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Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to protect
the rights of victims of crime.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

April 22, 1996

Mr. Kyl (for himself Mrs. Feinstein,Mr. Hatch,and Mr. CRAIG) intro—
duced the following joint resolution; which was read twice and referred
1o the Committee on the Judiciary

JOINT RESOLUTION

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States to protect the rights of victims of crime.

Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives
ofthe United States ofAmerica in Congress assembled (two-
thirds of each House concurring therein), That the follow-
ing article is proposed as an amendment to the Constitu*
tion of the United States, whieh shall be valid to all intents
and purposes as part of the Constitution when ratified by
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States with-
in seven years after the date of its submission for ratifica-

jon;
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“Article —

“SECTION 1. To ensure that the victim is treated with
fairness, dignity, and respect, from the occurrence of a
crime of violence arid other crimes as may be defined by
law pursuant to section 2 of this article, and throughout
the criminal, military, and juvenile justice processes, as
a matter of fundamental rights to liberty, justice, and due
process, the victim shall have the following rights; to be
informed of and given the opportunity to be present at
ever}" proceeding in which those rights are extended to the
accused or convicted offender; to be heard at any proceed-
ing involving sentencing, including the right to object to
a previously negotiated plea, or a release from custody;
to be informed of any release or escape; and to a speedy
trial, a final conclusion free from unreasonable delay, full
restitution from the convicted offender, reasonable meas-
ures to protect the victim from violence or intimidation
by the accused or convicted offender, and notice of the
victim3 rights.

“Section 2. The several States, with respect to a
proceeding in a State forum, and the Congress, with re-
spect to a proceeding in a United States forum, shall have

the power to implement further this article by appropriate

21 legislation.””.
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OP-ED

aBill of Rights

By John Kyi

nJuly 1974 onaroadjustoutside

FlagStaff, Am ., Patricia Pollard
JLlwassilenced— firstbyan attack-
er, and then by the judicial system.

A man named Eric Mageary
raped and beat her, broke herjaw
and choked her. He ripped the top
offabeercan and used thejagged
edge to inflict nearly mortal
wounds. The police deputy who
arrived on the scene said itwasthe
most brutal attack he had ever
seen.

Patriciawaslefttodie by the side
of the road that night. Bur this
remarkable woman survived the
brutal attack. She endured a long
hospital stay and months of reha-
bilitation. Mageary was caughtand
convicted. . o

If%wenthe opportumt}/, Patricia

would have wanted to tell the judge
aboutthecrime,abouthow danger-
ous Mageary was, and how a long
pridon sentence was needed to pro-
tect the community from this
vicious criminal. .
_But Patricia was not given the
right to be heard at the time of
Mageary's sentencmg; indeed she
was not even told about the pro-
ceeding. .

Years later, still 10 years shy of
servine his minimum sentence,
Mageary wasparoled— again with-
out notice to Patricia. Fortunately,
hisparole wassoon revoked for seri-
ous narcotics violations and he was
back in prison.
~In 1990, something ||aﬁpcnedthat
fmalby gave Patrcia a chance to he
heard. o

Victims across our state joined
with the business community and
law enforcement to propose the

Sen. John Kyi is an Arizona
Republican.

strongest constitutional rights for
crime victims in the country. In the
face ofopposition from judges and
criminal defies e attorneys, die peo-
ple of Amom overwhelmingly
voted to amend the state constitu-
tion to add the Victims' Bill of
Rights, The amendmentestablished
that victims have the right to be
informed, present, land heard at
important stages in their case. No
longer would Arizona victims be

It would ensur? tg at.
victims aﬁa {reate \gnh
faimess, dignity, an
respect

treated as mere pieces of evidence
for the convenience of the state —
forced to remain silent, or denied
accessto the courtroom onthe day
of trial, of caught off guard when
their attacker is released from
prison.

