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Art. 101 Incriminating Jail and Poverty Statistics

A. Washington DC is the capitol city of the United States of America.  DC has the highest rate of poverty of any state in the nation and the highest rate of criminal detention of any state in the world.  The district government defends under §24-105 of the District of Columbia Code to correct these failings of the Federal Bureau of Prisons and Social Security Administration in this “Act Decriminalizing Corrections in Washington DC and $500 million welfare settlement”.  

B. In recognition of the human rights situation and in delegation of responsibility for peaceful co-operation between the local and federal governments in the capitol city of the United States of America the United Nations shall keep the peace pursuant to Art. 2(4), 55 of the UN Charter, Art. 36 of the Statute of the International Court of Justice, the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 217 A (III) of 10 December 1948, International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 999 U.N.T.S. 171, of Mar. 23, 1976, International Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment A/39/51 (1984), Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners A/CONF/611(1955), Basic Principles for the Treatment of Prisoners A/45/49 (1990), Body Principles for the Protection of all Persons under any Form of Detention or Imprisonment A/43/49 (1988), International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism (12/9/1999) the Declaration on Social Progress and Development 2542 (XXIV) 1969, International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 2200A(XXI)(1966), and Hospitals & Asylums Chapters 3 Health and Welfare (HaW) and Chapter 6 Correction Conviction.

Whereas Washington DC is estimated to have had a population of 563,384 in 2003 and although the per capita income of $28,659 is relatively high as the result of high rates of pay offered to federal government employees a total of 113,800, 20.2% of the DC population, live below the poverty line HA-14-4-05.  

Concerned that 20.2% of Washington DC residents living below the poverty line is the highest rate of poverty in the US the capitol city is the most inequitable “state” in the nation despite, or more likely because of, the presence of a large number of politicians.

Recognizing that DC residents contributed a total of $1.47 billion towards Social Security retirement and disability insurance and received only an estimated $500 million annually in retirement and disability insurance for 87,000 beneficiaries during 2003.  

Wherefore it is only fair that the Social Security Administration grant the city  state another $500 million annually for administration to >20,000 people living below the poverty line without any assistance and to supplement unusually low benefit payments paid to retired and disabled residents of the District of Columbia.  

Encouraging the IMF to supervise the management of the $1 billion annual welfare trust fund administration for the elimination of poverty and income equality in Washington DC that can be supplemented with private tax deductible donations.

Whereas Washington DC detains a total of 8,226 people, 6,573 in federal and state prison and 1,653 in local facilities for a ratio of an estimated 1,500 prisoners per 100,000 residents HA-30-6-99 the recommended prison population density per 100,000 of 250-500 for a town the size of DC is 1,500 – 2,500.  

Conflictingly the District of Columbia Department of Corrections declares 3,300 inmates housed in local facilities and an undisclosed number of prisoners exported to federal prisons around the nation for more serious felony offenses.  It can be assumed that 8,226 is a reasonable estimate of the total number of detainees from the District of Columbia. 

Torturously the District jails have embarked upon a biological experiment forcibly banning smoking by the 3,300 inmates in the District jail driving smokers to have a psychotic episode at the exact time they must represent themselves intelligently at a trial to escape years in the federal prison where smoking is permitted wherefore to uphold civility, the smoking ban must be abolished. 

Wherefore the release of an estimated 5,000 detainees from District and Federal jails is required for the District of Columbia to meet national and international minimal standard rules. Respectively 1,000 less “misdemeanor”, “involuntary treatment” and “lesser non career felony” should be detained from the DC Detention and Treatment Centers and an estimated 4,000 federal detainees released from the Federal Prisons.  Prisoners should be released to their own self cognizance, half way houses, probation and parole in adequate numbers to reduce DC prison population to national norms of 1,500 – 2,500 for a town the size of DC.

Noting that the District has more than adequate jail space with 3,300 beds and a 20 year contract with the American Correctional Corporation the District shall be held responsible for the detention of all the prisoners of the District.  Federal prisoners could be returned home to be near their families, if they want.  

Prohibiting the District of Columbia Courts to use the federal penitentiary is an important first step to set an example for the federal judiciary to restrain criminal prosecution to the state courts and departments of corrections under the federal supervision of the Bureau of Prisons of all detention facilities in the USA.  Respectively the District of Columbia jails would have responsibility for housing all serious offenders serving lengthy sentencing.

Sentencing of federal prisoners from the District of Columbia must be reviewed for the acquittal of cases of entrapment, false arrest, partially served mandatory minimum sentencing, borderline federal felony offenders who face less than 50 years in prison and are therefore eligible for probation and those well behaved prisoners who have satisfactorily served a portion of their sentence to be eligible for supervised release under Blakely v. Washington No. 02-1632 (2004) and USA v. Booker J. No. 04-104-105 (2005) that also mandates that Title 22 of the District of Columbia Code Subtitle I Criminal Offenses and Penalties be amended to eliminate mandatory minimum sentencing and adjust criminal sentencing down ward.
Releasing 4,000 prisoners from the federal penitentiary and accommodating many thousands of short term local refugees and any homeless people who might be safely sheltered until they either integrated into a local welfare program and/or moved out of town with federal disability insurance is estimated to cost $20,000,000 of District funds annually for Community corrections, halfway house and homeless shelter this Act yielding an estimated $96,000,000 in savings for the federal Bureau of Prisons that are billed under § 24-201.25 to the District of Columbia quarterly.
Welcoming litigants and legislators to submit cases regarding Washington DC by email to title24uscode@aol.com for publication in the Hospitals & Asylums (HA) legislation column thereby alleviating any need for a ''Federal court consent decree'' pursuant to Dixon v.  Heckler, Civil Action No. 74-285 as Exxon Mobile Corp et al v. Saudi Basic Industries Corp No. No. 03-1696 (2005) grants cases from the capitol city original jurisdiction with the Supreme Court.  

Hospitals & Asylums Statute successfully reduced the inpatient population at St. Elizabeth’s Hospital from over 7,000 to 600 today, in the late 1980’s and early 1990’s with the foundation of the integrated mental health system in 24USC(4)§225.  Chapter 4 has been amended with a State Mental Institution Library Education (SMILE) by Hospitals & Asylums (HA) in August 2004.
Art. 102 Constitutional Obligations to Reform

A. Not only Washington DC residents, but all US citizens and representatives of the diplomatic community headquartered in DC, are entitled to major political reforms of the judiciary and welfare systems of their nation’s capitol.  Diplomats, Federal, inter-American and District government representatives, lobbyists, agents of press, international bankers, judges and justices headquartered in Washington DC are called upon to prioritize reforms in the Washington DC criminal justice and welfare systems to protect themselves and their clients from political association with what is possibly the most persecuted society in any geographic region in the world. The federal government is clearly a danger to the life and liberty of the people living in the DC in contravention to the V, VIII and XIV Amendments to the US Constitution, that state, 

V Amendment Clause 1 “No person shall be held to answer for a capita(o)l, or otherwise infamous crime…nor shall any person be subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb, nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use without just compensation.” 

VIII Amendment “excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.”  

XIV Amendment “…No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileged or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall nay State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the law.” 

B. To effectively utilize the principle of self-determination found in Art. 55 of the UN Charter the burden of legislation shall be delegated to the District of Columbia Council in accordance with SEC. [417] of the District of Columbia Omnibus Authorization Act, 2005 [2004] at 110 that states,

(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act, the Mayor, in consultation with

the Chief Financial Officer of the District of Columbia may accept, obligate, and expend Federal, private, and other grants received by the District government that are not reflected in the amounts appropriated in this Act. The Chief Financial Officer of the District of Columbia may adjust the budget for Federal, private, and other grants received by the District government
(b) No such Federal, private, or other grant may be accepted, obligated, or expended pursuant to subsection (a) until--

(1) The Chief Financial Officer of the District of Columbia submits to the Council a report setting forth detailed information regarding such grant; and

(2) The Council has reviewed and approved the acceptance, obligation, and expenditure of such grant.

(3) The Chief Financial Officer of the District of Columbia shall prepare a quarterly report setting forth detailed information regarding all Federal, private, and other grants subject to this section. Each such report shall be submitted to the Council of the District of Columbia and to the (Committees on Appropriations and the Social Security Sub Committee of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives and Senate) not later than 15 days after the end of the quarter covered by the report -            July 4, 2005
(C) The Economic and Social Council, Hospitals & Asylums, International Court of Justice and International Monetary Fund should be served with any written proceedings that occur under this Act between the federal and district legislatures to ensure that the literature is adequately reviewed and swiftly implemented under Art. 101 of the UN Charter to fulfill the international treaty obligation in Art. 36 of the Statute of the Court to uphold the principle of equal rights under Art. 55 of the UN Charter that promotes,

(1) higher standards of living, full employment, and conditions of economic and social progress and development, under the Declaration on Social Progress and Development 2542 (XXIV) 1969; 

(2) solutions of international economic, social, health, and related problems; and international cultural and educational co-operation under the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 2200A(XXI)(1966)  and 

(3) universal respect for, and observance of, human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 217 A (III) of 10 December 1948.

