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, RELIEF REQUESTED
APPLI CAut is Secking A (oNTesTED (ASE HeEARi NG FoR
R Review BY THe Courts OF A STATE AGENEYS Decision, THE
PROCEED ing S THAT RENDELED THAT Decisior, Relevanr ExCul PAogy
EVIDENCE | AND RELEVANT STATE AND FEDERAL STATUTES To DeTermiMe
IF: THe REGULATIONS OF THe Tnttersiare (omlaer rer ADult
OFFENDeR Sufer visioh (TCAOS) WERE CiRCymuensey , TF Due
PRoCESS WAS ViolATeD , TF A Re-TNSTATEMENT oF PARsLE is WEKAHTEQ
OR A DeNovo (ARoLe ReyolATioN Heaping SHotd e lonDuvcied
UNDER THE CuiDelines AwD REGULHTIoNS aFCEC’nos) NDER WHieH
ALL oF THe Ppr1ies WERE BouMd Ts yPHaL).
(7 is THe BeLier oF THE fPPLICANT THAT A Remmip To THe
SAMe Abewey THAT ReMberzp THe Cowrested Decisioat QAN NoT
Resver iv 4 FAIR , uM Bipsep Pﬁacf_ee'arﬂé AS IS Requiked Ry Law
AND iF lossiBie, Requests THIS doukrg Mere Derneten,
CBI&cTiVe, AND Quintit Ve ANALYSIS of THE PRoced upAl AND
Dve PRocess QoNlerNs oF 74rs Ofge, ) EVIDENTEARY HEARZ MG

REQUESTED
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TABLE OF CONTENTS

Ps.
COVER SHEET -CAPTIONS 3 RELIEF REQUESTED-APPLICATION- |
TABLE oF o TENTS i
TABLE o F PRe-HEARING /ltioNS 3 CelTiFicATE oF SERVCES  Tif
TARLE oF RUTHORITIES iv-v
TABLE oF EVIDEMTI ARY ATTRCHMENTS Vi
ThPLE oF CofRESPoOMNDENCES Vii
STATEMENT OF (ASE FACTS . (1)}
DeCLARAT Ioil OF TSSUES (6) ( a§
STANDARD OF Beview Mib PLGuMcatr FoR Tssue # 1 (3-15
QTANDARD oF Review AND LRCGuMaNT Eoe TS3ue #3 (16-19})
STANDALD oF Review BND FRCUMENt Fof TSSve #3 (205}
\STAVDALD oF Review PND ARComent Fog TSSuE #Y (a6)]
STANDARD oF RevieW AND fRCuMent Ff TSSve # 5 (37-30)]
-STANDARD OF Reyiaw AND Ml omenf Fof TSSvE #¢~  — (31-33)
| JuRis DieTion (33 )
TiIMEL NeSS (34)
Loncly<ion (35)
NOTWRAMATiod MoTiee Ehom Flotidd STptes fTRAu=Y (36)
ComPuiz ENTRY Exeffis FRor FLidh Apns fReurs MorEs (37|
Zzg Sical-1N SHeETS FRoA) “SuBSrevany REirs Jlisseh™ (38-20)
FEIDAVT OF yiekiwbed Resibewde @)
Alole ARREST hIARLHT/ATE Doy o S.C. (4
LETTER To Difeic BodrD For ColsiDesstron (3 pas) {43-45)
SUMMARY OF Aliedirions 3 DEFeaises Sent To S4.0.P20s. il
| PETiTioN Fok Relenfin'- To SLD LS. (BacY - (48-49) -
LETTER T2 S.a.DLWS Asking IR Hemtks ik 3 by oRbee (50)}
Resbonse Lerrees FRom LAD. PLPS (51 -53)
PRe-HERAING MpTion's L ERTIEICATES oF SirvEs AND
LEerer 70 O0Leri oF (okr Fok ELWE AD &ac/fzrf/ié (5%-75)

- (i)



“TABLE of MOTTONS,PETITIONS

——

AND CERTIFICATES of SERVICE

PRE-HERRTN G [Ny trew For DESTONAT TV 0F CASe ( TURTSDICT Zow)
PRe-HEARTN & MoTmow F2R DEsigmtrzar oF Vifr7ee & BE TNCLyDED
MotToN To ComPer TSSUANCE (DISCOVERY)
CERTFICATE oF SeryiCe (on S..D.-PPRS.)

PRE - HEARING MoTion 7o TRAWSTER (Ustaby oF STRTETiMETZ
CERTIFIOATE pF SERVice (oM S.2.D.2.)




