8,000 over the full
year. Travel costs for OPD contractors in FY 2027 and beyond will be approximately $6,000 per quarter, or $24,000 per

Juvenile convictions/score 056-Office of Public Defense
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year.
Object N - Client Services

Contract Attorneys: Contracted attorneys may be individual attorneys, multi-attorney firms, non-profit public defense
agencies, and/or county public defense agencies. Contract attorneys may be assigned to multi-county regions of the state to
ensure effective, trained representation for individuals regardless of their sentencing county. It is assumed that a contracted
attorney will spend, on average, 16 hours per resentencing case. It is further anticipated that OPD will pay an average of
$165 per hour for contracted attorneys.

FY26 234 (individuals) x 100% x 16 hours x $165/hour = $617,760
FY27 299 (individuals) x 100% x 16 hours x $165/hour = $789,360
FY28 145 (individuals) x 100% x 16 hours x $165/hour = $382,800
FY29 90 (individuals) x 100% x 16 hours x $165/hour = $237,600

Contract Mitigation Experts and Investigators: Contracted mitigation experts and investigators may be solo practitioners or
employees in organizations. Contractors may be assigned to multi-county regions of the state to ensure effective, trained
representation for individuals regardless of their sentencing county. It is assumed that half the cases will require an average
of 32 hours of combined mitigation expert and investigator time. It is anticipated that mitigation experts and investigators will
be contracted at $100 per hour.

FY26 234 (individuals) x 50.00% x 32 hours x $100/hour = $374,400
FY27 299 (individuals) x 50.00% x 32 hours x $100/hour = $478,400
FY28 145 (individuals) x 50.00% x 32 hours x $100/hour = $232,000
FY29 90 (individuals) x 50.00% x 32 hours x $100/hour = $144,000

Contract Expert Witnesses: It is anticipated that approximately 20% of the cases litigated under SHB 1274 will require the
assistance of expert witnesses. Experts will provide, for example, evaluation, consultation, and in-court testimony related to
individual’s behavior or rehabilitation while incarcerated, forensic psychology, and other technical areas outside the scope of
OPD contractors’ expertise. It is anticipated that the average expert cost per case where the service is needed, will be
$6,000. This calculation includes: $300 expert hourly rate x 20 hours per case = $6,000.

FY26 234 (individuals) x 20.00% x $6,000 = $280,800
FY27 299 (individuals) x 20.00% x $6,000 = $358,800
FY28 145 (individuals) x 20.00% x $6,000 = $174,000
FY29 90 (individuals) x 20.00% x $6,000 = $108,000

EXPLANATION OF STANDARD COSTS BY OBJECT

A - Salary estimates are current biennium actual rates at Step M.

B - Benefits are the agency average of 29.58% of salaries.

E - Goods and Services are the agency average of $3,300 per direct program FTE.

G - Travel is the agency average of $4,000 per direct program FTE.

J — Ongoing Equipment is the agency average of $1,500 per direct program FTE.

J — One-time IT Equipment is $11,000 for the first fiscal year per direct program FTE.

T — Direct Program Support for direct supervision and direct financial/contracting support is $13,700 per direct program
FTE.

T — Agency Indirect is a de minimus rate of 10% of direct program salaries and benefits.

Juvenile convictions/score 056-Office of Public Defense
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Part III: Expenditure Detail
I1I. A - Operating Budget Expenditures

Account |Account Title Type FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
001-1 General Fund State 1,660,000 2,008,000 3,668,000 2,043,000 0
Total $ 1,660,000 2,008,000 3,668,000 2,043,000 0
I11. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31

FTE Staff Years 20 20 20 20

A-Salaries and Wages 216,000 216,000 432,000 432,000

B-Employee Benefits 64,000 64,000 128,000 128,000

C-Professional Service Contracts

E-Goods and Other Services 6,000 6,000 12,000 12,000

G-Travel 19,000 36,000 55,000 72,000

J-Capital Outlays 26,000 4,000 30,000 8,000

M-Inter Agency/Fund Transfers

N-Grants, Benefits & Client Services 1,273,000 1,626,000 2,899,000 1,279,000

P-Debt Service

S-Interagency Reimbursements

T-Intra-Agency Reimbursements 56,000 56,000 112,000 112,000

9-

Total $ 1,660,000 2,008,000 3,668,000 2,043,000 0
HI. C - Operating FTE Detail: List FTEs by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals need to agree with total FTEs in
Part I and Part 1114

Job Classification Salary FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31

Managing Attorney 129,000 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Paralegal 87,000 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Total FTEs 20 2.0 20 2.0 0.0

I11. D - Expenditures By Program (optional)
NONE

Part IV: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures
NONE

IV. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE

IV. D - Capital FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part IVB.

NONE
Juvenile convictions/score 056-Oftice of Public Defense
Form FN (Rev 1/00) 201,450.00 Request# SHB 1274-1

FNS063 Individual State Agency Fiscal Note 5 Bill # 1274 S HB



Part V: New Rule Making Required

Provisions of the bill that require the agency to adopt new administrative rules or repeal/revise existing rules.

Juvenile convictions/score 056-Office of Public Defense
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Individual State Agency Fiscal Note

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score

Agency: 100-Office of Attorney
General

Part I: Estimates
No Fiscal Impact

Estimated Cash Receipts to:

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures from:
NONE

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:

NONE

The cash receipts and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Factors impacting the precision of these estimates,

and alternate ranges (if appropriate), are explained in Part I1.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:

form Parts I-V.

| | Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

Requires new rule making, complete Part V.

If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

Legislative Contact: ~ Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation: Dave Merchant Phone: 360-753-1620 Date: 02/12/2025
Agency Approval: Thomas Deaton Phone: 3607096473 Date: 02/12/2025
OFM Review: Rayanna Evans Phone: (360) 902-0553 Date: 02/12/2025

Form FN (Rev 1/00) 201,959.00
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Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact

Significant provisions of the bill and any related workload or policy assumptions that have revenue or expenditure impact on the responding agency by
section number.

1. The Attorney General’s Office (AGO) Correction Division (COR) has reviewed this bill and determined it will not
increase or decrease the division’s workload. Therefore, no costs are included in this request.

2. The AGO Revenue Division (REV) has reviewed this bill and determined it will not significantly increase or decrease the
division’s workload in representing the Caseload Forecast Council (Council). REV does not anticipate this bill creating a
noticeable increase in legal services for the CFC. New legal services are nominal, and costs are not included in this request.

3. The AGO Agriculture & Health Division (AHD) has reviewed this bill and determined it will not significantly increase or
decrease the division’s workload in representing the Department of Commerce (Commerce). The contracting by the Office
of Crime Victims Advocacy (OCVA) at Commerce, as required under Section 2 (10), (11) and (12) (8), (9), and (10), is not
expected to generate much need for legal assistance. Commerce was assigned this fiscal note request for its role in
estimating the impact of bills on local governments. This work by Commerce will not generate any legal work for AHD.
New legal services are nominal, and costs are not included in this request.

4. The AGO Solicitor General’s Office Division (SGO) has reviewed this bill and determined it will not increase or decrease
the division’s workload. Therefore, no costs are included in this request.

