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The initiative has three main parts: 

 
 The initiative would authorize parole consideration for non-violent inmates once they 

complete the full sentence for their primary offenses. The full term for the primary offense 
means the longest base term imposed by the court for any offense, regardless of any 
enhancements, consecutive sentences, or alternative sentences. 
 

 The initiative provides that the CDCR "shall have authority to award credits earned for good 
behavior and approved rehabilitative or educational achievements,"  "shall adopt regulations 
in furtherance of these provisions," and "shall certify that these regulations protect and 
enhance public safety." It is not clear what this means and whether there would actually be 
any changes in prison credits. 

 
 The initiative would eliminate laws that require some teenaged juveniles who are accused of 

very serious crimes to be prosecuted in adult criminal court.  It would also give judges, rather 
than prosecutors, the authority to decide when teenagers are tried as adults.  The initiative 
does not include any specific statement as to whether the change would or would not have 
any retroactive application. 
 
 
 

 