Orso supporters of the amend-
ment thought. Incredibly, in 1993
the Arizona Board of Parxlons and
Paroles,again withoutnotice to Ms.
Pollard, granted Eric Mageary a
releaseto homearrest!’Becauseof
the Victims'BillofRights in the A ri-
zona Constitution, Patriciawassup-
posed tobeinformed ofthe hearing
and é]wen the opportunity m be
|hear , but the Board ignored the
aw.

The matter was brought to the
attention of Gov. Fyfe Symington,
and hestartedachainofeventsthat
included filing a lawsuit to atop
M,age.ar%fc release and ensure Patri-
cia'srightswould be protected. With
justhoursto gountil Mageary was
scheduled tohe setfree,the Arizona

Queenforalifeine

By David Pitts

Y  esterday, Elizabeth I, b¥ the
Grace of God, Queen of the
United Kingdom and North-

ern Ireland. Head ofthe Common-

wealth and Defender of the Faith.

mousmistrustofthe foreignersacross
the English Channel. Thereisamuch
warmerfeeling— forculturaland his-
torical reasons— toward the peopleof
the United Statesacrossamuchlarg-

erA

r Atlantic.
Tn 1994 the aueen looks outon a

®005

8QeBtogntfifawgfaneg

Court of ApCpeaIs stopred. the
release. The Court said Patricia’s
state constitutional rights to uotice
and due process had been violated
nnd it ordered the Board to hol
another heann%. After listening to
Ms.Pollard tellherstory,the Board
finally understood the horrible trau-
ma of Mage&ryto crime, and kept
him behind bars. .
Sadly, wliile the rights of crime
victimsin Arizona are now protect-
ed, crime victims across America
arestillslighted by the system. That
ISwhy we are initiating a proposed
amendmentto the U.S. Constitution
to extend to Victims throughout the
country a threshold of basic fair-
ness. The amendment will be
unveiled in W.ashm%to_n today atthe
start of National Crime Victims'
Rights Week. o ]
The proposed Victim's Bill of
Rights will' restore balance to our
justice system. It will not infringe
uFon or diminish any constitution-
al right now enjoyed by a person
accused ofor convicted ofacrime.
But it would reform, once and for
all,asystemthatignores victims. It
wouldensurethatvictimsare treat-
ed with fairness, dignity, and
r.espectb%/ p.rotectmg fundamental
rights to be informed, present and
heard atallthe important stages of
acase. [twouldestablish forvictims
the right to a speedy trial, a final
conclusion free from ‘unreasonable
delay, foilrestitution when possible,
noticeofanyrelease orescapeofan
offender,and reasonable protection
from the defendant- Most impor-
tantly, it would ensure that victims
are given notice of each of these
rights. oom B
These basic, yet profound, ideas
will restore integrity to thejustice
system atatmewhenmanKAmer-
icans have all but lost faith in the
promise of “justice to all.” Without
constitutional safequards, Ms. Pol-
lard wouldstillbe ¢ okedb?/snence
by the law,Fbrthe hundred"ofthou-
sandsofvictims like heraround the
country, thechokehold musthebro-
ken. Victims must be given a voice
— not a veto, but a meaningful
pppprtumtJI to stand and speak for
justice and the rights of the law-
abiding in ourcommunities.

the breakup ofthe United KinPdom
itself. The queen once traveled in
Britain with minimal protection, but
she now issurrounded by an elabo-
rate security apparatus, recentk/
beefed up in the wake of the IR

bomb attacksin Londonearlierthis

ear.
Y As if that were not enough, the
queen, at 70, reigns over a nation
with very differentvalues than the
traditional heliefs still cherishpfi
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How shocking It would he lo describe a

criminaldjustice system in which a defen-

dant had no constitutional right to be
treated fairly, no right to information
about the progress of Hie case, no right lo
notice of when critical proceedings would
be held, no light to be present and heard
at. those proceedings, o(id no right (0 «
speedy trial or reasonable finality to the
matter-In short, no constitutional rights
st all. Yet this precisely describes the
plight of a victim of crime. While the Bill
of Rights enumerates extensive rights for
criminal defendants, itcontains noteven a
single word on behalfol crime victims.