D. The History of the DC Code reports the District of Columbia was created and became a federal district in the year 1800 (1 Stat. L. 130 and 2 Stat. L. 103). The District of Columbia, as created by the 1st Congress, was composed of a portion of Virginia and a portion of Maryland, the same being 10 miles square as called for in Art. I Sec. 8 of the US Constitution in the year 1787. That portion of the District of Columbia which was ceded by the State of Maryland was known as the County of Washington, District of Columbia; that portion which was ceded by the State of Virginia was known as the County of Alexandria, District of Columbia. At first there was a city organized and laid out called the City of Washington, while the remaining portion of that part of Maryland which had been ceded was called the County of Washington.  The Code of Laws for the District of Columbia, is prepared under the authority of the Act of Congress of April 29, 1816. Preface signed by W. Cranch, November 19, 1818. Washington, 1819, 575 pages. The Revised Code of the District of Columbia, prepared under the authority of the Act of Congress approved March 3, 1855. Preface signed by Robt. Ould and Wm. B. B. Cross, November, 1857. Washington, 1857, 699 pages.

1.  Title 22 of the District of Columbia Code Subtitle I Criminal Offenses and Penalties must be amended to eliminate mandatory minimum sentencing and adjust criminal sentencing down ward pursuant to Blakely v. Washington No. 02-1632 (2004).

Art. 103 $1 Billion Annual Welfare Trust

A.  The District of Columbia must remedy the inequalities in social welfare suffered its residents so that the Seat of Government swiftly ceases to be the most desperately poor and economically unequal community in the United States of America. DC must lead the national municipalities and county governments to take greater responsibility to address the equitable and independent administration of welfare to all individuals living below the poverty line in active pursuit of the objective of totally eliminating poverty.  To estimate the Supplemental Security Income budget using the December 2003 Social Security Program statement the formula for making determinations regarding the balance of payments required to eliminate poverty in a specific geographic area is; 

 demand of people living below the poverty line – supply of income to the poor = need

(1) Applied to Washington DC that formals yields a need estimate of;

$1,356,000,000 demand - $881,860,000 supply = $474,140,000 balance of need

Therefore is can be estimated that $500 million is a reasonable annual appropriation for Washington DC Supplemental Security Income for administration to people living below the poverty line until the US Census Bureau recognizes that poverty has been eliminated or at least the District has made significant statistical improvements regarding the number of residents living below the poverty line.

(2) The equation for demand is as follows,

$12,000 x number of people living below the poverty line

Applied to Washington DC total demand presented by the people living below the poverty line is as follows

$12,000 x 113,000 = $1,356,000,000 a year or $113,000,000 a month

(3) The equation for the monthly and annual supply of relief is,

(a) (total number of people living below the poverty line –  number of public pensioners x $500 = estimated aggregate income of people living under the poverty line)

+

(number of pensioners x average relief benefit) 

=

total income received by people living below the poverty line

(b) Applied to Washington DC Social Security the equation yields

(113,000 - 72,330 = 40,760 x $500 a month = $20,380,000 x 12 = $244,560,000 a year)

+

(72,330 beneficiaries x $734 a month = $53,108,550 x 12 = $637,300,000 a year)

=

(113,000 people x $650 a month = $73,488,550 x 12 = $881,860,000 a year )

(4) The monthly balance of pension payments to Washington DC residents is as follows

(47,590 retired workers x $786 = $37,500,920 x 12)

+

(6,950 widows and widowers x $715 =$4,969,250)

+ 

(8,850 disabled workers x $796=$7,044,600)

+

(2,540 wives and husbands x $407=$1,033,780)

+

(6,400 children x $400=$2,560,000)

=

(72,330 beneficiaries x $734 = $53,108,550)

B. payments to Retired workers in the rest of the United States received a significantly higher average monthly benefit of $922; widows and widowers, $866 (nondisabled widows and widowers, $888); disabled workers, $862; and wives and husbands of retired and disabled workers, $450. Average benefits for children of retired, deceased, and disabled workers were $446, $603, and $254, respectively.  The District will need to supplement relief to these people to bring residents to national averages or better.

C. To determine eligibility for District poor relief supplemental security income fund the individual need only make one simple poverty line calculation 

$1,000 - Declared monthly income = a positive amount indicates how many dollars the poor individual is entitled to from the District Supplemental Security Income trust fund established in this Act to eliminate poverty through the local administration of relief to people who live below the poverty line with priority given to those living more than 50% below the poverty line.  Although a negative amount does not disqualify a person from receiving federal or private retirement or disability insurance payments it does disqualify wealthier residents for more than token assistance from the Fund.

(a) the declaration of monthly income to determine eligibility for Supplemental Security Income should total

(i) income from employment

(ii) income from a regular pension

(iii) food stamps not to be valued at more than $100 a month although co-operation between corporate food vendors and the IRS for industry specific tax deductions under 26USC(A)(1)(F)I§501(c) that yield food stamps of $150 per individual or $250 for a single parent family and $50 per child thereafter.

(iv) Rental assistance should not be credited as more $350 a month  

D. The DC SSI fund founded under this Act shall insure a cash income of $1,000 a month for people living below the poverty line - in a sliding scale under 42USC(7)XVI-A§1382.  Retired and disabled individual with a monthly income above $1,500 or couples with a monthly income above $2,500.00 from part time employment, annuities, investments, and royalties would receive a lesser dividend of $10 to $100 a month for all such residents of Washington DC regardless of how wealthy they are to encourage tax deductible donations from the relatively wealthy and growing elderly population and solidarity with private insurers of Washington DC residents 42USC(7)II§403(f-D). 

(1) the social welfare of the 113,000 people living below the poverty line in DC are adequately sustained with social welfare pensions that guaranteeing a standard of living not less than $1,000 a month.  113,000 beneficiaries with an average $500 income security check is estimated to cost Washington DC only $56,500,000 a month, $678,000,000 a year for people who live below the poverty to earn a income above $1,000 a month that we shall determine in this Act as the standard US poverty line,

(a) new costs incurred by this act shall be the difference between existing balance of social welfare pension benefits to people who live under the poverty line, food stamp and rental subsidies to residents of Washington DC living below the poverty line and $1,000,000,000 as calculated in the Accounting Interrogatory for the District in Art. 113

(b) In future years, poverty should be totally eliminated from the capitol city by replenishing the Trust Fund is recommended to lead the United States to administrate the bounty of tax revenues to the complete satisfaction of the poverty line.
E. The December 2003 Social Security Program stated, Retired workers in the District of Columbia received an average of $786 per month; widows and widowers, $715; disabled workers, $796; and wives and husbands of retired and disabled workers, $407. Average benefits for children were $404 for children of retired workers, $464 for children of deceased workers, and $261 for children of disabled workers. Retired workers in the rest of the United States received a significantly higher average monthly benefit of $922; widows and widowers, $866 (nondisabled widows and widowers, $888); disabled workers, $862; and wives and husbands of retired and disabled workers, $450. Average benefits for children of retired, deceased, and disabled workers were $446, $603, and $254, respectively. In the District of Columbia in 2003, benefits were paid to 72,330 persons. This number included 47,590 retired workers, 6,950 widows and widowers, 8,850 disabled workers, 2,540 wives and husbands, and 6,400 children. Social Security beneficiaries represented 12.8 percent of the total population of the state and 77.3 percent of the state's population aged 65 or older. In December 2003, the total number of persons in the District of Columbia receiving a Social Security benefit, a federally administered SSI payment, or both was 87,526. In the District of Columbia in 2002, an estimated 356,000 residents worked in employment covered under the Social Security program. They had $11.88 billion in Social Security taxable earnings. Employees, employers, and the self-employed paid a total of $1.47 billion in Social Security taxes.  In the District of Columbia in 2002, an estimated 367,000 residents worked in employment covered under the Medicare program. They had $15.98 billion in Medicare taxable earnings. Employees, employers, and the self-employed paid a total of $463 million in Medicare taxes.

F. The Supplemental Security Income (SSI) is the program whereby the Commissioner of Social Security ensures that all aged, blind and disabled individuals who are determined to be eligible on the basis of their income and resources are paid benefits under 42USC(7)XVI-A§1382.  

1. In determining a person’s income the intention is to assure immediate compensation to the poorest.  

2. In determining a person’s resources it is important to count only the cash value of secure claims such as stock or insurance claims as the sale of household goods is too unpredictable to make a determination as to a person’s continued insolvency.  
G. Old age insurance benefit eligibility is set forth in 42USC(7)II§402 as anybody who has (1) attained the age of 62, (2) filed an application for old age insurance or was entitled to disability benefits the month preceding attaining the retirement age.  People are eligible on the first month of attaining the retirement age.  In 1999, 39.5 million people, 14.3% of the 281 million people in the United States, were over 62.  Nine out of ten retirees in the US are reliant upon Old Age Insurance from the Social Security Administration for their income.  One month after an insured person dies a sum of not less than $255 is made payable to the widow or widower of the deceased.  Should the deceased have been eligible or receiving disability or old age insurance and the spouse was not eligible but dependent upon the deceased income the surviving spouse and children are eligible for 75% of normal benefits of the deceased.  A person will not be eligible for full retirement benefits for such a time they have a monthly income above $2,500.00 from employment, annuities, investments, and royalties under 42USC(7)II§403(f-D) however the trust fund is established as a retirement investment for workers and they receive decent pensions ostensibly commensurate with their investment to maintain a standard of living. 