TABLE 6F AUTHORITIES

LACES
Pg.No Rek inBRigs,
| BEARDEN V. Sipreor S.¢. etad. Y93 F.3d. 1030 14,30
BirzoN V- K€ 469 F.ad. 1241, 124445 2
Common Wenith v- Trvsed 433 PA 33% _ g
Fistler V. CRisT 193 MonT 134 594 L.ad. 1Yo 1142 1%
QAN v. SCaRPeti Y1 U.S. 773 4,13
CersTein V. PUCH Y22 .S, 103 a4
GHoLS Todl v- Tone§ BY8 E Q4. 1156 - a3
Cotpberd v Kerey 397 0S. 54,37 - ag
CreenYpit v. NEBRisin Y43 US. 1,33,9 19,19
Heek V. Humphrevs 512 U.S. 486,437 . | 4,14
HewitT v. Hetms 453 U.S. 472 16, R
Hintont v, 8.0.DPPPS. 357 SC.337, 8.0 ey 17
Toidt ANt -Fhcist Rervgee Comm. v WECheTd 341 O.S.171-72 35
ToNes v. Rivers 33% F2d. 63 4140k (1463) 29
KiRklany v. PRestay 335 F.od. €70 25
LAwRenle v. Suity 451 F,Surt 179 20
flepcnvm v, FaNe 96 SAr 2532 18,19
Memba v. Rilpy % S¢1 254 B0
Mogpissey v, Beewel Yo% ¢.8. 47/ ¥, 13,06, 12,1
Propie v. Deppn Yol Mic. Q35 25
Peofic v Hamictad 26 AD.2J. 134 29
Peofie v Peytoids AS AD.24 437 49
Peobic ex sel. Combs v.LaValie 29 Ad. 4. 131 [ AR6NYS 2d. é00rr 603} 18,29
PeofL € ex. rel. Memedino v. Witpew A7 NY 4. 376 13,32,28
Dzobiez £ed, Sav. 3loan Assor. v. GRAMAS 291 S 79:352 S50} 2,
Pickens v. NMpoke 506 F. Sefp Qd. 7o 2
Powett v. fi4Bpmp 237 U.5. 95 6349 28
Ramirez v. Svfehsof Qoutr IS CAL. APF-5T CY3 ¥, 13
RiDDie v. Sia7e A S£2d. Stz 277 8.4 il0 (5
Siate v. Hire 359 S.C. 30/ 2l
U.S. . apéas- Amayp 39 E.3d. 9o i5
U-3. ex.rel. Oppson v. TRt 540 FAd, 1156, Hb! 20
U 5. o lel. Sips . SiclarF 563 Fad. 521333 py (1a77) |42
WAlker v. Sinte D.o.0. Joiz W 1977103 (Blasich 2oig) |32
Williams v. Quagtelimpn 307 Fed, Apge. 790 20
CoNTTNUED

~ (iv)



TABLE _OF AUTHORITIES
CASES (CoNTINUED)

Po. iNBRiEF .
WOLE . (’olef'ﬂbeg % U-S.35,2728 ; 638.01. 1359 2¢,95

Woler v. MEDpinetl 448 U-S. 539,558, 9Y5.er. 293,29 756//,!,_»9/,;3

STATUTES 3 RULES

Po.in BRIEF
UNiTeD S7a7Es Covstituvtim Al AmendDffenrs 6,4,5,8.,3 14 %) 15,173,358
U.3.8.A4 1953 727-62-i5.i6 32
A% U.S.C.A. 8§ 163 (eto) 33
fRticie T seer 22 loper. or .. 33
TurersiAte Conbter ADoiT OFFenber Sobetyisiadiac)R sty | 48344 |
—PERA=R—ore 1317 Tz Copsivociod fid JiPTiention of (T2 485 2- 341,12

R SO, Jor/50Rudemwce “Rebittion, Litoie, i) FlEpays— § 0 3
S-4. AL i Ruie Jo3(b)E) 3¢
S.¢. App (+ Rute 20y 33
S. ¢ Love 197 § 4-33- 3% 2z
SO fope 1970 § 1-23 ¢en ) 33
SC.Cove 197 8 14-%- 200(8) 33
S.L. Cave 197 & 1Y-%- 2éo 33
SL. Cope 147 § Y-8~ Yo 3
S.8.0ope 1974 § 2Y-2/- 11Godb) 3
SL, LCode 1976 § AY-2L 13300)G) 3