Rule of Law

By Paul G. Cassell
And Steven J. Twist

On Monday a bipartisan group of
senators and congressmen introducer! a

constitutional amendment that would ex-

tend ttiese basic rights to crime victims.
The Victims' Bill of Rights Amendment
would bring balance to a system whose
scales of Lustice are tipped decidedly in
favor of (he accused.

How did we arrive at a system that

gives so little consideiation to the Inter-

ests of victims? The problem Is traceable
to the peculiar evolution of the office of
public prosecutor. The (irst colonists Im-
ported the Bnglish common law tradition
or private prosecutions, which gave the
victim of a felony the right to initiate
aﬁd Prosecute a criminat case against
the o

rate "victims" rights" because victims
could act on their own.

Over time, ﬁublic prosecutors gradu-

ally displaced the system of private pros-

ecutions. White the reasons for this

otfender. The Framers of the Consti-
tution probably saw little need tor sepa-

A Bill of Rights

translormallon are disputed, the undent-
able effect was to exclude crime victims
from meaningful participation in the
criminal justice process. They lost any
status as parties (o the case. Their pri-
mary role became lo report crimes to po-
lice and serve as witnesses if c&Ued.
Meanwhile, it became accepted that
prosecutors represented only the public
Interest, not the victims' interest.

Tills Imbalance was exacerbated In
the 1960s, when the Warren Court ex-
panded the lights ol criminal defendants
and constilutinnalized most aspects cf
criminal procedure. Trial Judges who
had previously accommodated victims'
concerns Informally within lhclr court-
rooms now found they had to follow pre-
scribed formulas. Without a constitu-

tional basis for considering victims' in-
terests, a defendant's claim of a proce-

dural rigid always prevailed. The court's
one-sided expansion of defendant’ rights
slid victims out of lie picture

These developments leave us with a
criminal Justice sys cm that pays scan!
attention to victims. Often victims do not
even find out about critical proceedings,
such as hearings auout releasing a
fendant on bail or allowing him to cop a
plea lo a reduced charge. When victims
do learn about these proceedings, (hey
frequently have no right to speak about
why releasinﬂ the defendant is a bad
Idea or why the proposed plea bargain is
undesirable. In many trials, victims are
told that while the defendant Is entitled
lo be present, they must leave the court-
room and sit outside in the room re-
served for witnesses. Even after the con-
viction of the defendant, victims have of-
ten been denied the right to speak at
sentencing or parole hearings.

livery year, 43 million Americans are
the victims of violent or property crimes.
The need for constitutional protection of
their rights was first recognized by the

for

e-

Crime Victim s
llesident'ii Task Force on Victims of
Crime, whose 1992 report concluded that
“the criminal justice system has lost its

essentlul halance." The Task Force pro-

posed a constitutional amendment guar-
anteeing crime victims the basic rights
to bn present and heard at critical stages
of the proceedings.

Since that recommendation, more
than 20 slates, have adopted victims'

amendments. In 1994 alone, voters in Al-

abama, Alaska, Idaho, Maryland, Ohio

and Utah gave their, overwhelming ap-

provals. While the amendments vary In

form and effect, they have generally Im-

proved the treatment of crime victims
throughout the criminal Justice process.
The federal Victims' Bill of' Rights

Amendment would draw upon the suc-
cessful enperler.ee with the state amend-

ments and require protection for victims
under the federal Constitution.