II. B - Cash receipts Impact

Cash receipts impact of the legislation on the responding agency with the cash receipts provisions identified by section number and when appropriate, the
detail of the revenue sources. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the cash receipts impact is derived. Explanation
of how workload assumptions translate into estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

I1. C - Expenditures

Agency expenditures necessary to implement this legislation (or savings resulting from this legislation), with the provisions of the legislation that result in
the expenditures (or savings) identified by section number. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the expenditure
impact is derived. Explanation of how workload assumptions translate into cost estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

Part III: Expenditure Detail
ITI. A - Operating Budget Expenditures
NONE

I11. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

III. C - Operating FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part |
and Part I1IA.
NONE

I11. D - Expenditures By Program (optional)
NONE

Part I'V: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures

NONE
Juvenile convictions/score 100-Office of Attorney General
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IV. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE

IV. D - Capital FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part IVB.

NONE
Part V: New Rule Making Required

Provisions of the bill that require the agency to adopt new administrative rules or repeal/revise existing rules.

Juvenile convictions/score 100-Office of Attorney General
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Individual State Agency Fiscal Note

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score

Agency: 101-Caseload Forecast
Council

Part I: Estimates
No Fiscal Impact

Estimated Cash Receipts to:

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures from:
NONE

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:

NONE

The cash receipts and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Factors impacting the precision of these estimates,

and alternate ranges (if appropriate), are explained in Part I1.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:

form Parts I-V.

| | Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

Requires new rule making, complete Part V.

If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

Legislative Contact: ~ Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation:  Clela Steelhammer Phone: 360-664-9381 Date: 02/11/2025
Agency Approval: Clela Steelhammer Phone: 360-664-9381 Date: 02/11/2025
OFM Review: Danya Clevenger Phone: (360) 688-6413 Date: 02/16/2025
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Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact

Significant provisions of the bill and any related workload or policy assumptions that have revenue or expenditure impact on the responding agency by
section number.

See attachment.

I1. B - Cash receipts Impact

Cash receipts impact of the legislation on the responding agency with the cash receipts provisions identified by section number and when appropriate, the
detail of the revenue sources. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the cash receipts impact is derived. Explanation
of how workload assumptions translate into estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

None.

I1. C - Expenditures

Agency expenditures necessary to implement this legislation (or savings resulting from this legislation), with the provisions of the legislation that result in
the expenditures (or savings) identified by section number. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the expenditure
impact is derived. Explanation of how workload assumptions translate into cost estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

See attachment.

Part I1I: Expenditure Detail
II1. A - Operating Budget Expenditures
NONE

I11. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

III. C - Operating FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part I
and Part I11A.
NONE

I11. D - Expenditures By Program (optional)
NONE

Part IV: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures
NONE

IV. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE

IV. D - Capital FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part IVB.

NONE
Juvenile convictions/score 101-Caseload Forecast Council
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Part V: New Rule Making Required

Provisions of the bill that require the agency to adopt new administrative rules or repeal/revise existing rules.
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SHB 1274

RETROACTIVELY APPLYING THE SCORING
EXCEPTION OF CERTAIN JUVENILE CONVICTIONS

101 — Caseload Forecast Council
February 7, 2025

SUMMARY

A brief description of what the measure does that has fiscal impact.

Section 1

Section 2

Section 2

Section 2

Section 2

Intent section, including the statement that it’s sound public policy to make the
changes enacted in EHB 1324 retroactive.

Adds a new section to chapter 9.94A RCW that states any person sentenced for an
offense committed prior to July 23, 2023, and whose score was increased due to
juvenile adjudication(s) that are not scorable under RCW 9.94A.525 as enacted at the
time the petition is filed is entitled to a resentencing hearing upon the person’s motion
for relief if the person is currently incarcerated in total confinement and has a release
date of July 1, 2026, or later; and the person meets the requirements in subsection(2)
or (3).

States a person the requirements of subsection (2) if:

e Until July 1, 2026, the person has served at least 80% of their sentence or has
served at least 20 years of their sentence;

e After July 1, 2026, the person has served at least 60% of their sentence or has
served at least 15 years of their sentence;

e After July 1, 2027, the person has served at least 40% of their sentence or has
served at least 10 years of their sentence;

e After July 1, 2028, the person has served any amount of their sentence.

Allows a court to hear a petition outside of the order above if the petitioner meets the
standards in subsection (1) and the presiding judge of the superior court determines
the county has capacity to proceed with petitions.

Additionally requires the court to grant the petition if it finds the person meets the
criteria under subsection (1) and subject to subsection (c) of this subsection. The court
must set an expedited date for a resentencing hearing.

Additionally states the court may deny a petition if the petitioner has a significant
record of specified serious infractions, has an insignificant record of rehabilitation
and programming while incarcerated, or the court has determined by a preponderance
of evidence that it is more likely than not that the person will commit new felony
criminal law violations if resentenced.

Additionally states when an individual who has been resentenced under this section is
within six months of their expected release, the Department of Corrections (DOC)
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will consider the individual reentry plan that has already been created and
periodically reviewed and updated.

Section 2 Additionally requires the office of crime victims advocacy to establish a flexible fund
to support victims and survivors of victims impacted by this act and shall contract
with an entity in victim services to provide training for victim advocates embedded
within prosecuting attorneys’ offices.

Section 2 Additionally states that any person sentenced on or after the effective date for this
section for an offense committed prior to July 23, 2023, shall have their offender
score calculated based on RCW 9.94A.525 as enacted as enacted at the time of
sentencing. States the act applies retroactively to persons incarcerated on the
effective date of the section, regardless of the date of offense or conviction.

EXPENDITURES

Assumptions.
None.

Impact on the Caseload Forecast Council.
None.

Impact Summary
This bill:
e Reduces offender scores for some individuals.

Impact on prison and jail beds

The bill applies changes regarding which juvenile offense can be included in the offender score
from EHB 1324 (2023) retroactively and gives priority for resentencing of individuals currently
incarcerated whose offender score is impacted by the provision of the bill by date of expected
release.

The CFC lacks data necessary to reliably estimate the bed impacts of the bill. However,
reductions in offender scores will result in most sentences receiving lower confinement, reducing
the use of prison and jail beds. Some individuals may have a reduced score that shifts the
presumptive sentence from prison to non-prison.

Juvenile Rehabilitation Bed Impacts

Generally, the scoring rules for adult convictions should not impact juvenile bed needs.
However, current statutes require individuals sentenced in adult court for an offense committed
before the age of 18 to serve to their confinement at a Juvenile Rehabilitation (JR) facility until
age 25, or until release if occurring prior to age 25. As a result, any adult conviction for an
offense committed by someone under the age of 18 that included juvenile adjudications in the
offender score may reduce the need for JR beds as removing the juvenile adjudications from
scoring may result in a lower offender score. However, as less than 1% of all sentences in the
adult system are committed by those less than age 18, it is assumed any impacts to JR would be
minimal.

Resentencing Offender Scores February 7, 2025 SHB 1274
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Individual State Agency Fiscal Note

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score Agency: 103-Department of Commerce

Part I: Estimates
|:| No Fiscal Impact

Estimated Cash Receipts to:

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures from:

Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:

NONE

The cash receipts and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Factors impacting the precision of these estimates,
and alternate ranges (if appropriate), are explained in Part I1.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:

X If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note
— form Parts I-V.

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

| | Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

Requires new rule making, complete Part V.