TABLE OF EVIDENTIARY ATTACHMENTS

PAGE
"M THFORMATION “HOTICE FROM FLORIDA STATES ATTORNEY 2%
EXCERPTS FRoti FloRind HifRore ACENTS OMEITER ENTRES 57
3 "QIGN-TN " SHEETS FRoM " Subcc@uent REARTE 4IiSsén” | 38-%
AFEi DAV GF RESiDeple s iMicHANAED 7,
“OpBoie ARREST WBERANTIAFEI DAY [Pors? S0, 43

(vi)



N~ TNCeMT NG

2= DG7CeTNG TABLE OF CoRRESPoNDENCES

Pg_‘f_‘*‘
NI LETTER R ReTrertoy FRom SCDPALS _ Y|
S e77ER oF ADViSeRY of “lo Bllenes Ploccss it pBle 52
NI ETTER of Resprrion ERom sEDALAS _ 53
M PRe Hedrins LeTree Fhom e 12 SIS For G Sidel ATzl
ALETTER Fof ME 72 SCDIHS [T rion b Belowsibarsrzan” %
MNEETTER To (L IERK JF CovRr—Eriinke A0 R Cavieszen (fse o’}

(vii)



STATEMENT of CASE FACTS

PAROLEE LWAS PROPERLY TN FLoRTDA ot A URole
' TRANSEERRED FRom SoutH CARoLiNA UMDER THe PRsivision's oF 77
TNTERSTATE Combrar for HDUTIFFenDER Sofehuirs ion se (ZCA0s)
Teso YEARS Tute THAT SvPERVISToN, THE FLoRTDA fpfole ACENT
SUBMITIED OFFENDER ViolyTiow REAoRTs 72 S.C. Aup S.€,

T3Sved A “PAR0LE Vislation Wikhswr > Arrackmenr 298) AND A1)
PARLEE CxteaDiten BAck To S.¢. Add Rewicen His Phfols

I

ACATINST (T AA0S) REGULAT Tow's AND Cuibelzrics. (T2ros Ruie 5, fO?ﬁ—é)

S.d., AS WeLL AS THE PARoLEE AND THE STh7E oF FLORIDA,
Kilowrnety AND VOLUNTARTLY ENTERED TNie AGREEmENT W iTH TH
(TCho<) CompPhacr; AND TN Dozné So; ACREED Tp Follow THE [Rorocad

SET FoRTH T THAT PLREE Mz THAT SUPCASEDES ET7THER TUDIUIDUAL

STRTES Customnly WAYS OF Do:"Né_TZ/f‘Méa.Kﬁé.tmﬁ.-ez_ﬂ;g;-@gﬁ),mg_ _

CoNagTrocT 7ou AND APPLICAT o o€ (IMoS)] STaves AR Boyndd BY THese
Regutations A3 Staryiogy IF Treyve Qicuep THe Combier. (§ 2.5 2a%)

Soutr CArsLzuns WHoiespare Dé PARTURE Elopmt THosE ReB-
ULAtiong ComPRomiscd THe ENTIRE RETAKING AnD RevocsTion
PRocess THAT was Pur Iw Pipce 7 Proteer Due PRocess
RLCHTS AND PRoyTps A UNiFeRM PRoseDIRE For Doivt Suck.
SouTH CpRoLENAE DepaRTuRe FRom THe (Tepss) DepRiVeDd Phlolze
OF His Dye PRotess RiGHTs i THe PRoTectTon oF His
CoNDITIOMNAL LTRERTY TiTeResT (No MATTER How DimiNISHED 8Y |
PARoLE, STiLL PRoTECTED.) XN THAT; PARolee HAS A ReASaVpaLE
EX PecTRTIon To REMATM UNDER A LESS RidoRous FohmaoF
DuPeR Vision aTHER THAN THCARCER ATio, AS Loné As HE
IDes By THe ConDrrroMs oF THAT SvlR VTSion.
S.C. OverLsoked Miterint Frers Tu 74 Record, STATEES, |
DoNtroliinie fuinelity Delisions, AND THe (T2 pos) REGULATIoNS Al
ALl ofF THese QonsiDered ReGuike A DiFlerent Dacisic Fhom

THAT RENDERED BY THE SL.D.PLPS.;PAfosecs ARcomen |
OF Tssves Detpil AUD FULLY EXPLAIN EXALTLY WHY THE
STATES ReTion3 AND DeCisions wWARRANT A LoNstitutiomdl
CommAND FoR REVIEW AND A Quantrrive ANALY Sis oF Due
PRaeéss F55UES M THIS PRRTicLaR () se. (see ARGumENTs)