The core or the amendment would
guarantee victims of violent and other se-
rious crimes the rights lo be inlormed of

and lo attend court hearings. At proceed-

ings concerning ball, plea bargains and
sentencing, victims could speak-not to
dictate thu court's decision but to suggest

what the decision should be. The amend-
ment also would guarantee victims pro-

tection, including the right to a warning
if a defemluni escapes from custody.
The amendment would further grant
victims a right to a speedy trial. Hefcn-
dants have always had such a right hut

Al15

ere often the only ones with no interest
In seeing it enforced. Victims also de-
serve an end to hilemninahlc delays In
capital and other cases. The defendant’s
right to appcttl should be protected, but,
under the amendment courts would bt*
required to rule finally and without un-'
reasonahle delay.

While victims have won many slate-
legislative victories in recent years, the'
overall protection ol their interests Is
piecemeal and inadequate. A federal,
amendment would establish a basic pack-,
age or victims' rights, a floor betow
which slates could not go and which de-
fendants could nu longer automaticallya
trump. Victims' rights, no less than de*'
fondants' rights, would apply In state ]
proceedin%s under current constitutional.
doctrine, because the rights would be in-"
corporate Into the 14th Amendment's-
nationally applicable guarantees of due
Frocess of law. Tills works no new vlo-*
ence lo the Important value of federal'
ism. Rightly or wrongly, the Supreme'-
Court has already federalized many as-.
pccts of crimtmd procedure and extended*
substantial rights  for defendant; s
throughout country.  The proposed.
amendment simply adopts the view that,
victims deserve equal treatment.

A 1991 national public opinion pot!"
found that 89% of Americans would SiFA
port an amendment lo their state consll
tutlon guaranteeing victims' rights. In-
recent years, state voters have given
such amendments approvals as high as
92%. The American public rccognl®S
what many criminal Justice professionals’
seem to Ignore-that the system must*
protect tho rights of victims, loo, "

|
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Victims Irightsamendment proposed

Bipartisan bloc

introduces bill

ASSOCIATED PRESS

Victims ol violent crime would
[tave the right to speak at the sen-
tencing® of their attackers and
wouldbe protected From intimida-
tion undera constitutionalamend-
ment proposed yesterday.

Three lawmakers — Setls. Di-*
anne Feinstein, California iDerao-
icrat,and Jon Kyi, Arizona Repub-
llcan, and Pop Henry J. Hyde,
lllinois Republican and chairman
oftheHouse Judiciary Commlitee
— introduced the amendment to
mark National Crime Victims'
flights Week.
~ "This_year, <13 million Amer-
icanswill'be victimized by serious
crime," Mr.Kyi told a news confer
ence,

Mrs. Feinstein said tliat while
accused criminals “huve all kinds
of basic rights guaranteed,” such
asthe rights toremain oilentwhen
arrested and to a speedy trial, vic-
tims "have no rights atall”

The lawmakers cited a Justice
Department survey indicating
that crime costs Americans at
least $dSQ billion a year, including
factors such as legal fees, lost
work time and the costof police.

The proposed amendment
would give victims the ri%.ht:

* Ib be presentatsigniticantle-
gal proceedings in the offender's
case arid to speak at sentencings,
including the right to object to a
previously negotiated plea or to
die offender's release from, cus-
tody,

pholow JNEK* FimortlYa wuaitrioton U n i

Sen. Dianne Feinstein and Rep. Henry J. Hyde announce thu victim6'-rlgils legislation on Capitol Hill.

*Ib be Informed of any release
orescape of the criminal.

*Ttjaspeedy trial of the alleged
attacker. S

D> full reirtitution from u. v
victetl offenders. An anti-terror-
ism bill passed bg Conﬁress last
week, which PresidentClinton has
said he will sign, requires mich
compensation.

Clinton should withdraw
court nominee, Dole says

nnrrn

‘TVupemr>rreiililifffitor." W hit*

+ Th "reasonable measures" to

Protact them against further vio-
e

nce or intimidation by accused
or convicted offenders,

For an amendment to become
pariofthe Constitution, 290 House
members and 66 senators must
vote for it and 38 state legislatures
must ratify it.