Legislative Contact: ~ Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation:  Kate Labelle Phone: 3607252753 Date: 02/11/2025
Agency Approval: Hayley Tresenriter Phone: 360-725-3042 Date: 02/11/2025
OFM Review: Marie Davis Phone: (360) 890-1163 Date: 02/15/2025
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Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact

Significant provisions of the bill and any related workload or policy assumptions that have revenue or expenditure impact on the responding agency by
section number.

The changes between HB 1274 and SHB 1274 do not impact the Department of Commerce (Department).

Section 3(9)(a) adds a new chapter to RCW 9.94A, Sentencing Reform Act of 1981, that requires the Office of Crime
Victims Advocacy (OCVA) within the Department to create a flexible fund to serve victims and survivors of victims
impacted by this act. The office may contract for the administration of this fund.

Section 3(9)(b) requires the Department to contract with prosecuting attorney’s offices to offer victim advocacy services
for victims impacted by this act.

Section 3(9)(c) requires the Department to contract with an entity with expertise in victim services to provide training for
victim advocates in prosecuting attorney’s offices.

I1. B - Cash receipts Impact

Cash receipts impact of the legislation on the responding agency with the cash receipts provisions identified by section number and when appropriate, the
detail of the revenue sources. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the cash receipts impact is derived. Explanation
of how workload assumptions translate into estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

II. C - Expenditures

Agency expenditures necessary to implement this legislation (or savings resulting from this legislation), with the provisions of the legislation that result in
the expenditures (or savings) identified by section number. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the expenditure
impact is derived. Explanation of how workload assumptions translate into cost estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

Indeterminate fiscal impact.

Section 2(8) the Office of Crime Victims Advocacy (OCVA) at the Department of Commerce (Department) is required to
expand victim services to include legal advocacy, safety planning, restorative justice options, and case management. To
meet these requirements, OCVA will need funding to support the administrative costs and pass-through funding to
prosecuting attorney's office for services. This scope of work is an expansion of the existing Victim Witness grant program.

Section 2(9) directs OCVA to create and manage a flexible fund to assist victims with relocation, travel, and mental health
expenses. This fund will require additional administrative support to oversee the program and a pass-through grant to
disburse funds.

Costs associated with these changes include developing new grant frameworks, creating training programs for victim
advocates, setting up the initial program infrastructure. Additionally, costs will result from delivering direct services,
managing the flexible fund, and providing continued training and support for victims impacted by resentencing. These cost
estimates are based on assumptions about the number of individuals eligible for resentencing and historical demand for
victim services.

Meeting these requirements will increase the workload for OCVA staff and contracted partners and will rely on legislative
appropriations from the state’s general fund.

Administrative costs: $57,947 per year

Commerce Specialist 5: 0.05 FTE:
Provides supervision and oversight to staff
Provides supervision and oversight regarding the administrative budget and pass through allocations
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Participates in planning and implementation meetings regarding victim witness services, resource needs, and infrastructure
Develops grant templates, and additional tools for the state administrative role

Commerce Specialist 3: 0.10 FTE

Manages the Victim Witness grant program; this includes RFP development, obligation processes, data tracking and review,
information sharing and technical assistance, monitoring pass through budget

Manages individual victim witness grants; this includes application reviews, invoice reviews, invoice payment, data reviews,
risk assessments, monitoring plans, technical assistance

Maintains relationships with grantees and the Washington Association of Prosecuting Attorneys, represents OCVA as
needed in stakeholder meetings and connections, attends training and technical assistance events

Commerce Specialist 1: 0.10 FTE

Enters grants into Contract Management System, routes grants for signature
Pulls reports, maintains records, assists in compliance and monitoring tasks
Supports all centralized grant administration task

Management Analyst 3: 0.10 FTE

Maintains and updates InfoNet, the statewide data collection system where services and activities are reported
Provides InfoNet technical assistance, pulls customized reports

Website supports; includes posting RFPs, as well as any additional information and resources about the program

The Department is using an estimate of 850 individuals eligible for resentencing, and that cases would be heard over the
course of a five-year period. Eligibility for resentencing includes a release date no earlier than July 1, 2026, but it is
anticipated training and technical assistance can occur July 1, 2025 through June 30, 2026, as well as victim supports and
outreach.

This analysis includes updated cost estimates based on new information. Previously, estimates assumed that 850 cases
would be processed each year. However, the Department has received updated information indicating that 850 individuals
will be eligible, with this number spread over a five-year period.

The computation is as follows:
o Year 1: FY 2026
0 $200,000 for Victim Witness Programs
0 $340,000 for flexible financial assistance
0 $65,000 for training program
o Years 2-5: FY 2027-2030
0 $200,000 per year for Victim Witness Programs
0 $340,000 per year for flexible financial assistance

Pass through grants to prosecuting attorney's offices - $200,000 per year through FY 2030:
Current projections show varied impacts by county. 21 counties are projected to have 5 or less cases total, and the
Department anticipates those can be supported with current staffing levels.

12 counties are projected to be more heavily impacted, with total case numbers ranging from 7-28. However, if divided
these cases over a five-year period, the impact is less and can likely be supported by current staffing levels (as it results in
an average of 5 or less cases per year).

6 counties are projected to have case numbers of 50 — 193 total, spread that out over the anticipated five-year period that
averages 10 — 38 cases per year for these victim witness programs.

These six counties will need additional funds to support the work, and the Department estimates a range of funding needed
for each office, depending on caseloads (approximately $25,000-$50,000 each to support new costs to victim witness
program. The Department anticipates many victim witness programs may need to hire additional staff, supporting anything
under a 1.0 FTE for an office will create implementation challenges. The Department recognizes that this total is likely not
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Form FN (Rev 1/00) 201,225.00 Request # 181-300-1
FNS063 Individual State Agency Fiscal Note 3 Bill # 1274 S HB



enough for a full FTE at each office impacted. Pass through grants to support victims - $1,700,000 over the five-year
period, approximately $340,000 per year.

Estimate $2,000 per case (850 cases): Estimated based on the following assumptions: $1,500 for one month of rent, $500
for other health, safety and relocation expenses. These assumptions are examples and not intended to limit the scope of
these funds.

Training - $65,000, one-time costs in FY 2025.

Using the current Victim Witness Training and Technical Assistance grant as a cost baseline, which is $90,000 per year,
the grant includes one 3-day training session and ongoing in-person, and virtual training sessions as needed to address
emerging issues. The training program for this bill is similar in scope but is more specifically focused on this topic and type
of support, reducing the overall anticipated cost associated with it. This will involve the development of new training
materials, technical assistance tools, and fact sheets, as well as efforts to build capacity with victim-witness staff across the
state.

Part II1: Expenditure Detail
ITI. A - Operating Budget Expenditures

| Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion. |

I11. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion. |

III. C - Operating FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part
and Part I1IA.
NONE

I11. D - Expenditures By Program (optional)
NONE

Part IV: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures
NONE

IV. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE

IV. D - Capital FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part IVB.

NONE
Part V: New Rule Making Required

Provisions of the bill that require the agency to adopt new administrative rules or repeal/revise existing rules.
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Individual State Agency Fiscal Note

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score

Agency: 307-Department of Children,
Youth, and Families

Part I: Estimates
|:| No Fiscal Impact

Estimated Cash Receipts to:

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures from:

Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:

NONE

The cash receipts and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Factors impacting the precision of these estimates,

and alternate ranges (if appropriate), are explained in Part I1.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:

form Parts I-V.

| | Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

Requires new rule making, complete Part V.