H. The Disability Trust Fund is set forth in 42USC(7)II§401 in taxation 1.7% of the total wages earned in the USA.  The Disability Insurance (DI) Trust received $77.4 billion in tax contributions in fiscal year 2003.  With $70.9 billion in benefit payments, $900 million in taxation of those benefits, $9.7 billion in interest. $2 billion in administrative expenses. $175.4 billion in assets. $15 billion increase.  The term ''disability'' means the inability to engage in any substantial gainful activity by reason of any medically determinable physical or mental impairment which can be expected to result in death or which has lasted or can be expected to last for a continuous period of not less than 12 months as set forth by 42USC(7)II§423.  An individual shall be determined to be under a disability only if his physical or mental impairment or impairments are of such severity that he is not only unable to do his previous work but cannot, considering his age, education, and work experience, engage in any other kind of substantial gainful work which exists in the national economy.  An individual shall not be considered to be under a disability unless he furnishes such medical and other evidence of the existence thereof as the Commissioner of Social Security may require.  An individual's statement as to pain or other symptoms shall not alone be conclusive evidence of disability as defined in this section; there must be medical signs and findings, established by medically acceptable clinical or laboratory diagnostic techniques, which show the existence of a medical impairment that results from anatomical, physiological, or psychological abnormalities which could reasonably be expected to produce then pain, poverty or other symptoms alleged. Every individual who - (A) is insured for disability insurance benefits  (B) has not attained retirement age of 62 (C) has filed application for disability insurance benefits, and (D) is under a disability shall be entitled to a disability insurance benefit beginning with the first month during all of which he is under a disability and in which he becomes so entitled to such insurance benefits that shall not terminate until the third month after such physical or mental disability is determined to have ceased and a period of trial work yielding substantial gains bringing the person above the determined poverty line has been completed. The provisions of Social Security insurance should be construed to grant all seemingly eligible applicants monthly relief and lump sum death benefits.  The determination of disability as set forth in 42USC(7)II§421 is the foundation for the administration of benefits from the Disability Insurance Trust Fund.   State agencies shall administrate aid to the Permanently and totally disabled to guarantee the recipients are granted steady benefits and are not subject to any prohibited residency requirement 42USC(7)XIV§1352b.  
1. In determining a person’s income the intention is to assure immediate compensation to the poorest.  The optimal plan is for people making less than 50% of the poverty line, from $0-$500 a month to be instantly awarded $500 a month and those beneficiaries who shall be granted the difference between their income and $12,000 after a year.  

2. In determining a person’s resources it is important to count only the cash value of secure claims particularly ‘employment’ but also stock or insurance claims that pay regular dividends.  The sale of household goods is too unpredictable to make a determination as to a person’s continued insolvency.  
I. To process applications for the new Supplemental Security Income it is recommended that the District Social Security Administration print application forms with return envelopes for administration to people living below the poverty without any pre-requisites than they declare all their income and are subjected to the Income and Eligibility Verification System set forth in 42USC(7)XI-A§1329b-7.  The form should not be larger than a post card with address and phone number of the Supplemental Security Income office.  An envelope should protect the confidentiality of applicants.  The application should be on slightly durable paper so as not to decompose, and should fit in a wallet. Benefits for the homeless and destitute should be paid in part, and very swiftly, that day or week, but not longer than a month for homeless and unemployed people with no monthly income or in need of emergency assistance.  Homeless shall be defined as a person who does not have a regular place to sleep.  
Art. 104 Precedence of St. Elizabeth’s Hospital

A. St. Elizabeth’s Hospital was founded by Dorothea Dix in 1855 with a maximum capacity of 250, by the 1940s, the Hospital complex covered over 300 acres and housed 7,000 patients. It was the first and only federal mental facility with a national scope.  In 1987, the federal government transferred the hospital operations to the District of Columbia, while retaining ownership of the western campus. The patient population has steadily declined, and the Hospital now houses 600 patients.  Hospitals & Asylums Statute was successful in leading prisoners to the community. The record states that, between October 1, 1987 and October 1, 1993 the Mayor of the District of Columbia working with the Federal Government reduced the inpatient psychiatric population of St. Elizabeth’s Hospital from 7,000 to 600 under Hospitals & Asylums Statute Title 24 USC Chapter 4 Subchapter III Mental Health System for the District of Columbia §161-230.  This is the only peaceful victory, I can recall, that Congress can claim under the XIII Amendment Clause 2 of the US Constitution since the Civil Rights Acts in the 1960’s.  Before Congress reformed, the vast majority of the detainees held at St. Elizabeth’s Hospital had been imported from across the country.  

1. The current situation in the District of Columbia, the Seat of Government of the USA, reveals subsequent deterioration in the criminal justice system has changed the character of the slave trade from an importer of psychiatric detainees to an exporter of federal criminals.  The tried and true method of reducing the inmate population by transferring them to social programs in the community as used in the Mental Health System must be applied to reduce the number of criminal detainees adjudicated in Washington DC and serving time in the short term Detention Facility and/or long term federal prisons across the country.  The Mayor of the District of Columbia must conduct another prisoner population reduction program reducing the total federal and local DC Correction population by more than 50% in the forthcoming three years.   

2. In Ratifying this Act we hope to continue the precedence in reform set by St. Elizabeth’s Hospital in the Federal District criminal justice system pursuant to section 422(12) of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act.  

B. Under 24USC(4) §225d Transition Provisions for Employees of Hospital allowed for a Retirement opportunity Employees of the Hospital directly affected by the assumption of programs and functions by the District government who meet the requirements for immediate retirement under the provisions of section 5USC(G)(83)III§8336(d). Essentially if any armed officers are disgruntled with reforms to the Federal and District jails they have the opportunity to retire immediately.  However we hope the labor dispute can be avoided by increasing employment in the half way house system.  

1. The most significant development in the law governing detainees since St. Elizabeth’s Hospital has been the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court.  Now that the United Nations opened the Court in the Hague in 2004 demands for the reform of the criminal justice system and the military are crystallizing and the experience in Iraq and in the Cincinnati War Crime Tribunal indicates that the investigation of any armed forces unit, whether military or judicial, is likely to involve the detention of certain officers guilty of grave human rights abuses and should be considered moderately to very dangerous for anyone, no matter how secure,  who witnesses the crimes.  

C. Under 24USC(4) §225g Financing Provisions Authorization of appropriations there were authorized to be appropriated for grants by the Secretary of Health and Human Services to the District of Columbia comprehensive mental health system, $30,000,000 for fiscal year 1988, $24,000,000 for fiscal year 1989, $18,000,000 for fiscal year 1990, and $12,000,000 for fiscal year 1991.  It is hoped a labor dispute regarding mass retirement as occurred at St. Elizabeth’s Hospital will be avoided in the District criminal justice system and the transition to a Community Corrections venture of only $20,000,000 will actually increase the number of people employed by the District of Columbia Department of Corrections.  During the service coordination and the financial transition periods, the District of Columbia shall gradually assume a greater share of the financial responsibility for the provision of services provided by the system to individuals entitled to federal social security benefits that can be reasonably taxed to support the halfway house. 

D. Hospitals & Asylums statute clearly has a history of sweeping reforms for detention programs in Washington DC and even makes reference to Chapter 9 of title 21 of the District of Columbia Code.  Of interest to Hospitals & Asylums, Title 24 US Code, further review of the code reveals that Title 24 of the District of Columbia Code is relevant to this case as it treats upon Prisoners.  Under § 24-221.03  every person shall be given credit on the maximum term of imprisonment for time spent in custody or on parole as a result of the offense for which the sentence was imposed. The court shall provide that the person be given credit for the time spent in custody or on parole as a result of the offense for which sentence was imposed and when a person has been in custody due to a charge that resulted in a dismissal or acquittal.  Under §24-221.01 educational good time credits shall be awarded upon the completion of the academic or vocational program.  Under §24-221.01a a prisoner may be allowed meritorious good time credit for performing exceptionally meritorious service or performing duties of outstanding importance in connection with institutional operations. Under §24-231.08 prison industry shall employ all eligible and voluntary prisoners in all entry-level positions to the extent feasible and appoint qualified individuals to tasks requiring more advanced levels of training. Work release is regulated under §24-241.03 that delegates to the Director of the Department of Corrections the responsibility to state in writing the terms and conditions under which a person granted work release privileges may be released from actual custody during the time necessary to proceed to the person's place of employment or other authorized places, perform specified activities, and return to a place of confinement designated by the Director of the Department of Corrections. Under §24-251.03 (a) The Mayor, or his designated agent, may grant a furlough, except as provided in subsection (c) of this section, to any eligible resident:
(1) In order to visit the bedside of a dying relative, or to attend the funeral of a relative, in the Washington metropolitan area;
(2) Upon the recommendation of the institutional review committee, in order to call upon prospective employers in the Washington metropolitan area, enroll in an educational institution or program, obtain suitable housing prior to release, or to finalize parole supervision plans with an officer or employee of the Department; or
(3) Upon the recommendation of the institutional review committee, to participate in family and approved community, religious, or educational, social, civic, and recreational activities, when it is determined that such participation will directly facilitate the transition from life in the facility or institution to life in the community.