£3)



DEGLARATION OF I SSUES (1-6 o)

1.)  Dip THE RePRESENTRIIVES OF 3. COMPRCTING STATES
(.0, AND FL.) iN THE THIERSTRIE oM Mot ror ADALT JFRERDER
ZJUPeRVISioN ok (TCAOS) DEPRAT FRom THe REQUIREMENTS

Qe T ForTH Tl THAT Com PAeT TH THE "RETAKING Aud REV0.
_(arioN oF PeTitioNeRs PhRois?

3.) DiD THE DEPARTURE'S FRoM (TCA0S) PRoToCol Violate

PhRol.ce S Qonstitviion ALLy AFFoRDED Due PRoCess RicH7s
TN THE PROTECTION OF A LiBERTY TWIEREST, Mo JMp7750 ity

| DiflinisSHED BY PhRote, STiLl fRotzered 7

3,) DiD PhROLEES RevoOATIoN PRoCEEDINGS Comtpry witl 74
Minimum Due Podess REQUILEMENTS oF PReESENTIHE ANl
OFFENDER WiTH THE EyiDence ACANST Him AnD A Oiince
7o DeFend AGAINST IT, AND Allow ité ColfRon7pTions

- — AND—LRozs ExAmiNATION OF MDY e iTHEsSES
RGAWST Him, AND Does THis ReQuike | New HEARING?

4.) DOES THEAGENCYE ReFuspL(ATTHIS TIME TilL Mow) 7o iSSue
A WRITTEN DETERMINATI oM ON PEROLEES DeFen Se AuDEVIDEIde
PResented Mest THE STAUDIRD of ADECSion “Beine (ipibic
OF RePetitiol, Yer Evading REVIEw T T THAT THE ISStes
Lol TESTED ARE DiReetcy RESPonsibie FoR THe ‘Referting”

- Review, Boutise Deninds “oF ifole 2 .
5.) DiD THE HERRTNG TUSTICES FhiLvRe 7o (dFohm [iRolee

OF His RiGHT To HiRe <R HAve Covuser PReSenT Duritte
THeE PReLiminARY HERR NG, OR Mot Having Qounlsex
VioLATe PARoLEES Due PRo¢rss RigH7S?

6.) DiD SL.D.EERS. oR Henritic ADminisirirer Ofoceed
ARBITRARILY 0R CpphiCiovsty Tn BRo GATING Prfolees
RIGHTs BY A WHoleShLE DefrrTuRe FRomt (Tepos)
RECULATIONS, NOT ALLawil CRoSS Eximit Arion, Mo
NoTice THAT FhiLvge 75 PResérve Tssves DyRine THeE
HERRING RESVLTS itk A WhIVER oF Tssves, BuT Rervsen
TO ENTERTHIN PRROLEES Deven'SeS, AMD Dojue So 47y

A VERY Displis3ive DemennoR (uLi Ke THAT-OF A
FATR, UNBIASED | NevTRAL HEAR 186 RoDy A3 keayirep?

- (a)




<. o STANDARD 0F REVIEW AND ARGUMENT FoR resue ® 1

DiD $.C., As A COMPACTING MEMBER oF THE

<INTERSTATE COMPACT ror ADULT OFFENDER SUPER-
~VISION or (TCAOS) WITH Fi., o 7#E S.C.DEPPPS. As A

REPRESENTITIVE of &.C, 2 DEPART FROM THE REQUIRE~

~MENTS SET FORTH IN THAT COMPACT FOR THE ‘RETAK-
-ING’ AND_ REVOCATION OF PETITIONER'S PAROLE ?

o

STANDARD oF REVIEW

A.) INTer <7778 LopPher Fos HDuir DFFePeg SULERYISiol oR
(ZCpo3) - Rules {103 AuD 5. low(-eXDeriuitrens r B. l-jot)

B 75 ALR C 181 (2012) ConSTRUCTION fal) APPLICATiol ooF
(T203) §2.5.26.2.7 821,32 /b 23