X If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

Legislative Contact: ~ Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation:  Jay Treat Phone: 360-556-6313 Date: 02/11/2025
Agency Approval: Crystal Lester Phone: 360-628-3960 Date: 02/11/2025

OFM Review: Danya Clevenger

Phone: (360) 688-6413 Date: 02/16/2025
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Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact

Significant provisions of the bill and any related workload or policy assumptions that have revenue or expenditure impact on the responding agency by
section number.

Comparison of 1274-SHB to 1274-HB:
New Section 2(2) authorizes persons sentenced prior to July 2023, whose offender score was increased due to any juvenile

adjudications that are not scorable under RCW 9.94A.525 to petition the court for a resentencing hearing based on the
folloing revised timeframes:

Until July 1, 2026 (replaced July 1, 2027), the person has served at least 80% (increased from 50%) of their sentence or has
served at lease 20 (increased from 15) years of their sentence;

After July 1, 2026 (replaced July 1, 2027), the person has served at least 60% (increased from 25%) of their sentence or
has served at least 15 (increased from 10) years of their sentence;

After July 1, 2027 (replaced July 1, 2028), the person has served at least 40% (increased from 10%) of their sentence or
has served at least 10 (increased from 5) years of their sentence;

Added after July 1, 2028 (replaced July 1, 2029), the person has served any amount of their sentence.
New Section 2(3) adds the provision that a county superior court may hear a petiton outside of the order established in
subsection 2 above, if the petitioner meets the standar in subsection 1 of this act and the residing judge of the superion court

determines that the county has the capacity to proceed with petitions.

New Section 2(2)(c) is removed which provided the directive that a court may not schedule a resentencing hearing under
this section before January 1, 2025.

1274-HB
Section 1 is a new section stating the intent of the bill.

Section 2 is a new section entitling any person sentenced before July 23, 2023, whose offender score was raised because of
juvenile offenses that should count under RCW 9.04A.525, can ask the court for a resentencing hearing. This depends on
specific timelines and how much of their sentence they’ve already served.

I1. B - Cash receipts Impact

Cash receipts impact of the legislation on the responding agency with the cash receipts provisions identified by section number and when appropriate, the
detail of the revenue sources. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the cash receipts impact is derived. Explanation
of how workload assumptions translate into estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

NONE

I1. C - Expenditures

Agency expenditures necessary to implement this legislation (or savings resulting from this legislation), with the provisions of the legislation that result in
the expenditures (or savings) identified by section number. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the expenditure
impact is derived. Explanation of how workload assumptions translate into cost estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

Fiscal impact is indeterminate.
Juvenile convictions/score 307-Department of Children, Youth, and Families
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With the lowering of offender scores, the bill may potentially result in a decrease in Average Daily Population (ADP) and
indeterminate savings to DCYF. DCYF does not have data regarding how many individuals will be impacted, therefore, the
caseload forecast, and per capita adjustments are unknown at this time.

DCYF assumes the impact will result when the ADP caseload changes in the JR residential facilities forecast. The impact
would be reflected in the forecasted maintenance level budget step. DCYF will true up our fiscal impact in subsequent
budget submittals if the legislation is enacted into law.

Part III: Expenditure Detail
II1. A - Operating Budget Expenditures

| Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion. |

II1. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion. |

III. C - Operating FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part I
and Part I11A.
NONE

I11. D - Expenditures By Program (optional)
NONE

Part IV: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures
NONE

IV. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE

IV. D - Capital FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part IVB.

NONE
Part V: New Rule Making Required

Provisions of the bill that require the agency to adopt new administrative rules or repeal/revise existing rules.

Juvenile convictions/score 307-Department of Children, Youth, and Families
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Individual State Agency Fiscal Note

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title:  Juvenile convictions/score Agency: 310-Department of
Corrections

Part I: Estimates

|:| No Fiscal Impact

Estimated Cash Receipts to:

NONE

Estimated Operating Expenditures from:

FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
FTE Staff Years 13.5 13.5 13.5 59 0.0
Account
General Fund-State 001-1 1,617,000 1,568,000 3,185,000 1,457,000 0
Total $ 1,617,000 1,568,000 3,185,000 1,457,000 0

In addition to the estimates above, there are additional indeterminate costs and/or savings. Please see discussion.

Estimated Capital Budget Impact:

NONE

The cash receipts and expenditure estimates on this page represent the most likely fiscal impact. Factors impacting the precision of these estimates,
and alternate ranges (if appropriate), are explained in Part I1.

Check applicable boxes and follow corresponding instructions:

X If fiscal impact is greater than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete entire fiscal note
— form Parts I-V.

If fiscal impact is less than $50,000 per fiscal year in the current biennium or in subsequent biennia, complete this page only (Part I).

| | Capital budget impact, complete Part IV.

Requires new rule making, complete Part V.

Legislative Contact: ~ Michelle Rusk Phone: 360-786-7153 Date: 02/06/2025
Agency Preparation:  Andrew Manganiello Phone: 360-725-8428 Date: 02/17/2025
Agency Approval: Wendi Gunther Phone: 360-725-8428 Date: 02/17/2025
OFM Review: Danya Clevenger Phone: (360) 688-6413 Date: 02/18/2025
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Part II: Narrative Explanation

I1. A - Brief Description Of What The Measure Does That Has Fiscal Impact

Significant provisions of the bill and any related workload or policy assumptions that have revenue or expenditure impact on the responding agency by
section number.

AN ACT relating to retroactively applying the requirement to exclude certain juvenile convictions from an offender score
regardless of the date of the offense; adding a new section to chapter 9.94A RCW; and creating a new section.

The Substitute House Bill (SHB) 1274 differs from the House Bill (HB) 1274 in the following way:
Section 2(1): Adds that the person meets the requirements in subsection (2) or (3).

States a person the requirements of subsection (2) if:

» Until July 1, 2026, the person has served at least 80 percent of their sentence or has served at least 20 years of their
sentence;

» After July 1, 2026, the person has served at least 60 percent of their sentence or has served at least 15 years of their
sentence;

» After July 1, 2027, the person has served at least 40 percent of their sentence or has served at least 10 years of their
sentence;

» After July 1, 2028, the person has served any amount of their sentence.

Section 2(3): Allows a court to hear a petition outside of the order above if the petitioner meets the standards in subsection
(1) and the presiding judge of the superior court determines the county has capacity to proceed with petitions.

The following impacts remain unchanged from the previous bill version, HB 1274:

Section 1: Intent section, including the statement that it is sound public policy to make the changes enacted in the Engrossed
House Bill 1324 retroactive.

Section 2(4): Additionally requires the court to grant the petition if it finds the person meets the criteria under subsection (1)
and subject to subsection (c¢) of this subsection. The court must set an expedited date for a resentencing hearing.

Section 2(4): Additionally requires the court to grant the petition if it finds the person meets the criteria under subsection (1)
and subject to subsection (c) of this subsection. The court must set an expedited date for a resentencing hearing.

Section 2(5): Additionally states the court may deny a petition if the petitioner has a significant record of specified serious
infractions, has an insignificant record of rehabilitation and programming while incarcerated, or the court has determined by
a preponderance of evidence that it is more likely than not that the person will commit new felony criminal law violations if
resentenced. Also, when an individual who has been resentenced under this section is within six months of their expected
release, DOC will consider the individual reentry plan that has already been created and periodically reviewed and updated.