Art. 105 Corrections Reform

A. Blakely v. Washington No. 02-1632 of June 24, 2004 eliminated sentencing guidelines schemes and, 20 years of sentencing reform. In both legislative and litigate practice Criminal sentences must be adjusted downward rather upward, mandatory minimum schemes eliminated and acquittals the norm for most crimes where there are significant mitigating factors.  The federal Office of the Pardon Attorney is particularly important for Washington DC because to supervise the release of 4,000 of the estimated 5,000 detainees from Washington DC entitled to supervised release from the federal penitentiary under this Blakely Act.  Under §24-105 the District of Columbia shall defend this civil action. To accommodate the surge in released detainees the District of Columbia will need to make an initial investment of $20,000,000 to expand Community Corrections halfway houses. In the long run the taxation of benefits and employment income of residents will fund the halfway houses that also receive an investment in the income security of its staff from the Department of Corrections.  To address the District of Columbia prison overpopulation pro-actively the Federal and District governments must found a community corrections program at an estimated cost of only $4,000 per capita rather than the $24,000 per capita of jail for the +/- 5,000 people unlawfully detained by the District of Columbia in local, state and federal prisons.  Under  §24-201.71 the Mayor shall evaluate the results of the Central Detention Facility classification system, housing plan, and population ceiling, and shall propose modifications. A copy of the evaluation shall be forwarded to the Council
B. Whereas international norms indicate a ratio of less than 250 prisoners per 100,000 is desirable and in the United States 500 prisoners per 100,000 is considered the norm to the alarm of the international observer of the International Centre for Prison Studies World Prison Brief HA-16-12-04.  Evidence indicates that Washington DC has the highest rate of detention of any geographic region in the world although other metropolitan communities also have evolved disproportionate criminal justice statistics.  The DC prisoner population is estimated at 3,300 in DC and another 5,000 in the federal penitentiary.  The total prisoner population must be reduced from 8,226 that yields a ratio of 1,594 prisoners per 100,000, to not more than 2,500 to uphold national rates of detention or 1,500 to uphold international standards.  §24-201.61 of the DC Code limits the number of sentenced persons housed at the District of Columbia Jail (Central Detention Facility) to not exceed 2,050 at any time.  

C. The method for calculating the fraction of detention density is as follows,

General population      100,000

________________ =  _____________

Prison population          prisoners per 100,000

1. Applied to Washington DC that formula yields;

563,384        100,000

_______ =  ________

8,226             1,460 
D. The District will slowly take financial responsibility with the community corrections program in this Act and federal government will pay for released prisoners who become eligible for Social Security under 42USC(7)II§402x by virtue of being released. Under     § 24-211.03 Where powers are vested in or duties are imposed by existing law upon the Director of Public Welfare of the District of Columbia with respect to said institutions, such powers and duties are transferred to and shall be exercised by the Director of the Department of Corrections.  Under 42USC(7)II§402x a person is not eligible for regular social security benefits during the period when they are confined in a jail, prison, or other penal institution or correctional facility pursuant to his conviction or verdict of not guilty by reason of insanity of a criminal offense, or housed after release pursuant to conviction of a sexual offense at the public’s expense.  This probation of benefits ceases when that person is released or the institution ceases or fails to take care of that person’s basic living needs.  It is therefore acceptable for the halfway houses to register parolees and probationers for social security income and once for pre-trial detainees.  To utilize the money and promote equal rights for effective remedy for social ills beds in halfway houses should also be given to homeless individuals referred by the police who would have only have to check in, obey the curfew, not be intoxicated, participate in counseling programs, and could check out at any time they wished.  The homeless people would be registered as homeless so as not to be confused with the criminally accused.  Halfway house facilities offering beds for higher security violent offenders released to the community are recommended to disregard the welcome to the homeless out of respect for the demands of supervision and danger presented to the innocent homeless individual.  It is however hoped that the problems faced by homeless and criminally delinquent people can both be reformed with the same program of financial, career and housing counseling with accessibility to pension benefits for people who are chronically unemployed or underemployed and live below the poverty line.

E. Under 42USC(7)II§402x the Commissioner of Social Security has the authority to take responsibility for corrections by demanding that institutions list their prisoners by name and social security number with date of incarceration and expected release day.  The Commissioner has the limited authority to pay pre-trial detainees and post-conviction detainees who never made it to the social security trial who petition from a notarizing jail for a one time check of,

1. $400 if the institution files a claim in behalf of the prisoner within 30 days of incarceration 

2. $200 within 60 days and 
3. $100 at any time 
F. The 8th Amendment to the US Constitution prohibits cruel and unusual punishment. Section 11 of the Bill of Rights of the Constitution of the State of New Columbia The State shall not require excessive fines, nor impose cruel, corporal, or unusual punishment, or sentence of death. Penal administration shall be based upon the principle of reformation with the objective of restoring the offender to a useful role in community life.  The Body of Principles for the Protection of All Persons under Any Form of Detention or Imprisonment A/43/49 (1988).
Principle 1
All persons under any form of detention or imprisonment shall be treated in a humane manner and with respect for the inherent dignity of the human person.

Principle 6
No person under any form of detention or imprisonment shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.  No circumstance whatever may be invoked as a justification for torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.

1. The smoking ban affecting 3,300 inmates who are involuntarily forced to quit smoking at a stressful time is clearly a biological experiment with three indications of scienter- that we shall define as fraud with malicious intent.  First tobacco, although legal and readily available, is one of the most addictive substances and quitting smoking results in severe psychosis with all the symptoms of paranoid schizophrenia that is very uncomfortable.  Second this month, or so, of psychosis occurs when the detainees are on trial for crimes that jeopardizes the facts of the convictions as many of the defendants are not competent to stand trial.  Third to the withdrawing addict federal prison, where smoking is permitted, appears like heaven, thereby biasing the motion of proceedings towards the federal penitentiary.  The smoking ban is clearly cruel and unusual punishment that must be abolished as it interferes with the rights of smokers to a fair trial and to not be tortured.

Art. 106 Judiciary Square    

A. Judiciary Square lies adjacent to the monumental core of Washington, D.C. Its buildings, streets, structures, and objects reflect the 210-year history of the Federal City. Located north of Pennsylvania Avenue, the street planned by city designer Pierre Charles L'Enfant to be the most important in the new nation's capital, and between the Capitol and the White House, the two most significant buildings in the city, Judiciary Square and its neighboring blocks have responded to governmental influences throughout their history. And yet, because it became the municipal center of the city early in its history as a result of the construction of the city hall there, the Judiciary Square area retained a residential and commercial character through the nineteenth and into the early twentieth century. 

B. The most significant building erected early in the study area's history was the Old D.C. Courthouse (Old City Hall). Designed as the city hall by architect George Hadfield, the Old Courthouse was completed in three stages between 1820 and 1849. His design for the city hall, influenced by the European Neoclassicism he had studied in Italy and England, won a competition in 1820. From the beginning, the building was intended to house both administrative offices and courts. The Judiciary Square area was home to a variety of residential building types throughout the nineteenth century. Its location halfway between the Capitol and the White House was convenient for politicians since it allowed easy access to both buildings, and the courthouse drew lawyers and judges to the neighborhood. Residents of the area included Senator Thomas Hart Benton of Missouri, and Vice President John C. Calhoun. Only a few rowhouses from the nineteenth century remain; those at 501 D Street and 406 5th Street were most likely constructed prior to the Civil War. A row house at 503 D Street, constructed prior to 1902, sits on the site of statesman Daniel Webster's house.

C. Today, the Judiciary Square area is graced with numerous memorial sculptures. That aspect of the area's character began to be formed at the end of the Civil War. Within days of Lincoln's assassination on April 15,1865, Washington residents began a subscription to raise money for a memorial to the president. Sculpted by Lott Flannery, the Abraham Lincoln Statue was erected on a 35-foot-high column in the center of what was then D Street in front of the Old D.C. Courthouse. The statue, the first public monument to Lincoln, was dedicated on the third anniversary of his assassination. 

D. Congress reorganized Washington's court system in 1863, and the former City Hall became the home of the newly formed Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. Ten years later, the federal government purchased the city's interest in the building, and the Architect of the Capitol became responsible for its maintenance. In 1881, Architect of the Capitol Edward Clark designed an extension of the building on its north side, which was completed in 1883. Clark's extension imitated the forms and materials of Hadfield's original building, even including an Ionic portico facing Judiciary Square. During renovation, the 1868 statue of Abraham Lincoln was removed from the center of what was then called D Street, but it was returned to a paved plaza in front of the old Courthousein1923. The Old D.C. Courthouse was renovated in 1916. The renovation essentially rebuilt the original stuccoed brick courthouse of brick, reinforced concrete, and steel, and faced the structure with limestone. The reconstruction retained Hadfield's elevations, but altered the north facade, removing Edward Clark's Ionic portico. The interior was entirely redesigned by Woods to accommodate contemporary judicial practice.

E. Also in 1923, the Joseph J. Darlington Fountain, dedicated to the memory of a leader of the Washington Bar Association, was placed in the southwest corner of Judiciary Square, and winding walks were laid out around it. Sculptor Carl Paul Jennewein designed the fountain's sculptural group. Incorporated into the landscaping plan of this corner of the square was a 15-foot-high, brick ventilating shaft constructed for the Old Courthouse in 1892. The statue of South American liberator Jose de San Martin, a copy of the original in Buenos Aires, Argentina, was erected in the center of the square in 1925. 

F. Construction of a complex of public buildings also altered the character of Judiciary Square itself in the 1930s, but in this case the public buildings were courthouses and they reorganized space that had been a park since the last quarter of the nineteenth century. The scale and forms for the courthouses built on Judiciary Square north of the Old Courthouse in the 1930s remained faithful to the standards of their nineteenth-century predecessor. Elliott Woods set the parameters for the rest of the complex with the neoclassical forms and limestone surfaces of the Court of Appeals (currently the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces) was built at and the construction of the Old Courthouse. Plans of Judiciary Square from 1922 show that Woods foresaw a building to match the Court of Appeals on the opposite side of the square. This building was constructed as the Juvenile Court (Court Building C) in 1938. 