Mrs. Feinstein noted that 20

states, including California, bave
passed their own victims'-rights
amendments. But only an amend-
ment to the U.S. Constitution, she
said, "can ensure that all victims
of serious crimes are treated with
fairness, dignity and respect."

The Senate Judiciary Commit-
tee plans a hearing on lhe amend-
ment today.
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VICTIMS' RIGHTS
CONSTITUTIONAL AMF.NDMF.NT
(S.J. Res. 52)

* Introduced on April 22

* Senate Judiciary Committee held a full committee hearing on April 23
®  Feinstein and Hatch are original cosponsors

*  Henry Hyde is House sponsor

The_amendment is supported]Jov major national victims' rights groups:
* Mothers A%/]ainst Drunk Driving (MADD)

* Parents of Murdered Children

* National Organization for Victim Assistance

* National Victim Center

* National Victims' Constitutional Amendment Network

* National Center for Missing & Exploited Children

*Victim Assistance Legal Organization

*Doris Tate Victims Bureau

* Citizens for Law and Order
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United States Senate

SENATOR JON KYL
Facsimile Cover Sheet

Total pages, including cover. _

To:

From:

Jon Kyi

Tom Alexander _
Colleen Deegan _
Elizabeth Flessner
Glenn Hamer
Stephen Higgins
Kathleen Leavenworth
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John Ragan
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Lauren Weiner
Other

United States Senate, Washington D.C. 20510*0304
Telephone Number: (202) 224*4521

Fax Number: (202) 228-1239
Please cat] [fthere arc any transmission prubk.



Senator D ave D onley

ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

SPONSOR STATEMENT - CS SS SJR 5 (RLS)

Supporting an Amendment to the Constitution of the United States Establishing
the Rights of Victims of Crimes

CSSS SJR5(RLS) supports an amendment to the Constitution of the United States establishing the
rights of victims of crimes. CSSS SJR5(RLS) requests the Congress of the United States support and
submit to the states an amendment to the Sixth Amendment to the US Constitution addressing victims'

rights.

In a 1982 final report of the President's Task Force on Victims of Crime to President Ronald Reagan,
the US Department of Justice recommended the following language to amend the US Constitution to
address victims' rights:
""the crime victim has the right to be present at all criminal proceedings where the accused has
the right to be present and the victim has the right to be heard, upon request, at sentencing,
before or after conviction, and at any proceeding where the accused's release from custody is
considered."
A fairer criminal justice system that establishes rights of victims of crime has become a national bi-
partisan effort and the Alaska legislature has an opportunity to help balance the scales between rights
of criminals and rights of crime victims on a national level by passing CSSS SIJR5(RLYS).

The United States criminal justice system has not provided adequate protection to victims of crime.
There has been more emphasis on the rights of criminals to ensure due process than the rights of
victims of crime. The innocent, honest, and helpless arc first victimized by the criminal, and then
again in the criminal justice system. The US Constitutional Amendment supported by CSSS
SJR5(RLS) helps return a balance of fairness to our federal criminal justice system.

If you have further questions, please contact myself, or Karen Brand of my staff at 3892.

DD/kb

January-May: STATE CAPITOL «JUNEAU. AK «99801-1182 « (907) 465-3892 « FAX: (907) 465-6595
Junc-Dcceinber: 716 W. 4TH AVE. « STE.430 « ANCHORAGE. AK + 99501 « (907)258-8181 * FAX: (907) 258-1648

MUMBLR: Serate Finance Committee « Serate State Affairs Comittee

Il "tp.rlin IP-U* 1
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MADD

M fS°?™ T s225623“ 3 ) o
Mothers Against DronU Driving An<ho.>le, ak 99518-3.57

19 April 1996

Senator Robin Taylor

Chair, Senate Judiciary Committee
State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Senator Taylor:

On behalf of the MADD -Anchorage Board of Directors, staff
and our general membership, lurge you to schedule SS SJR 5 for
hearing at the soonest opportunity.