Section 2(6): Additionally requires the Department of Corrections (DOC) to prepare and make available an individual
reentry plan under chapter 72.09 RCW and provide resources for the plan to anyone resentenced under this section within
six months of the expected release date.

Section 2(9): Additionally requires the Office of Crime Victim’s Advocacy to establish a flexible fund to support victims and
survivors of victims impacted by this act.

Section 2(11): Office of Crime Victims Advocacy shall contract with an entity in victim services to provide training for
victim advocates embedded within prosecuting attorneys’ offices.

Juvenile convictions/score 310-Department of Corrections
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Section 2(13): Additionally states that any person sentenced on or after the effective date for this section for an offense
committed prior to July 23, 2023, shall have their offender score calculated based on RCW 9.94A.525 as enacted at the
time of sentencing. States the act applies retroactively to persons incarcerated on the effective date of the section,
regardless of the date of offense or conviction.

This bill is effective 90 days after the adjournment of the legislative session.

II. B - Cash receipts Impact

Cash receipts impact of the legislation on the responding agency with the cash receipts provisions identified by section number and when appropriate, the
detail of the revenue sources. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the cash receipts impact is derived. Explanation
of how workload assumptions translate into estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

None.

I1. C - Expenditures

Agency expenditures necessary to implement this legislation (or savings resulting from this legislation), with the provisions of the legislation that result in
the expenditures (or savings) identified by section number. Description of the factual basis of the assumptions and the method by which the expenditure
impact is derived. Explanation of how workload assumptions translate into cost estimates. Distinguished between one time and ongoing functions.

If this bill is enacted, DOC will have an indeterminate fiscal impact, assumed to be greater than $50,000 per Fiscal Year
(FY).

DOC DETERMINATE COSTS:

Based on the new version of the bill, the resentencing hearings can now start earlier in FY 2026. The OPD updated data
includes a slightly reduced number of the incarcerated individuals eligible for resentencing that will occur in FY 2026 and FY
2027. The OPD provided phased in information (Phase 1 until July 1, 2026: 234; Phase 2 after July 1, 2026: 299; Phase 3
after July 1, 2027: 145; Phase 4 after July 1, 2028: 90) DOC used to develop workload assumptions. The overall workload
will be done on a more even spread between the four phases from FY 2026 through FY 2029. Even though the resentencing
hearings can occur earlier with a slightly reduced number of qualified incarcerated individuals eligible for resentencing,
DOC assumes no change in the previous assumptions for FY 2026 and FY 2027. This is due to having slightly reduced
number of eligible individuals while at the same time preparing, coordinating, and conducting the resentencing hearings.
Using the updated OPD data, FY 2028 will have a minor change, and FY 2029 staffing need will be increased due to the
updated number of eligible individuals for hearings.

In addition to workload mentioned in the original version of the bill, an additional resentencing staff (Resentencing
Navigator) is needed, since SHB 1274 allows for resentencing to occur after the effective date and allows for courts to
petition outside of the order established if the incarcerated individuals meet the criteria in Section 1. This elevates the need
for sufficient staffing to track eligible individuals and the resentencing case for safe and supportive transition for individuals
and the community. The Resentencing Navigator will track eligible individuals for resentencing, so the individuals are
provided with the opportunity to program and be provided with transitional planning prior to release.

If this bill is enacted, DOC assumes that the number of incarcerated individuals eligible for resentencing will be increased in
addition to the current workload. According to the Office of Public Defense (OPD) analysis completed in 2024 for DOC,
the number of incarcerated individuals eligible for resentencing for the following years will be approximately: in FY 2026 —
266, in FY 2027 - 267, in FY 2028 — 145, and in FY 2029 — 89. The DOC assumes that each individual will have more than
one hearing, which will significantly increase the workload. To implement this bill, DOC will need the below staffing
resources. These resources were estimated using the data from OPD, with the assumption that there will be backlog in
resentencing hearings that would be spread evenly between FY 2026 and FY 2027 during the peak workload and then
reducing in FY 2028 and FY 2029. This is in line with similar patterns witnessed from the passing of 5164 Substitute Bill,
Persistent Offenders (during 67th Legislative Session) and The State v. Blake decision (2021). The DOC assumes that
after FY 2029 most of the resentencing hearings for eligible incarcerated individuals will be processed within that year.
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Resentencing Unit:

Workload Assumptions:

* FY 2026: 266 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2027: 267 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2028: 145 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2029: 89 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.

2.0 Full Time Equivalent (FTE) — Corrections Specialist 3 (CS3):

» Coordinate with prison case managers and incarcerated individuals pending a resentencing hearing to start transition
preparation.

*  Submit program referrals for individuals pending a resentencing hearing that currently are not prioritized for
programming/treatment due to the current earned release date.

» Facilitate resentencing reentry planning meetings, which allows for the individual to meet with CS3s, health services
staff, classification counselor and any other support team member prior to the hearing. This is essential if individuals are
releasing earlier than the current earned release date.

* Reduce barriers to reentry by assisting individuals with the Individual Reentry Plan (IRP), assist with essential need
items, provide referrals to education and employment, community providers and local resources for access to services and
transportation.

*  Conduct post-release services with impacted individuals to ensure continuity of services and help with connections to
organizations that can assist individuals with long-term goals such as education or career development.

* Currently existing two CS3s provide transitional support to 10 releases a month. The data provided by OPD will
significantly increase the workload from approximately FY 2026 through FY 2029.

*  Currently, each CS3 has an average of 41 clients that are pending a resentencing hearing or have recently released.

»  Each month, each CS3 spends an average of the time in the following areas:

11 hours on resentencing reentry planning meetings;

13 hours in community with clients;

60 hours tracking cases for resentencing and submitting referrals.

Additionally, 66 hours assisting individuals in other ways like phone check-ins, referrals, shopping for essential needs,
and referrals to community partners.

e © ©O ©

1.0 FTE — Corrections Specialist 4 (CS4 — Resentencing Navigator):

* Manage list of eligible individuals for resentencing.

» Manage the programming referrals for individuals pending a resentencing hearing.

» Track court movement for each resentencing case.

* Manage and report out data for resentencing cases, hearing outcomes, and CS3s work with resentencing clients.

* Screen and assign cases to CS3s for transition planning within the appropriate timeframes.

*  Coordinate with virtual hearing staff for resentencing hearings.

+ Communicate with court officials (for example, defense and prosecuting attorneys) for expected outcome and updated
sentence.

* Serve as a lead staff to CS3s and provide coverage for CS3s and Resentencing and Release Manager when needed.

*  Currently 78 total individuals are being tracked for upcoming resentencing that could result in an immediate release. The
screening, tracking and assignment of this work is currently being split amongst the whole team. This bill will significantly
increase the number of individuals to track, especially with the court’s ability to operate outside of the established eligibility
timeframes.

Resentencing Unit: Total (includes FTE and other support costs):

*  FY 2026: 3.0 FTE and $423,293;
*  FY 2027:3.0 FTE and $406,082;
* FY 2028: 1.6 FTE and $252,680;
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e FY2029: 1.0 FTE and $129,972.
Records Unit:

Workload Assumptions:

* FY 2026: 266 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2027: 267 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2028: 145 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2029: 89 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.

1.0 FTE — Management Analyst 4 (MA4):

* Responsible for creating processes and job aids for agency records staff related to court orders for vacates and
resentencing.

* Responsible for updates in the electronic database.