G. The architect for the Juvenile Court and the other two court buildings in the square - the Police Court (Court Building A) and the Municipal Court (Court Building B) - was Nathan C. Wyeth, Washington's municipal architect from 1934 to 1946. The first to be constructed was the Police Court, which was approved by Congress on May 6, 1935. Construction began in the fall of 1936 after the transfer from the federal government to the District of a 66-foot-wide strip of land along F Street (which included the roadway as well as the walks on either side). The land was needed to provide space for Wyeth's design, placed north of the Court of Appeals. Construction of the Juvenile and Municipal court buildings on the east side of Judiciary Square to mirror the Court of Appeals and the Police Court began in the fall of 1938. 

H. The forms, materials, and scale of these courthouses matched the buildings across the square. The five court buildings and Pension Building (currently the National Building Museum) formed a campus-like quadrangle around the walks, trees, and flowers of the square and the San Martin statue at its center. Wyeth showed his ability to design in contemporary forms when a delayed plan to create a Municipal Center for the District of Columbia south of the Old Courthouse began to take shape in the late 1930s. Drawings of a 1929 plan for the center show a monumental Beaux Arts group of buildings similar to those of the Federal Triangle. A reduced plan was approved in 1934, but construction on a single building, called the Municipal Center, did not begin until 1939. In 1975-76, the 

I. Carl Moultrie Courthouse was constructed at the intersection of Indiana Avenue and 6th Street. The courthouse references in concrete the columnar forms of the Old D.C. Courthouse and the Municipal Center. Once this area had been mostly filled in, further expansion was accommodated in nearby blocks. 
Art. 107 District of Columbia Courts

A. The District of Columbia Courts, the judicial branch of the District of Columbia government, comprise the DC Court of Appeals, the highest court of the District; the Superior Court of the District of Columbia, a trial court with general jurisdiction over virtually all local legal matters; and the Court System, which provides administrative support functions for both Courts. District of Columbia courts were created by Congress under Article I of the Constitution. The judges who serve on the courts are nominated by the President of the United States and confirmed by the US Senate for fixed terms. The District of Columbia Court of Appeals, the court of last resort in the District of Columbia, was created by Congress by the District of Columbia Court Reform and Criminal Procedure Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-358, 84 Stat. 473). This court reviews all appeals from the Superior Court, as well as appeals from decisions and orders issued by D.C. government administrative agencies. Final judgments of the D.C. Court of Appeals are reviewable by the Supreme Court of the United States.

B. The Act also created the Superior Court of the District of Columbia as a trial court of general jurisdiction over virtually all local legal matters. The Court consists of divisions which provide for all local litigation functions including criminal, civil, juvenile, domestic relations, probate, tax, landlord and tenant, and traffic. The Superior Court of the District of Columbia hears civil, criminal, administrative, family, landlord and tenant, and other cases involving DC law.  

 
C. Both the D.C. Court of Appeals and the Superior Court of the District of Columbia (collectively referred to as the "D.C. Courts") can trace their origins to the first judicial body created for the District of Columbia in 1801, one year after the District itself was established by Congress. From 1801 to 1970 the District's judicial system underwent many changes, not only to the composition and jurisdiction of the courts, but also to their names. These include justices of the peace, the Municipal Court, the D.C. Court of General Sessions, the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, the Juvenile Court, and on the appellate level, the Municipal Court of Appeals. 
E. The District of Columbia Court of Appeals is the District’s appellate court.  It hears appeals from the Superior Court and administrative agencies of the District government.  The Court of Appeals also regulates the District of Columbia Bar.

 

F. The District of Columbia Office of Administrative Hearings OAH is an independent administrative tribunal that hears administrative litigation involving over 25 different agencies, boards and commissions of the District of Columbia.

 

G. The Federal Courts are courts, located in Washington but are not part of the District government, they are federal courts.  Both judiciaries use the same Bureau of Prisons for their criminal prosecutions and both are requested in this act to desist in this practice so as to refer all detainees from Washington DC to local detention facilities unless they would be closer to family in other facilities.  

Art. 108 District of Columbia Department of Corrections

A. Under § 24-211.01 there is created in the District of Columbia a Department of Corrections to be under the charge of a Director who shall be appointed by the Mayor of the District of Columbia. The Central Detention Facility (CDF/DC Jail) is located in Southeast DC at 1901 D Street, SE. The current facility was opened in 1976. In July 2002, the United States District Court for the District of Columbia vacated the population capacity limit at the DC Jail imposed in the 1985 Campbell v. McGruder court ruling. With a rated inmate capacity of 2,498, the majority of male and female inmates housed in the Central Detention Facility are awaiting adjudication of cases or are sentenced for misdemeanor offenses. The overall inmate population shows an overall steady upward trend, with some seasonal increase in summer months and some seasonal decrease during the winter holidays.  Other drops or increases are associated with changes in processing of inmates, e.g. designated felon removal rate, or rate of intake.  Three quarters of inmates in custody were charged with at least one felony as of January 2005. As a result of the National Capital Revitalization and Self-Government Improvement Act of 1997, sentenced felons are transferred to the Federal Bureau of Prisons.  

B. The Department offers a variety of programs to inmates housed at the DC Jail.  These programs include: HIV/ AIDS Prevention, Education and Intervention Services; Individual and Group Counseling Services; Hispanic Life Skills; Book Club; Street Law; Literacy Education; Religious Services; Mental Health Adjustment; and Anger Management; among other life skills development and religious services. The Department of Corrections encourages inmates to maintain family and community ties by allowing visits, subject to the security requirements and orderly operation of the DC Jail.  Inmates receive visits according to their last name during regular visiting hours, 12:00 pm (noon) to 7:00 pm, Tuesday through Saturday.  Visiting days are as follows:  A-H (Tuesday and Thursday); I-P (Wednesday and Friday); Q-Z (Saturday).  Visits are not held on Sunday or Monday. Inmates can use the law library to research legal aspects of their cases.

C. The Correctional Treatment Facility (CTF), originally constructed by the District of Columbia, Department of Corrections, was activated in May 1992 as a specialized medium security institution. The eight-story structure stands on 10.2 acres next to the Central Detention Facility off 19th and D Streets, SE, in Washington, DC. The Correctional Treatment Facility consists of five separate, multi-story buildings that are situated immediately adjacent to each other, presenting the appearance of one large structure. The facility design provides for the security perimeter. Each building contains separate areas for administration, programs, housing, and services that allow the facility to function as a whole. Each single room has a window and each 32-room unit has a television room, a recreation yard, and a study room. Housing units within CTF range from 16 to 42 single beds.  In March 1997, the District of Columbia entered into a 20-year contract with the Corrections Corporation of America for the operation and management of the medium security confinement facility.  It must be deduced that the population of the Treatment Facility is the total DC correctional population of 3,330 – 2,500 capacity of the Detention Center = 800 detainees in the Treatment Facility. 

D. The DC Department of Corrections contracts with several Community Release Programs who operate facilities known as community correctional centers or halfway houses.  The department has contracts with four private and independently operated halfway houses: Efforts From Ex-Convicts, Extended House, Inc., Fairview, and Hope Village.  The U.S. District Court for DC and the Superior Court of DC place pretrial offenders and sentenced misdemeanants in halfway houses as an alternative to incarceration.  It is hoped that annual spending for these programs will be increased and more community correctional corporations will be formed with this $20 million Community Correction.  The budget is largely extended by the availability of free houses seized by the FBI for tax reasons.  The FBI is encouraged to satisfy the demand for free houses presented by qualified community correctional corporations who win contracts with the District of Columbia Department of Columbia and the Federal Bureau of Prisons to house people released early under the $20,000,000 under this Act in 2005 for Supervised Release to the Community Corrections Act and any homeless people who wish to stay in the same shelter with a curfew and access to full supplemental security income benefits that would be taxed for their room and board while at a halfway house.
Art. 109 Bureau of Prisons
A. Pursuant to Pub. L. No. 71-218, 46 Stat. 325 (1930), the Bureau of Prisons was established within the Department of Justice and charged with the "management and regulation of all Federal penal and correctional institutions." This responsibility covered the administration of the 11 Federal prisons in operation at the time. As time has passed and laws have changed, the Bureau's responsibilities have grown, as has the prison population. At the end of 1930, the agency operated 14 facilities for just over 13,000 inmates. By 1940, the Bureau had grown to 24 facilities with 24,360 inmates. Except for a few fluctuations, the number of inmates did not change significantly between 1940 and 1980, when the population was 24,252. However, the number of facilities almost doubled (from 24 to 44) as the Bureau gradually moved from operating large facilities confining inmates of many security levels to operating smaller facilities that each confined inmates with similar security needs. 

B. As a result of Federal law enforcement efforts and new legislation that dramatically altered sentencing in the Federal criminal justice system, the 1980s brought a significant increase in the number of Federal inmates. The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 established determinate sentencing, abolished parole, and reduced good time; additionally, several mandatory minimum sentencing provisions were enacted in 1986, 1988, and 1990. From 1980 to 1989, the inmate population more than doubled, from just over 24,000 to almost 58,000. During the 1990s, the population more than doubled again, reaching approximately 136,000 at the end of 1999 as efforts to combat illegal drugs and illegal immigration contributed to significantly increased conviction rates. Staffing levels also have risen dramatically in recent years. In 1980, the Bureau had approximately 10,000 employees. That number almost doubled in 10 years to just over 19,000 in 1990. As of June 2003, there were about 34,000 employees in the Bureau.

C. Under 28 CFR I 0.95 The Director of the Bureau of Prisons shall direct all activities of the Bureau of Prisons including:

(a) Management and regulation of all Federal penal and correctional institutions and prison commissaries (including military prisons).