Let there be no doubt we fully believe in and support our
national philosophy and constitutional right to the assumption of
innocence until proven guilty. However, we also firmly believe that
in establishing myriad procedures and laws ensuring that right, the
victims of criminals have largely been overlooked or forgotten.
Surely the innocent victims have as much right to be seen and heard
as do those who have been charged with a crime!

Again, please schedule SS SJR 5 for hearing immediately so that

Alaska has a chance to join other humanitarian states calling for the
appropriate constitutional amendment.

Palmira Santos
President

Modifying Attitudes toward Drinking and Driving
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They txpJntntd the
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constitutional rightt la
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couldn't do ihlian
they couldh Vdo Ihcl
become cfhit
constitutional rights,
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mine were. And thty
told mr. | haeen Vgot
any.—a eirtim

A Proposed
Amendment to the

Constitution

In applying and interpreting the vital guarantee* that
protect all citizen*, the criminal justice system has lost
an essential balance, Il should be cIearIP/ understood
Ihal thin Task Force wishei in no way lo vitiate ibe
safe?uards Ihal shelter anyone accused of crime; but it
most be urged with equal vigor Ihal the s?]/stem has de-
prived the mnocent, the honest, and the felpless of its
protection. _

The guiding principle that provides the focus for con-
stitutions! liberties 1s (haﬁW government must he re-
strained from trampling the rights of the individual
citizen. The victims of crime have been transformed
into a group oppressively burdened by a system de-
signed fo protect them. This oppression must be re-
dressed. To Ihal end it is the recommendation of this
Task Force Ihal the Sialh Amendment to the Consli-
lulion of the United Stales be augmented.

We proFose Ihal the Amendment be modified lo
read as follows:

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall
enjoy the n%ht lo a speedy and public Irial,
by on .|m?ar ial jury of the Stale and district
wherein the crime shall have been commit-
ted, which district shall have been Prekusly
ascertained by law, and lo be informed of
the nature and came of the accusation; lo be
confronted with the witnesses against him; to
have comﬂulsory process for o tammﬂ wit-
nesses In his favor and to have the Assist-
ance or Counsel for his defense. Likewise. I/tr
rictim, in retry criminal prosecution shall
host IIti right lo br pment and lo bt card at
oil critical tloges o fjudicial proceedings.

We do_not make Ihis recommendation lightly. The
Constitution is the foundation of national freedom, the
source of national spirit. But the combined experience

brought to this Inquiry and everything learmed during
iu progress affirm Ihal an essential change must be
undertaken: the fundamental right* or Innocent citj-
zens cannot adequately he preserved by ony leu deci-
sive action. In ihis we follow Thomas Jefferson, who
said: "1 am not an edvocate for frequent changes in
laws and constitutions, but lawa and institution.* must
go hand in "snd with the progress or ihe human
mind. As that becomes more developed, more etilight-
enesJ, as new discoveries are made, new truths discov-
ered and manners and opinions change, with the
chanPe of circumstances, institutions musf advance
also fo keep pace with the times."



With constitutional ly-guarameed rights for crime victims now in effect in tvventy states, victims
and their support rs across the nation are experiencing a virtual "domino effect” of new states
interested in passing this important legislation. In the elections in 1996, at least five stale* —
Indiana, Nebraska, Nevada, North Carolina ami Virginia — will be presenting victims 7rights
constitutional amendments to voters for ratification. Members of the National Victims®
Constitutional Amendment Network (NVCAN) have been hard at work providing experts,
resources and technical assistance to those states anticipating the introduction of the amendment,
along with those currently working through the legislative process.

Strong support for die constitutional protection of crime victims' rights is evident not only in the
overwhelming electorate support that ballot amendments receive from voters, but also in the
public-at-large. A 1991 uational public opinion poll sponsored by the National Victim Center -
America Speaks Out: Citizens AlﬁtUdGS hout Violence and Victimization - found that nme out
of ten Americans (89%b) say that they would probably or definitely support an amendment to their
state’s constitution which would increase victims® rights protection. Indeed, nearly half of those
surveyed (49%o) said they would definitely support a state constitutional amendment to increase
victims' rights protection.