* Maintains the data and conducts quality assurance reviews for court orders related to vacates and resentencing.

» Responsible for calculation questions from attorneys for upcoming resentencing hearings

» Responsible for second review of amended sentences and updated sentence calculations.

Records Unit: Total (includes FTE and other support costs):

* FY2026: 1.0 FTE and $152,633;
* FY2027: 1.0 FTE and $150,208;
*  FY 2028: 0.5 FTE and $94,942;
*  FY 2029: 0.3 FTE and $49,894.

Prisons Division:

Workload Assumptions:

The DOC assumes that approximately 90 percent of the resentencing hearings will be completed virtually. For example,
based on DOC'’s total workload assumptions for FY 2026 of approximately 266 incarcerated individuals who will be eligible
for resentencing hearings will result in approximately 239 of those resentencing hearings being completed virtually.

* FY 2026: 239 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2027: 240 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2028: 131 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2029: 80 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.

8.0 FTE — Administrative Assistant 2 (AA2):

* The DOC assumes these positions will be needed for each major prison facility to facilitate virtual hearings due to a
significant increase in resentencing hearings if this bill is enacted.

* Responsible for all communication within the assigned prison facility (between DOC staff and incarcerated individuals)
regarding questions and/or concerns pertaining to the virtual hearings process. This includes emails, phone calls, TEAMS
calls/messages, CEPrison kiosk messages (communication between DOC staff and incarcerated individuals), kites, and
in-person meetings.

* Responsible for all communication external to DOC regarding the virtual hearings process. This communication
includes, but is not limited to, attorneys, courts, legal advocacy organizations, and incarcerated individuals’ friend and family
members.

* Responsible for scheduling virtual hearings for the population at the assigned prisons facility. This includes ensuring the
required forms and information is received within the designated timeframes, placing a virtual hearing hold in the Offender
Management Information System, excusing individual from conflicting callout/programming, creating a callout, notifying the
individual and all pertinent staff, and possibly forecasting any barriers that could prevent the hearing from happening as
scheduled. These barriers could include facility lockdowns, behavioral situations, security measures, and other issues. Such
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barriers may require an additional custody post and/or authorization for special movement.

» Responsible for contacting other areas of the assigned prison facility if needed for the hearing. An example of this is: If
there is a request for fingerprinting during the hearing, AA2 must contact Records Unit and ensure that somebody is able to
complete the task before finalizing the scheduling.

* Responsible for physically facilitating each hearing. This entails logging onto a staff computer to the appropriate virtual
platform, entering the login information, notifying the court that the DOC individual is waiting and ready for the hearing, and
ensuring that technology (sound and visibility) is working correctly. The individual cannot utilize the equipment due to the
capability of internet connections, so AA2 must be present throughout the entire hearing.

* Respond to questions when asked by the court before, during, or after the hearing.

* Responsible for tracking and logging all hearings scheduled and/or facilitated, maintaining detailed notes. This tracker is
used by Reentry Unit / Resentencing Unit to forecast upcoming possible immediate releases.

» Responsible for attending facility-specific orientation for the incarcerated population.

* Responsible for relaying CEPrison kiosk messages to the population at the request of attorneys for the individual to call
at a specific date and time.

Prisons Division: Total (includes FTE and other support costs):

*  FY 2026: 8.0 FTE and $856,388;
* FY 2027: 8.0 FTE and $822,956;
* FY 2028: 4.3 FTE and $469,445;
* FY2029:2.7 FTE and $287,129.

The DOC requests funding for the indirect costs of agency administration which includes 1.5 FTE and $151,321 in FY 2026,
1.5 FTE and $155,299 in FY 2027, 0.9 FTE and $92,058 in FY 2028, and 0.5 FTE and $52,346 in FY 2029. Also, DOC
requests funding for interagency costs of $33,540 in FY 2026, $33,540 in FY 2027, $17,906 in FY 2028, and $11,158 in FY
2029, for the purpose of supporting Payroll, Human Resources, Information Technology, and other expenses associated with
the hiring and employment of staff to implement this legislation. The approved agency indirect rate and associated
administrative support costs are calculated based on the salaries and benefits of staff conducting back office administrative
functions, divided by all remaining salaries and benefits.

Total estimated determinant annual increase by FY (rounded to the nearest thousand):

FY 2026 includes salaries, benefits, and other support costs such as one-time for start-up and on-going costs per FTE. FY
2027 and future FYs include ongoing costs.

*  FY 2026: 13.5 FTE and $1,617,000;
« FY 2027: 13.5 FTE and $1,568,000;
* FY 2028: 7.3 FTE and $927,000;
*  FY 2029: 4.5 FTE and $530,000.

DOC INDETERMINATE COSTS:

The below impact is provided for illustration purposes due to an unknown number of incarcerated individuals that will be
eligible for immediate release.
Health Services Division (HSD):

Workload Assumptions:

* FY 2026: 266 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2027: 267 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2028: 145 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2029: 89 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
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1.0 FTE - CS3:

» Critical role to support individuals with any health-related gaps/needs/barriers during transition, such as lost or missing
medication, health insurance challenges, healthcare navigation, and community appointments.

*  Ensures that individuals’ healthcare needs are met during move from prison to community.

» Partners closely with Resentencing to ensure statewide tracking of health services needs of resentenced patients to
support continuity of care.

1.0 FTE — Psychiatric Social Worker (PSW3):

»  Social Worker caseload model allows for one PSW3 to meet the needs of 200 releasing individuals to ensure that their
healthcare needs are set up and coordinated 90 days pre-release.

» This position will complete health services needs assessment, care coordination, and discharge plan.

* Ensures release medications, durable medical equipment, and other release needs are met

»  Provides healthcare navigation and education on how to navigate healthcare at release.

* Provides reentry case management services that are required by federal 1115 Medicaid Transformation Project -
Reentry Demonstration Waiver.

HSD: Total (includes FTE and other support costs):

e FY2026:2.0FTE and $341,976;
e FY2027:2.0 FTE and $341,587;
e FY 2028: 1.0 FTE and $207,910;
e FY 2029:0.6 FTE and $115,607.

Community Corrections Division (CCD) / Victim Services:

Workload Assumptions:

* FY 2026: 266 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2027: 267 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2028: 145 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2029: 89 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.

1.0 FTE — Program Specialist 2 (PS2):

» This position is for the Victim Services Program to complete victim witness notifications related to resentenced
individuals. Additionally, this position will take calls/respond to inquiries from concerned victims/witnesses relating to these
sentence modifications.

» This work cannot be completed by the three existing resentencing CS3s due to not having access, or approval, to work
with the same victim information that PS2s are allowed to work with.

*  The number of notifications will increase with more people being resentenced and released under this bill.

CCD: Total (includes FTE and other support costs):

* FY 2026: 1.0 FTE and $108,103;
* FY2027: 1.0 FTE and $105,697;
*  FY 2028: 0.5 FTE and $65,173;
* FY 2029: 0.3 FTE and $31,775.

Reentry Division:

Workload Assumptions:
* FY 2026: 266 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
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* FY 2027: 267 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2028: 145 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.
* FY 2029: 89 individuals eligible for resentencing hearings.

1.0 FTE — Corrections Specialist 4 (CS4):

» This position will serve as a housing specialist.

»  This position will work directly with the incarcerated individual to ensure the person is aware of the program rules as
well as support the person to remain engaged.