(b) Provision of suitable quarters for, and safekeeping, care, and subsistence of, all persons charged with or convicted of offenses against the United States or held as witnesses or otherwise.

(c) Provision for the protection, instruction, and discipline of all persons charged with or convicted of offenses against the United States.

(d) Classification, commitment, control, or treatment of persons committed to the custody of the Attorney General.

(e) Payment of rewards with respect to escaped Federal prisoners (18 U.S.C.§3059).

(f) Certification with respect to the insanity or mental incompetence of a prisoner whose sentence is about to expire pursuant to title 18U.S.C.§4247.

(g) Entering into contracts with State officials for the custody, care, subsistence, education, treatment, and training of State prisoners, upon certification with respect to the availability of proper and adequate treatment facilities and personnel, pursuant to section 18U.S.C.§5003.

(h) Conduct and prepare, or cause to be conducted and prepared, studies and submit reports to the court and the attorneys with respect to disposition of cases in which juveniles have been committed, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §5037, and to contract with public or private agencies or individuals or community-based facilities for the observation and study and the custody and care of juveniles, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §5040.

(i) Conduct of examinations to determine whether an offender is an addict, mentally ill or a sexual offender who is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, as well as the preparation and submission of reports to committing courts.

(j) Transfer of prisoner to appropriate hospital pursuant to 18U.S.C.§4245.

(k) Providing technical assistance to State and local governments in the improvement of their correctional systems (18 U.S.C. §4042).
D. Under 28 CFR I 0.96 The Director of the Bureau of Prisons is authorized to exercise or perform any of the authority, functions, or duties conferred or imposed upon the Attorney General by any law relating to the commitment, control, or treatment of persons (including insane prisoners and juvenile delinquents) charged with or convicted of offenses against the United States, including the taking of final action in the following-described matters:

(a) Requesting the detail of Public Health Service officers for the purpose of furnishing services to Federal penal and correctional institutions (18 U.S.C. §4005).

(b) Payment of claims less than $1,000 by officers losing property (31 U.S.C. §3722)

(c) Designating places of imprisonment or rehabilitation where the sentences of prisoners shall be served and ordering transfers from one institution to another, whether maintained by the Federal Government or otherwise, 18 U.S.C.§4082b
(d) Designation of agents for the transportation of prisoners (18 U.S.C. §4008). 

(e) Performing the functions of the Attorney General under the provisions of Offenders with Mental Disease or Defect (18 U.S.C. §4241-4247).

(f) Settlement of claims arising under the Federal Tort Claims Act as provided in 28 CFR 0.172.

(g) Entering into reciprocal agreements with fire organizations for mutual aid and rendering emergency assistance in connection with extinguishing fires within the vicinity of a Federal correctional facility, as authorized by sections 2 and 3 of the Act of May 27, 1955 (42 U.S.C. §1856a, 1856b).

(h) Prescribing rules and regulations applicable to the carrying of firearms by Bureau of Prisons officers and employees (18 U.S.C. §3050).

(i) Promulgating rules governing the control and management of Federal penal and correctional institutions and providing for the classification, government, discipline, treatment, care, rehabilitation, and reformation of inmates confined therein (18 U.S.C. §4001, §4041, and §4042).

(j) Granting permits to states or public agencies for rights-of-way upon lands administered by the Director in accordance with the provisions of 43 U.S.C.§931c, §961; 18 U.S.C. §4001, §4041, §4042.

(k) Authority under the provisions of 18 U.S.C. §4082(b) to provide law enforcement representatives with information on Federal prisoners who have been convicted of felony offenses and who are confined at a residential community treatment center located in the geographical area in which the requesting agency has jurisdiction.             

(l) Approving inmate disciplinary and good time regulations (18 U.S.C. §3624).

(m) Contracting, for a period not exceeding three years, with the proper authorities of any State, Territory, or political subdivision thereof, for the imprisonment, subsistence, care, and proper employment of persons convicted of offenses against the United States (18 U.S.C. §4002).
E. Under 28 CFR I 0.99 The Board of Directors of Federal Prison Industries, or such officer of the corporation as the Board may designate, may exercise the authority vested in the Attorney General by 18U.S.C.§4126, as amended, to prescribe rules and regulations governing the payment of compensation to inmates of Federal penal and correctional institutions employed in any industry, or performing outstanding services in institutional operations, and to inmates or their dependents for injuries suffered in any activity connected with the maintenance of operation of the institution where confined.

(F) Under 28 CFR I 0.35 the Office of the Pardon Attorney may,   

(a) Exercise of the powers and performance of the functions vested in the Attorney General.

(b) Performance of such other duties as may be assigned by the Attorney General or the Associate Attorney General.

(1) Under 28 CFR I 0.36 The Pardon Attorney shall submit all recommendations in clemency cases through the Associate Attorney General and the Associate Attorney General shall exercise such discretion and authority as is appropriate and necessary for the handling and transmittal of such recommendations to the President.

G. To effectively co-ordinate the speedy release of up to 4,000 federal inmates from the District of Columbia that are serving time in federal penal institutions around the country the Council of the District of Columbia should contract with the DC Department of Correction, federal Bureau of Prisons, the Attorney General’s Office of the Pardon Attorney and Social Security Administration to afford a thorough and public review of federal sentencing of inmates from the District of Columbia pursuant to a Social Security supervised release to the Community Corrections program whereby parolees, including sexual offenders in treatment programs, would pay half of the social security benefits they are fully eligible for under 42USC(7)II§402x after being released from a penal institution $500 of their monthly income for room, board and counseling with the half way house, whichever is less.

H. The national plan for the federal Bureau of Prisons is to discontinue their use by the federal judiciary that would no longer be a criminal court for any but offensive police and judicial officers who would be detained in the state courts.  The plan for the federal prisons is to eliminate ownership of “federal” prisons and consolidate with state departments of corrections for a national system of supervision, control and inmate registry.  Substandard and surplus prisons would be abolished, as possible, during the transfer until the nation upholds international norms of detention.  Community corrections should be the political platform for reforms.

Art. 110 District of Columbia Local Corrections Population 2002-2005

Population by Facility Fiscal Year 2002 

	 
	10-01 
	11-01 
	12-01 
	01-02 
	02-02 
	03-02 
	04-02 
	05-02 
	06-02 
	07-02 
	08-02 
	09-02 

	Central Detention Facility
	1,605
	1,796
	1,754
	1,666
	1,810
	1,908
	1,840
	1,875
	1,938
	2,032
	2,087
	2,218

	Central Treatment Facility
	721
	817
	802
	801
	784
	707
	732
	728
	724
	740
	782
	775

	Other Contract Facilities
	221
	225
	205
	195
	152
	126
	122
	120
	115
	118
	120
	119

	Total
	2,547
	2,838
	2,761
	2,662
	2,746
	2,741
	2,695
	2,723
	2,777
	2,891
	2,988
	3,112


Population by Facility Fiscal Year 2003 

	 
	10-02 
	11-02 
	12-02 
	01-03 
	02-03 
	03-03 
	04-03 
	05-03 
	06-03 
	07-03 
	08-03 
	09-03 

	Central Detention Facility
	2,220
	2,323
	2,339
	2,317
	2,322
	2,319
	2,260
	2,260
	2,347
	2,385
	2,417
	2,445

	Central Treatment Facility
	783
	787
	834
	817
	806
	742
	690
	696
	729
	783
	814
	966

	Other Contract Facilities
	110
	98
	101
	109
	112
	117
	117
	116
	121
	116
	118
	117

	Total
	3,112
	3,208
	3,274
	3,243
	3,240
	3,178
	3,067
	3,072
	3,197
	3,284
	3,349
	3,528


Population by Facility Fiscal Year 2004 

	 
	10-03 
	11-03 
	12-03 
	01-04 
	02-04 
	03-04 
	04-04 
	05-04 
	06-04 
	07-04 
	08-04 
	09-04 

	Central Detention Facility
	2,384
	2,321
	2,251
	2,303
	2,375
	2,353
	2,379
	2,264
	2,163
	2,130
	2,221
	2,347

	Central Treatment Facility
	997
	988
	968
	1,009
	1,120
	1,192
	1,238
	1,241
	1,236
	1,230
	1,190
	1,164

	Other Contract Facilities
	117
	118
	117
	116
	116
	118
	120
	120
	118
	118
	120
	121

	Total
	3,498
	3,428
	3,337
	3,428
	3,612
	3,662
	3,737
	3,626
	3,517
	3,479
	3,531
	3,632


 
Population by Facility Fiscal Year 2005 

	 
	10-04 
	11-04 
	12-04 
	01-05 
	02-05 
	03-05 
	04-05 
	05-05 
	06-05 
	07-05 
	08-05 
	09-05 

	Central Detention Facility
	2,319
	2,339
	2,277
	2,204
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Central Treatment Facility
	1,218
	1,201
	1,196
	1,188
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other Contract Facilities
	117
	113
	105
	107
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total
	3,654
	3,653
	3,578
	3,499
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Art. 111 State by State Prison Brief 1999

World Prison Brief USA State by State HA-30-6-99
	Correction

Agency
	General Population 2003
	Total Prison Population 
	State Prison Population
	Local Jail Population
	per 100,000
	944 Executions since 1976

