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SUMMARY

The Washington Supreme Court reviews a personal restraint petition challenging the Indeterminate

Sentence Review Board’s extension of Addleman’s minimum sentence. The court holds that the Board

reasonably attempted to consider Sentencing Reform Act ranges, did not unlawfully retaliate against

Addleman for protected speech by considering his slang dictionary, and did not abuse its discretion in

finding that he was not rehabilitated. The petition is denied.
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Addleman filed a personal restraint petition challenging the
Indeterminate Sentence Review Board's 2002 extension of his
minimum sentence. The Washington Supreme Court granted review

and denied the petition.

The petitioner bears the burden of showing unlawful restraint. The
court reviews whether the ISRB acted unlawfully or abused its
discretion, including by failing to follow its procedural rules, failing to
consider SRA standard ranges, or acting without consideration of and

in disregard of the facts.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ISRB unlawfully extended Addleman's minimum sentence because the extension was

substantially longer than the standard range under the Sentencing Reform Act of 1981.

2. Whether the ISRB abused its discretion by relying on Addleman's slang dictionary in violation of his

First Amendment rights.

3. Whether the ISRB abused its discretion by failing to follow its procedural rules, failing to consider

applicable SRA standard ranges, or relying on insufficient evidence of nonrehabilitation.

HOLDINGS

1. The ISRB must make reasonable attempts to set minimum sentences consistently with the SRA, but it
has no duty to parole a prisoner whom it determines has not completed rehabilitation before the

maximum term expires.

2. A prisoner challenging an ISRB decision as retaliation for protected speech must show that the action
was in fact retaliatory and that the alleged retaliatory action advanced no legitimate penological goals.

Addleman failed to establish his claim under that standard.

3. The ISRB did not abuse its discretion because Addleman failed to show that it violated its procedural
rules, failed to consider the SRA standard ranges, or acted without consideration of and in disregard of
the facts.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The ISRB must make reasonable attempts to set its minimum sentences consistent with the SRA but has no

duty to parole an unrehabilitated prisoner.” (151 Wash. 2d at 775)

“Based on the evidence presented, the ISRB concluded that Addleman presents too great a risk to be released
to the community at this time.” (151 Wash. 2d at 778)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Addleman pleaded guilty in 1979 to first degree statutory rape and was sentenced under Washington's former
indeterminate sentencing system to a maximum term of life imprisonment. The ISRB repeatedly extended his
minimum term, most recently by 175 months in 2002 after considering his criminal history, treatment records,
psychological evaluations, interview, and a slang dictionary containing sexualized and degrading descriptions of
women and named correctional personnel. The ISRB determined that Addleman had not been rehabilitated and

presented too great a risk to be released to the community.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Addleman pleaded guilty in 1979 to first degree statutory rape and received a maximum life sentence, with the

minimum term initially set by the Board of Prison Terms and Paroles. After earlier litigation resulted in a new



hearing because the Board had considered Addleman's litigation and grievance history, the ISRB conducted
hearings in 2000 and 2002. At the 2002 hearing, the ISRB found Addleman was not rehabilitated and extended
his minimum sentence by 175 months. The Washington Supreme Court reviewed the extension and denied

Addleman's personal restraint petition.
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