»  This position also works with the housing provider regarding program requirements to remain a vendor.

» This position is needed to cover increased workload in the eastern part of Washington State to better serve the
communities experiencing more need.

1.0 FTE — CS3 (Reentry Navigator):

» This position will provide pre-release reentry planning through workshops in DOC prison facilities, acquisition of
essential needs, and support to meet reentry goals for 90 days post release for people the resentencing navigators are not
able to provide community-based supports for given limited geographic resources.

Reentry Division: Total (includes FTE and other support costs):

* FY 2026: 2.0 FTE and $302,471;
* FY 2027:2.0 FTE and $297,730;
* FY2028: 1.0 FTE and $182,188;
* FY 2029: 0.6 FTE and $98,677.

For illustrative purposes, below is the total estimated indeterminate annual increase by FY without the indirect costs of
agency administration (rounded to the nearest thousand):

FY 2026 includes salaries, benefits, and other support costs such as one-time for start-up and on-going costs per FTE. FY
2027 and future FYs include ongoing costs.

* FY 2026: 5.0 FTE and $753,000;
* FY 2027:5.0 FTE and $745,000;
* FY 2028:2.5 FTE and $455,000;
*  FY 2029: 1.5 FTE and $246,000.

The additional resentencing releases will increase the housing voucher program due to incarcerated individuals being
released. While the overall impacts are indeterminate because currently DOC is not able to identify how many incarcerated
individuals would be resentenced, each incarcerated individual will be eligible for a $700 per month housing voucher for up
to six months.

The impact to the Comprehensive Case Management (CCM) would be indeterminate because while there could be an
increase in the number of incarcerated individuals requiring transfer/transport between facilities for the release purposes,
DOC is unable to predict how many additional transports it would entail at this time. This particularly applies for those
incarcerated individuals whose release dates are substantially changed by resentencing hearings.

Additionally, if this bill is enacted OPD’s case analysis concluded the overall average reduction in sentence length. The
current sentence duration was compared with the duration that would be imposed if the incarcerated individuals were
resentenced to the middle of a range of the sentencing grid with a revised score. This resulted in an overall average
reduction of 107.24 months per person, which would represent savings on average of $69,777 per the individual’s length of
incarceration. The case analysis did not indicate timing of when these savings would potentially occur.
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DOC Standard Assumptions:

The estimated Average Daily Population (ADP) impact to DOC prison facilities/institutions and/or community
supervision/violator caseloads is based on projections from CFC.

The DOC assumes a Direct Variable Cost (DVC) of $7,808 per incarcerated individual per FY to facilitate cost discussions
during legislative session for bills. This cost estimate includes prison and health services' direct variable costs. It does not
include staffing or dollars necessary for staffing needed at the facility outside of the living/housing units. The DVC is
calculated by DOC and reviewed and approved with the Office of Financial Management, Senate, and House staff each
legislative session.

For illustrative purposes only, the average annual Community Supervision caseload model is $6,072 per ADP (not including
startup costs), regardless of the supervised risk level based on the workload model. If ADP impacts are applicable to this
fiscal note, the calculated rate per community supervision ADP includes direct supervision and ancillary units, such as
Hearings, Records, and Training, that are directly affected by supervision population changes. The estimate will vary based
on the risk level of the supervised individuals, which requires different staffing levels. The population trend data used is
based on the Risk Level Classification tool and provides a risk level of 42.8percent high violent, 27.3percent high
non-violent, 21percent moderate, 7.9percent low, and 1.0percent unclassified. (June — November 2017).

The DOC assumes that any increase in community supervision caseload will result in an increased need for violator beds.
For illustrative purposes, FY 2024 average percentage of supervised individuals who served jail time and were billed by the
local jurisdictions for violating the conditions of supervision was a rate of 2.0 percent. The current average daily cost for jail
beds is $123.24 per day, inclusive of all risk levels and healthcare costs. The rate is an average, and actual rates vary by
local correctional facilities.

The DOC assumes additional impacts will result when ADP caseload changes in either prison or community and resources
will be necessary. The DOC will evaluate the fiscal impacts and may submit future budget requests to cover these costs
should the legislation be enacted into session law.

Part III: Expenditure Detail
ITI. A - Operating Budget Expenditures

Account |Account Title Type FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
001-1 General Fund State 1,617,000 1,568,000 3,185,000 1,457,000 0
Total $ 1,617,000 1,568,000 3,185,000 1,457,000 0

In addition to the estimates above, there are additional indeterminate costs and/or savings. Please see discussion.

III. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose

FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 202/7-29 2029-31

FTE Staff Years 13.5 13.5 13.5 5.9
A-Salaries and Wages 914,000 942,000 1,856,000 856,000
B-Employee Benefits 335,000 339,000 674,000 342,000
C-Professional Service Contracts
E-Goods and Other Services 84,000 84,000 168,000 73,000
G-Travel 38,000 38,000 76,000 34,000
J-Capital Outlays 95,000 10,000 105,000 8,000
N-Grants, Benefits & Client Services
S-Interagency Reimbursements
T-Intra-Agency Reimbursements 151,000 155,000 306,000 144,000

Total $ 1,617,000 1,568,000 3,185,000 1,457,000 0

In addition to the estimates above, there are additional indeterminate costs and/or savings. Please see discussion.
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HI. C - Operating FTE Detail: List FTEs by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals need to agree with total FTEs in

Part I and Part I114
Job Classification Salary FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 2 66,132 8.0 8.0 8.0 35
TEAMSTERS
CORRECTIONS SPECIALIST 3 88,184 2.0 20 20 0.9
CORRECTIONS SPECIALIST 4 97,419 1.0 1.0 1.0 04
MANAGEMENT ANALYST 4 111,159 1.0 1.0 1.0 04
MANAGEMENT ANALYST 5 122,678 15 15 15 0.7

Total FTEs 13.5 13.5 13.5 5.9 0.0
I11. D - Expenditures By Program (optional)
Program FY 2026 FY 2027 2025-27 2027-29 2029-31
Administration & Support Svcs (100) 151,000 155,000 306,000 144,000
Correctional Operations (200) 856,000 823,000 1,679,000 756,000
Community Supervision (300) 153,000 150,000 303,000 145,000
Correctional Industries (400)
Healthcare Services (500)
Interagency Payments (600) 34,000 34,000 68,000 29,000
Oftender Change (700) 423,000 406,000 829,000 383,000
Total $ 1,617,000 1,568,000 3,185,000 1,457,000

Part IV: Capital Budget Impact
IV. A - Capital Budget Expenditures
NONE

IV. B - Expenditures by Object Or Purpose
NONE

IV. C - Capital Budget Breakout

Acquisition and construction costs not reflected elsewhere on the fiscal note and description of potential financing methods.

NONE

IV. D - Capital FTE Detail: FTEs listed by classification and corresponding annual compensation. Totals agree with total FTEs in Part IVB.

NONE
Part V: New Rule Making Required

Provisions of the bill that require the agency to adopt new administrative rules or repeal/revise existing rules.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT FISCAL NOTE

Department of Commerce

Bill Number: 1274 S HB Title: Juvenile convictions/score

Part I: Jurisdiction-Location, type or status of political subdivision defines range of fiscal impacts.

Legislation Impacts:

Cities: Potential indeterminate cost-savings to city jails if sentence modifications result in reduced use of city jail beds.