	Federal
	290,809,777
	173,059
	N/a
	N/a
	58
	

	Vermont
	619,107
	1,205
	N/a
	N/a
	203
	

	Maine
	1,305,728
	2,745
	1,632
	1,113
	220
	

	Minnesota
	5,059,375
	10,765
	5,763
	5,002
	226
	

	North Dakota
	633,837
	1,520
	932
	588
	239
	

	Hawaii
	1,257,608
	3,479
	N/a
	N/a
	291
	

	West Virginia
	1,810,354
	5,496
	3,003
	2,493
	304
	

	New Hampshire
	1,287,687
	3,830
	2,238
	1,592
	320
	

	Rhode Island
	1,076,164
	3,176
	N/a
	N/a
	321
	

	Nebraska
	1,739,291
	5,740
	3,551
	2,189
	344
	

	Massachusetts
	6,433,422
	21,796
	11,022
	10,774
	353
	

	Iowa
	2,944,062
	10,229
	7,231
	2,998
	356
	

	Washington
	6,131,445
	24,849
	14,307
	10,542
	431
	

	Utah
	2,351,467
	9,239
	5,215
	4,024
	433
	

	Montana
	917,621
	3,998
	2,477
	1,521
	453
	

	Alaska
	648,818
	2,837
	2,769
	68
	459
	1

	Oregon
	3,559,596
	15,425
	9,142
	6,283
	464
	

	Kansas
	2,723,507
	12,864
	8,486
	4,378
	484
	

	South Dakota
	764,309
	3,581
	2,517
	1,064
	485
	

	Wyoming
	501,242
	2,338
	1,333
	1,005
	485
	

	Illinois
	12,653,544
	61,235
	44,355
	16,880
	506
	

	Indiana
	6,195,643
	30,025
	17,238
	12,787
	506
	

	Connecticut
	3,483,372
	16,776
	N/a
	N/a
	511
	

	Wisconsin
	5,472,299
	27,218
	14,659
	12,559
	519
	

	Colorado
	4,550,688
	21,043
	12,039
	9,004
	520
	

	Pennsylvania
	12,365,455
	63,490
	36,494
	29,996
	529
	

	Idaho
	1,366,332
	6,634
	3,825
	2,809
	531
	

	New Jersey
	8,638,396
	43,777
	26,947
	16,830
	536
	

	Kentucky
	4,117,827
	21,651
	11,278
	10,373
	546
	

	North Carolina
	8,407,248
	43,243
	29,964
	13,279
	564
	4

	Ohio
	11,435,798
	63,444
	46,806
	16,638
	565
	7

	New York
	19,190,115
	104,341
	71,020
	33,411
	574
	

	Arkansas
	2,725,714
	15,022
	10,190
	4,832
	588
	1

	New Mexico
	1,874,614
	10,330
	5,113
	5,217
	590
	

	Missouri
	5,704,484
	32,300
	25,360
	6,940
	591
	

	Michigan
	10,079,985
	61,882
	46,253
	15,629
	628
	

	Maryland
	5,508,909
	33,650
	22,705
	10,945
	650
	1

	Tennessee
	5,841,748
	35,884
	16,324
	19,629
	655
	

	Mississippi
	2,881,281
	18,416
	9,530
	8,886
	664
	

	Virginia
	7,386,330
	48,828
	30,593
	18,235
	713
	5

	California
	35,484,453
	239,206
	162,064
	77,142
	721
	

	Alabama
	4,500,752
	33,157
	21,739
	11,418
	757
	2

	Arizona
	5,580,811
	36,412
	26,092
	10,320
	761
	

	South Carolina
	4,147,152
	30,000
	21,220
	8,780
	772
	

	Nevada
	2,241,154
	14,057
	9,159
	4,898
	774
	2

	Florida
	17,019,068
	119,679
	68,599
	51,080
	790
	2

	Delaware
	817,491
	5,958
	N/a
	N/a
	792
	

	Oklahoma
	3,511,532
	27,926
	21,083
	6,743
	825
	6

	Georgia
	8,684,715
	74,500
	41,665
	32,835
	956
	2

	Texas
	22,118,509
	204,110
	146,180
	57,930
	1,014
	22

	Louisiana
	4,496,334
	44,934
	19,303
	25,631
	1,025
	

	District of Columbia
	563,384
	8,226
	6,573
	1,653
	1,594
	

	
	290,809,777
	1,915,525
	
	
	
	55 executions in 2004


Art. 112 State Socio-Economic Data for 2003 from Fed Stats 
	     State Law             
	Pop. 2003
	per capita
	number of poor
	% poor

	Federal
	295,882,240 
	$21,587
	33,899,812 
	12.4%

	Alabama
	4,500,752
	$18,189
	698,097 
	16.1%

	Alaska
	648,818
	$22,660
	57,602 
	9.4%

	Arizona
	5,580,811
	$20,275
	698,669 
	13.9%

	Arkansas
	2,725,714
	$16,904
	411,777
	15.8%

	California
	35,484,453
	$22,711
	4,706,130
	14.2%

	Colorado
	4,550,688
	$24,049
	388,952 
	9.3%

	Connecticut
	3,483,372
	$28,766
	259,514 
	7.9%

	Delaware
	817,491
	$23,305
	69,901 
	9.2%

	District of Columbia
	563,384
	$28,659
	109,500 
	20.2%

	Florida
	17,019,068
	$21,557
	1,952,629
	12.5%

	Georgia
	8,684,715
	$21,154
	1,033,793 
	13%

	Hawaii
	1,257,608
	$21,525
	126,154 
	10.7%

	Idaho
	1,366,332
	$17,841
	148,732 
	11.8%

	Illinois
	12,653,544
	$23,104
	1,291,958
	10.7%

	Indiana
	6,195,643
	$20,397
	559,484
	 9.5%

	Iowa
	2,944,062
	$19,674
	258,008 
	9.1%

	Kansas
	2,723,507
	$20,506
	257,829 
	9.9%

	Kentucky
	4,117,827
	$18,093
	621,096 
	15.8%

	Louisiana
	4,496,334
	$16,912
	851,113 
	19.6%

	Maine
	1,305,728
	$19,533
	135,501 
	10.9%

	Maryland
	5,508,909
	$25,614
	438,676 
	8.5%

	Massachusetts
	6,433,422
	$25,952
	573,421 
	9.3%

	Michigan
	10,079,985
	$22,168
	1,021,605
	10.5%

	Minnesota
	5,059,375
	$23,198
	380,476 
	7.9%

	Mississippi
	2,881,281
	$15,853
	548,079 
	19.9%

	Missouri
	5,704,484
	$19,936
	637,891 
	11.7%

	Montana
	917,621
	$17,151
	128,355 
	14.6%

	Nebraska
	1,739,291
	$19,613
	161,269 
	9.7%

	Nevada
	2,241,154
	$21,989
	205,685 
	10.5%

	New Hampshire
	1,287,687
	$23,844
	78,530 
	6.5%

	New Jersey
	8,638,396
	$27,006
	699,668 
	8.5%

	New Mexico
	1,874,614
	$17,261
	328,933 
	18.4%

	New York
	19,190,115
	$23,389
	2,692,202
	14.6%

	North Carolina
	8,407,248
	$20,307
	958,667 
	12.3%

	North Dakota
	633,837
	$17,769
	73,457 
	11.9%

	Ohio
	11,435,798
	$21,003
	1,170,698
	10.6%

	Oklahoma
	3,511,532
	$17,646
	491,235 
	14.7%

	Oregon
	3,559,596
	$20,940
	388,740 
	11.6%

	Pennsylvania
	12,365,455
	$20,880
	1,304,117 
	11%

	Rhode Island
	1,076,164
	$21,688
	120,548 
	11.9%

	South Carolina
	4,147,152
	$18,795
	547,869 
	14.1%

	South Dakota
	764,309
	$17,562
	95,900 
	13.2%

	Tennessee
	5,841,748
	$19,393
	746,789 
	13.5%

	Texas
	22,118,509
	$19,617
	3,117,609
	15.4%

	Utah
	2,351,467
	$18,185
	206,328 
	9.4%

	Vermont
	619,107
	$20,625
	55,506 
	9.4%

	Virginia
	7,386,330
	$23,975
	656,641
	 9.6%

	Washington
	6,131,445
	$22,973
	612,370 
	10.6%

	West Virginia
	1,810,354
	$16,477
	315,794 
	17.9%

	Wisconsin
	5,472,299
	$21,271
	451,538 
	8.7%

	Wyoming
	501,242
	$19,134
	54,777 
	11.4%


Art. 113 Accounting Interrogatory for the District of Columbia (AID)

A. The District of Columbia should use this section to grasp the statistics they are expected to master in this Act. The FY 2005 Proposed Budget for the District of Columbia was $4.165 Billion in April; Expenditures Increased By $332.8 Million or 8.7% over the FY 2004 approved Budget. With revenues of 4,167,623,000 and expenditures 4,165,486,000 the District of Columbia is commended for maintaining a balanced budget for an entire decade.  Expenditures are allocated as follows;

1. Human Support Services $1,165,314,000  

2. Public Education $1,058,709,000 

3. Public Safety & Justice  $760,849,000 

4. Financing and Other $551,746,000 

5. Public Works $312,035,000 

6. Governmental Direction and Support $261,068,000 

7. Economic Development and Regulation $55,764,000

8. Subtotal Local Fund Expenditures $4,165,486,000

C. In making the calculation of need to eliminate poverty 

demand of people living below the poverty line – supply of income to the poor = need

(1) Applied to Washington DC that formals yields a need estimate of;

$1,356,000,000 demand - $881,860,000 supply = $474,140,000 balance of need

Therefore is can be estimated that $500 million is a reasonable annual appropriation for Washington DC Supplemental Security Income for administration to people living below the poverty line until the US Census Bureau recognizes that poverty has been eliminated or at least the District has made significant statistical improvements regarding the number of residents living below the poverty line.