Furthermore, a 1993 report entitled South Carolina Speaks Out: Attitudes About Crime and
Victims' Rights found that over eight cur of ten citizens of South Carolina (86 %9 would definitely
or probably support an amendment to that state’s constitution increasing the protection of crime
victims’ rights.

The following report highlights the status of scate-by-state efforts to pass constitutional rights for
crime victims
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Alabama:

Alaska:

Arizona:

C alifornia:

Colorado;

Florid a.

ldaho:

llinois:

Passed constitutional amendment in both bouses during the sunnier of
194 The amendment was ratified in November with 8%o0f tho voters

In favor of the amendment.

Passed constitutional amendment in tbdr legislature in Spring 1994
The amendment was ratified in November with 8/%0f the voters in
favor of the amendment,

After the amendment failed in the 1988 legislative session, a state
coalition of victims nghtsorgamzaﬂons begdn a citizens' Initiative to
qualify the amendment for the Noranber 1%E0bafiot. The amendment
re&ved support from 53%of the voters and was passed into law in

Proposition 8 - the v ictim 58 in o trights - Was ratified vy votersin
Among the nqhts granted to crime victims are the right to speak
at sentencing and at parole bearings.

During the 191 National Crime Victims' Rights Week, supporters
kicked offthe Colorado campaign to pas a constitutional amendment.
Two weeks [ater, the amendment had passed both the Senate and the
House, and was signed by the Governor. Comprehensive ambh_nﬁ
legislation was alsp passed in 1992 |he amendment was ratified wit
support from 86%0f vo e+ in the November 1992 General Election.

The state legislature passed the amendment during the 1987 Ieﬁislative
session, which was ratified by 9% of the voters (luring the 1988
November General Election.

Passed constitutional amendment in both house and senate in March
194 The amendment was ratified in November ballot with 7%%0f the
voters in favor ofthe amendment

House Joint Resolution Constitutional Amendment 2Lwas introduced
during the 190legislative session. It failed to move out of Committee.
A strong coalition”succeeded in qett;ng a new amendment introduced
and passed during the m,e?m tive uessioa. . Illinois voters
overwhelmlngly s,up[ported constitufjonal nghts for crime victims with
[ of the vote In'the 192 Novembner General Election.
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W ashington:

W isconsin:

Indiana:

Nebraska.

Nevada.

N.C arolina:

Virginia:

the voters in November with es%in favor of the amendment
Submitted by Attorney General Efitenberry, the_amendment was
%S\?eer% % j%l%)leglslature and ratified’ by 79% of voters in

Le slat|on Was mtrduced in 190 and was re-Introduced tn April

where it w ked through the Senate Judjciary Committee.
During the 1992 session, the Dill was passed by the Senate and the
Howe By law, an amendment fo the Wisconsin Constitution must be
Passe by twq consecutive Ieﬂ}sladnve sessmfns it did so tn the 198
egisiative session, and was ratified on April 6 1983

Victims' Rights, ConstigrJonal Amendment passed the House of
ée resentatwesgand enate }ortﬂe secontptlme aspre uired, during the

Sf%g 1905 legslative session and will go to voters for ratifkaticm in

Aconsﬁ ut|ona| end en lpassed this sta 'S amerall |s|ature
andW|| ers for ratfication eprlmarg ection

2hore th i
in May, J%

A constitutional amendment received final passage by the le ]&Iature
In 1986 and will be presented to voters for ratification in

onstitutional amendment passed the General Assembly in and
Wlﬁ be put% ?oret e voter ?S r ratification in Novem bye oy

A Victims' Bill of Righ sAmendment to the Virginia Constitutio
passed the General Assembly during the 1997 J%%sessmns ana
will go to the voters in November for rat| ication.
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