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SUMMARY

The Washington Supreme Court held that “minimum term” and “release date” are distinct concepts
under the Juvenile Justice Act. It concluded that the juvenile court, rather than the Department of
Social and Health Services, has authority to set the minimum term for a manifest injustice disposition,
and affirmed Beaver’s confinement until age 21.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the terms "minimum term" and "release date" are distinct under the Juvenile Justice Act of
1977.

2. Whether the Department of Social and Health Services has exclusive authority to set the minimum term
for a juvenile receiving a manifest injustice disposition.

3. Whether a juvenile court may set the minimum term equal to the maximum term for a manifest injustice
disposition.

HOLDINGS

1. The statutory terms "minimum term" and "release date" have distinct meanings. DSHS sets the juvenile's
release or discharge date, while a minimum term must already exist before that date is set.

2. For a manifest injustice disposition, the juvenile court, not DSHS, has authority to set the minimum
term, subject to the limitations in RCW 13.40.030(2). DSHS retains authority to set the release date.

3. RCW 13.40.030(2) does not prohibit the juvenile court from setting the minimum term at 100 percent of
the maximum term for a manifest injustice disposition.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The “release date” and “minimum term” are two distinct terms. It is the function of DSHS to set the release
date for all juveniles confined to its facilities. However, it is the function of the juvenile court to set the
minimum term for a manifest injustice disposition.” (at 350)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Beaver was three months short of his sixteenth birthday when he participated with a group of youths in an
assault and robbery of Erik Toews, who later died from his injuries. Charged with first degree murder and first
degree robbery, Beaver pleaded guilty under a plea agreement to conspiracy to commit second degree murder.
The juvenile court imposed a manifest injustice disposition requiring confinement until age twenty-one, after the
probation officer recommended a longer disposition based on the seriousness of the offense and Beaver's
continued minimization of his conduct.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Beaver pleaded guilty in Pierce County Juvenile Court to conspiracy to commit second degree murder. The
juvenile court imposed a manifest injustice disposition requiring confinement in the Juvenile Rehabilitation
Administration until Beaver's twenty-first birthday, without early release. The Court of Appeals held that DSHS
had exclusive authority to set the minimum term, vacated the disposition, and remanded. The Washington
Supreme Court reversed and affirmed the juvenile court's disposition.

DISPOSITION

reversed
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