(2) The equation for demand is as follows,

$12,000 x number of people living below the poverty line

Applied to Washington DC total demand presented by the people living below the poverty line is as follows

$12,000 x 113,000 = $1,356,000,000 a year or $113,000,000 a month

(3) The equation for the monthly and annual supply of relief is,

(total number of people living below the poverty line –  number of public pensioners x $500 = estimated aggregate income of people living under the poverty line)

+

(number of pensioners x average relief benefit) 

=

total income received by people living below the poverty line

(a) Applied to Washington DC Social Security the equation yields

(113,000 - 72,330 = 40,760 x $500 a month = $20,380,000 x 12 = $244,560,000 a year)

+

(72,330 beneficiaries x $734 a month = $53,108,550 x 12 = $637,300,000 a year)

=

(113,000 people x $650 a month = $73,488,550 x 12 = $881,860,000 a year )

(4) The monthly balance of pension payments to Washington DC residents is as follows

(47,590 retired workers x $786 = $37,500,920)

+

(6,950 widows and widowers x $715 =$4,969,250)

+ 

(8,850 disabled workers x $796=$7,044,600)

+

(2,540 wives and husbands x $407=$1,033,780)

+

(6,400 children x $400=$2,560,000)

=

(72,330 beneficiaries x $734 = $53,108,550)

5. Section 201 of the District of Columbia Public Assistance Act of 1982 (D.C. Law 4-101; D.C. Official Code, sec. 4-202.01) indicates that $4,500,000 shall be deposited in the Interim Disability Assistance Fund established pursuant to section 407 of the District of Columbia Public Assistance Act of 1982 (D.C. Law 13-252; D.C.  For the Unemployment Insurance Trust fund, $180,000,000 from other funds.

Other Post Employee Benefits Trust Fund For the Other Post Employee Benefits Trust Fund, $953,000 from other funds. The total income assistance expenditures by the District of Columbia therefore accounts for more than $185,500,000 in 2005 that we shall assume serves as matching funds for Social Security Insurance so as not to adjust the initial $500 million welfare request this 2005.  The District is however requested to perform the calculation to address the poverty issue themselves and engage in negotiations with the House Ways and Means Committee.  
D. Detention statistics for Washington DC are another issue that requires the attention of Council to bring the number of detainees to national and international norms pursuant to §24-201.71.  To calculate the number of prisoners per 100,000 to create a ratio whereby the proportion of detainees to citizens can be monitored and controlled, the equation is;
1. General population      100,000

________________ =  _____________

Prison population          prisoners per 100,000

2. Applied to Washington DC that formula yields;

563,384        100,000

_______ =  ________

8,226             1,460 
E. The District is requested to cross examine the determinations of this Act by answering the following questions regarding welfare;

1. How many people live below the poverty line in Washington DC?

2. How many people living below the poverty line receive assistance?

3. How many people are homeless?

4. How many people have incomes less than $500 a month?

5. How much money do Social Security pensions supply the city?

6. How much welfare relief does the city supply?

7. How much can the poor be estimated to earn in employment income?

(a) Once these questions have been answered the District should be more prepared to calculate the unmet welfare need of the District of Columbia using the, “demand – supply = need”, formula.

F. The District is requested to answer the following questions regarding the detention of their residents who should all be listed for the expeditious review of judgment in order to make progress reducing the number of detainees.

1. How many people are detained because of District judgments?

2. Where, how many, for what charges and for how long are they detained? in

(a) Federal Prison

(b) State Prison ?

(c) Local District Jail

(d) total

3. How many people are in the corrective custody? of 

(a) half way houses

(b) probation

(c) parole

(d) pre-trial

(e) inpatient drug treatment

(f) total

4. When these statistics are collected it should not be difficult to monitor the exodus of people from detention centers to the increasing supply of half way house beds and from there to public assistance and employment and crime free independence.  The overall objective of corrections reform is to reduce the detainee population from  nearly 1,500 per 100,000, 1.5% of the population to 500 per 100,000, 0.5% of the population, still well above international norms but motion in the right direction to a society that detains less than 250 per 100,000 like the US before mandatory minimum sentencing legislation began in 1986.

Art. 114 Certificate of Service Tony Sanders
This document was drafted by Hospitals & Asylums on the Cinco de Mayo 2005 after over 100 hours of research.  The District Council is encouraged to reward the author with the payment of a fee of $10,000 when the $500 million Supplemental Security Income settlement arrives for Independence Day pursuant to SEC. 417 of the District of Columbia Omnibus Authorization Act, 2005 [2004] at 110.  The urgent costs of such dedicated work however normally runs at around $1,000 under §24-141.  Although I would be equally happy if District Council would merely answer the questions in the Accounting Interrogatory for the District (AID) and forward the petition with supporting documentation to the House Ways and Means Committee and Social Security Sub-Committee for the complete satisfaction of the public welfare needs of the 113,000 people living below the poverty line in Washington DC, the District of Columbia, as Trustees and prospective beneficiaries to this Action, are encouraged to pay for their counsel to improve their chances of successfully eliminating poverty in the capitol.

Despite many bad experiences in Congress I have been looking forward to the day I would have a case for the Ways and Means Committee so that they could guarantee that my monthly check is increased to $1,000 as requested in the introductory paragraph to the first draft of Chapter 3 Health and Welfare (HaW) of 2004 and County Poor Relief of 2003 for the thousands of hours spent writing the Amendment and the time it takes for the annual revision in the month of June to account for the Annual Reports of the Trustees of the Social Security Trust Funds, balancing the budget and developments in the supremacy of social security law.  July 3 is the fairest day to be paid after the Committee has confirmed whether or not I have actually destroyed my 499 page manuscript with the June 2005 revision of Chapter 3, that can be found from the home page of Hospitals & Asylums Website at www.title24uscode.org.  July 4 is therefore the day that inaction by the Ways and Means Committee would render this petition moot.  I hope that the Ways and Means Committee will pay for their inclusion into the June Health and Welfare Act. They shall be reminded of the petition with the service of the Summer Solstice Issue, should Congress be able to sustain their behavior.  Journalists, Litigants and legislators are always welcome to submit articles supporting this case regarding Washington DC or Hospitals & Asylums, in general, by email for publication, to Tony Sanders at title24uscode@aol.com 

ECOSOC: ecosocinfo@un.org
International Court of Justice: information@icj-cij.org
Ex-president Judge Patrick Robinson (USA) of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, judgment is modified under Art 100 of the Rules of the ICJ this day in light of the status quo of the democracy and the pleasant surprise that he had earned eligibility for office with the grant of asylum from Iceland for Bobby Fischer to read, “recommended for the office of Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States”, pursuant to the electoral apparatus constructed in dissent of King Blackwell HA-17-2-05 that is now delayed only due to the $1,920 fee for Milosevic v. International Tribunal HA-25-12-04: 33% of the $1,980 settlement, $653.40 would go to Yugoslavian health and welfare, leaving me, the author, with.$1,326.60 net income. kralt.icty@un.org, hucklenbruch.icty@un.org, For governmental organizations only: lambert.icty@un.org
Journal of the American Bar Association: abajournal@abanet.org
American Civil Liberties Union:infoaclu@aclu.org 

International Monetary Fund: imfcenter@imf.org
Magazine of the Inter-American Development Bank: editor@iadb.org
Washington DC ILO: washilo@ilowbo.org
Washington Times: letters@washingtontimes.com 

Georgetown Law Review: gjle@law.georgetown.edu
Chief Financial Officer of the District of Columbia: ocfo@dc.gov
District Council: lcropp@dccouncil.us, schwartzc@dccouncil.us, dcatania@dccouncil.us, pmendelson@dccouncil.us, kbrown@dccouncil.us, jgraham@dccouncil.us, jackevans@dccouncil.us, kpatterson@dccouncil.us, afenty@dccouncil.us, vorange@dccouncil.us, sambrose@dccouncil.us, vgray@dccouncil.us, mbarry@dccouncil.us 

Council will be responsible for reporting the answers to the questions in Art. 113 of this Act to both Hospitals & Asylums and the Sub Committee on Social Security of the Ways and Means Committee for a $500 million SSI settlement that can be negotiated for a larger District share in future years.  

DC Courts Strategic Planning Leadership Council StrategicPlanning@dcsc.gov
Attorney General, Deputy Attorney General, Pardon Attorney and Director of the Bureau of Prisons: AskDOJ@usdoj.gov
President pro tempore Senator Arlen Specter Chairman of the Judiciary Committee responsible for $6,500 to the author under 1USC(3)§213 and §202; under this same law DC intrinsically liable for the full $6,5 00 a year until there are no more amendments to this Act 10-6-05.  The author would be a taxpayer this year if both paid and Social Security agreed to the SSI increase for the work arlen_specter@specter.senate.gov
Congressman Bill Thomas Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 

Congressman Jim McCrery Chairman of the Subcommittee on Social Security

The Ways and Means Committee will be responsible for authorizing the settlement of the $500 million Social Security mission to eliminate poverty in the capitol city.

Social Security Administration: op.publications@ssa.gov
This Month of May Congress is charged with the restoration of Community Health Center legislation to the Internet in Title 42USC Chapter 33 so that the omission desists to obstruct the liberation of the State Mental Institution Library Education (SMILE) from the Madhouse Act of 1774, this May 2005.  

Anthony J. Sanders

Hospitals & Asylums

451 Ludlow Ave. #212

Cincinnati, Ohio 45220
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