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Chairperson Tim Briggs, Committee on the Judiciary
Pennsylvania House of Representatives

302 Main Capitol Building

P.O. Box 202149

Harrisburg, PA 17120-2149

Submitted electronically

Re: Support for HB 1689

June 13, 2024
Dear Chairperson Briggs and Members of the House Judiciary Committee:

Established in 1986, The Sentencing Project advocates for effective and humane responses to
crime that minimize imprisonment and criminalization of youth and adults by promoting racial,
ethnic, economic, and gender justice.

The Sentencing Project is writing in strong support of HB 1689, sponsored by Representative
Tarik Khan along with 19 co-sponsors. HB 1689 would require consideration of adolescent brain
development in findings of culpability and in sentencing for young people who were under the
age of 25 at the time of the alleged offense. This bill, if passed, requires judges to consider the
well-documented research and jurisprudence on brain development through late adolescence
when considering a young person’s case.’

Advances in brain science have confirmed that the sections of the brain dedicated to impulse
control, weighing consequences, and regulating emotions are still developing during late
adolescence.? These are critical considerations in findings of culpability and in sentencing for
young people under the age of 25. As The Sentencing Project documented in Why Youth
Incarceration Fails: An Updated Review of the Evidence,? the vast majority of youth age out of
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lawbreaking. In fact, most youth (63%) who enter the justice system for delinquency never return
to court on delinquency charges.*

The United States Supreme Court has acknowledged adolescent brain development in several
decisions that limit extreme sentencing for youth.® In addition to the established constitutional
law, most recently, the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court held that life-without-parole
sentences of “emerging adults” under 21 years old at the time of their offense - violate the
Massachusetts Constitution. HB 1689 would be a significant step toward updating
Pennsylvania’s laws to align with what we now know about youth maturity, development, and
culpability.

We urge you to support this common-sense legislation. Thank you for your time and
consideration. We can be reached at the email address below if you have questions or need any
additional information.

Sincerely,

Joshua Rovner

Director of Youth Justice

1705 DeSales St., NW; Suite 800
Washington, DC 20036

jrovner@sentencingproject.org
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