Counties: Indeterminate prosecutorial and county clerk costs for sentence modification hearings; potential cost-savings to county
jails and juvenile rehabilitation facilities if sentence modifications result in reduced use of beds.

|:| Special Districts:
|:| Specific jurisdictions only:
|:| Variance occurs due to:

Part II: Estimates

|:| No fiscal impacts.
|:| Expenditures represent one-time costs:

|:| Legislation provides local option:

Key variables cannot be estimated with certainty at this time:

Estimated revenue impacts to:

None

Estimated expenditure impacts to:

Number of future petitions that may be filed; number of petitioners
who may be granted hearings; total cost of each hearing; if sentence
modifications will result in cost-savings to city and county jails and
juvenile rehabilitation facilities.

Non-zero but indeterminate cost and/or savings. Please see discussion.

Part I1I: Preparation and Approval

Fiscal Note Analyst: Kate Fernald

Phone: 564-200-3519 Date:  02/13/2025

Leg. Committee Contact: Michelle Rusk

Phone: 360-786-7153 Date:  02/06/2025

Agency Approval:  Alice Zillah

Phone: 360-725-5035 Date:  02/13/2025

OFM Review: Danya Clevenger

Phone: (360) 638-6413 Date:  02/16/2025
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Part I'V: Analysis
A. SUMMARY OF BILL

Description of the bill with an emphasis on how it impacts local government.

This fiscal note compares SHB 1274 to the original version of the bill.

CHANGES BETWEEN THIS VERSION AND PREVIOUS BILL VERSION:

The proposed legislation would permit a county superior court to hear petitions if the presiding judge of the superior court
determines it has capacity, and it would remove the prohibition on scheduling resentencing hearings before January 1,
2026.

SUMMARY OF CURRENT BILL:

Sec. 2 would add a new section to chapter 9.94A RCW to retroactively apply changes regarding which juvenile offense
can be included in the offender score from EHB 1324 (2023) and gives priority for resentencing of individuals currently
incarcerated whose offender score is impacted by the provision of the bill by date of expected release. Would also permit
a superior court to hear petitions outside of the eligibility order prescribed in

the bill if the presiding judge of the superior court determines it has capacity

Sec. 2 would also require the court to grant the petition if it finds the person meets the criteria under subsection (1) and
subject to subsection (c) of this subsection. The court must set an expedited date for a resentencing hearing. The court
may deny a petition under certain circumstances.

B. SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURE IMPACTS

Expenditure impacts of the legislation on local governments with the expenditure provisions identified by section number and when
appropriate, the detail of expenditures. Delineated between city, county and special district impacts.

CHANGES IN EXPENDITURE IMPACTS BETWEEN THIS VERSION AND PREVIOUS BILL VERSION:

Counties could experience an indeterminate increase in expenditures if county superior courts hear petitions, and counties
could incur resentencing hearing costs sooner than established under the original bill, as the substitute would remove the
original bill’s prohibition on scheduling resentencing hearings before January 1, 2026.

EXPENDITURE IMPACTS OF CURRENT BILL:
The proposed legislation would have an indeterminate impact on local government expenditures.

County prosecutors and county clerks would experience an indeterminate increase in expenditures related to resentencing
hearings. City jails, county jails, and county juvenile rehabilitation (JR) facilities could experience a decrease in
expenditures if reductions in offender scores result in most sentences receiving lower confinement, which could reduce
the use of jail and JR beds. However, because the total cost of resentencing hearings and demand for jail and JR beds
cannot be predicted in advance, the local government expenditure impact is indeterminate.

RESENTENCING HEARING COSTS

Prosecutors:

Section 2 of the proposed legislation would allow people who meet certain requirements to petition for a modification of
their sentence. Washington Association of Prosecuting Attorneys (WAPA) notes that a sentencing hearing would be
required for each resentencing. Considering petitions would also require additional court staff and judicial officer time, but
please note that judicial and court costs are assessed by the Administrative Office of the Courts.

For illustrative purposes, WAPA provided a potential cost estimate for each sentencing hearing. WAPA indicates that it is
difficult to estimate how much time a given resentencing hearing may require, as such hearings can vary greatly in
complexity. In a 2021 analysis related to resentencing hearings resulting from the Blake decision, WAPA estimated the
range of total prosecutorial costs for resentencing hearings of different complexities. These costs ranged between $375
and $645 for simple hearings with victim witness, and between $630 and $1,050 for one-day hearings with victim
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witnesses, with more complex hearings requiring additional costs. The 2021 analysis used the estimated costs for simple
hearings and one-day hearings to estimate a range of total prosecutorial costs for Blake-related resentencing hearings.
However, because the time required for each resentencing hearing cannot be predicted in advance, prosecutors’
expenditure impacts are indeterminate.

Clerks:

For illustrative purposes, Washington Association of County Officials (WACO) provided county clerk cost estimates for
each resentencing hearing. WACO estimates 60 minutes of county clerk time for each resentencing hearing, including the
processing and transmittal of resentenced documents to the appropriate agencies. Accordingly, WACO estimates that it
would cost county clerks approximately $31.25 per resentencing hearing. WACO’s estimate assumes that county clerks’
average hourly pay is $31.25. However, because the number of sentencing hearings that will occur is unknown, WACO
cannot estimate the fiscal impact to county clerks.

JAIL AND JUVENILE REHABILITATION (JR) IMPACTS

City and County Jails:

The Caseload Forecast Council (CFC) lacks data necessary to reliably estimate the bed impacts of the bill. However,
CFC reported that reductions in offender scores will result in most sentences receiving lower confinement, reducing the
use of prison, jail and JR beds. CFC also noted that some individuals may have a reduced score that shifts the presumptive
sentence from prison to jails, which could increase demand for jail beds, but individuals in jails may also have a reduced
score that could reduce demand for jail beds. The number of individuals who may shift from prison to jails or from jails to
being released is not known, so the cost impacts that could result from increased or decreased demand for jail beds is
indeterminate.

Juvenile Rehabilitation (JR) Bed Impacts:

The CFC reported the following regarding JR bed impacts. Generally, the scoring rules for adult convictions should not
impact juvenile bed needs. However, current statutes require individuals sentenced in adult court for an offense committed
before the age of 18 to serve their confinement at a JR facility until age 25, or until release if occurring prior to age 25. As
a result, any adult conviction for an offense committed by someone under the age of 18 that included juvenile adjudications
in the offender score may reduce the need for JR beds as removing the juvenile adjudications from scoring may result in a
lower offender score. However, as less than 1% of all sentences in the adult system are committed by those less than
age 18, it is assumed any impacts to JR would be minimal.

In summary, because the total cost of resentencing hearings and demand for jail and JR beds cannot be predicted in
advance, the local government expenditure impact is indeterminate.

C. SUMMARY OF REVENUE IMPACTS

Revenue impacts of the legislation on local governments, with the revenue provisions identified by section number, and when
appropriate, the detail of revenue sources. Delineated between city, county and special district impacts.

CHANGES IN REVENUE IMPACTS BETWEEN THIS VERSION AND PREVIOUS BILL VERSION:
The substitute version of the bill would not impact local government revenue.

REVENUE IMPACTS OF CURRENT BILL:
The proposed legislation would not impact local government revenue.

SOURCES:

Caseload Forecast Council

Department of Children, Youth and Families
Department of Corrections

Superior Court Judges’ Association

Washington Association of County Officials
Washington Association of Prosecuting Attorneys
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