—gages” — — T

C) RAMIBEZ v. SuperioR lovty 15 CAL. APP.5T (Y3

D) Moagissey v- BRewek %68 1.3 Y7/

E) GaGion v. ScARPeut; YU U.5. 778

F) Stare oF Cas. v. CRump 130 W3, Super. 27, 433 A.24 791,793

G) Fistep v. (CRisT 192 MonT 179 :594 P.2d. I140, 1144

H) Bearden v. STate of S0 3 E 3 0%

I) Hecx v. HUmPHREYS 512 U.S. 95687, 14 SAT_23¢

J) RiDDie V. Sipge X3R S.£. . 943 S.¢. 277

K) U.5. v. VARCAS-AWAYA 379 F.3 01,904 (47Cig. 2e0s))
FEDERAL AND STATE STATUTES

L) U.S. CougrituTionAl Amenpmenzs : 1,458 3

M) CoDz 197¢, § 2u.9/-Up  (Retorns Kepr)

N) Code 177, § 29-01- ilto) Covrormity 7 Fep. A7)

0) LoD 1976 § 27-91- ko) (Ruies 3 Apewns. Ripdine)

PYlope 1976 S Y. -[220(A) Q) Lopbret Sufeeseres Senreips)
SECONDARY SOURCES

Q) e _S.C._Jutis prodence - LRogprion, PhAoie, And bl
8 A ~ Revo CpTion OF FARole And Due PRodess.,

(3)



‘. _STANDARD of REVIEW ano ARGUMENT rop TSSUE ~—_1_
CONTINUED

ARGUMENT

APCLieanT CoNTENDS AND iwiil Siow (HAT THE
PRoceeninés of THe SCD.PPRS. Coustituied A wiloieSALE
Departvre ERom THe Keavitemen7s MANDATED £STARLISHED, AP
LlenrLy EAiD QuT (N THe (TCHS) ComPrer T2 WHick S.C., FL.,
AND THe PrBolee KNopwiniciy AND VoluNTARILY ENTERED iNTo
AGReE MenT UNMDER. TT oD Be BoTH (WERIR MWD LW TosT 7B
MoT™ Holp THE RePResentntives oF THe CompPaarinG Sxnirs 72
THe ReQuirements OF THe spme Compher ACREEFIENT THET
THey ARE ALCUsiNE THE PhRolee oF BReachiné.

THE SeMDNE STHTE (8.0 SKifPed, AND N ONE T fokTan/T
ST2p, Revetsed THe [JRo2eDURES iN THE ReTAkine AnD Revsenriond Ser
R in (epos) In THA s PRecminRY o Probrbte (vse Hendine

THe Alleveep Lhgoie Visiarions AS BeduiReD i A Remkme “¢pipeq
Gtnes) , Moc) Less | THE PhReless Rit)rs 7o EviDavde Adawsr
Hir ) 12 Lerend Acpwsr 77, CopF ot ADVERSE Wit Hirss £, A
OotlTEsT Fllelntions oF Cowbirisus ViLiiep BELORE Bemle
BeTVRNED To THE Senpineé Sinle(S.L), THese Tiys
Violazed Phkeleel Due Pocess Riers cuder THe Liw o Siames,

PhRoler wis Profierty in Loy DY uNber (Teqos) Aud
Betame Sudvecr 7o A “Pltole Violgrion wikkanr” Armen® 43 )
From Sewoiné Smp7e(S.8) Litid in ir, A BReack oF Twe (fanss)
fereement . STRTVTRY RequiteMenss Stare: Haroier Sy Nex
Hive Beel EXTRADIFep BAK T Senbind SihTe BASED Sotety i
ALLECR T ONS OF ViginTisns i THe Recewwe Srnzedrs) As
THiS is MoT A USopt EXTRAD; trew” BuT A Rermkive wwbee (resys,)
AND SUBSECT 1o ir3 Rules ol SucH IYmeds.
TUSTERD, THE SenbiNg Sinte (5-0) Stotd Hive Sovenr
A ReThakin & A3 Beswifep , BY TlHos), ESfrepity Silkke THer
“Chkoie PRREST hipipanr > Supmakity Cimmep fHfotee niis o
Bhenett of vrle (repes) FEReemEnT, NoT A ExTRADIT ol
(Ten0s) Rutes 4,109 35.1030-0) ; (1. 3. Cotst fonends 4222)
@ﬂﬂ::‘kgz Vo Sulefivof A1 15 8L ARRS f‘r'/éf/E’) (Wopr; ssey v BRewse 408
YeS- 471) (GAGHON V. Scatbiees Y11 U.5.773), (Heel V. HumpiRess 512
(5. Y5e.457) (4) (APewpices : ABeDEST)




" LOJANDARD of REVIEW ano ARGUMENT rok ISSUE ~_1 _
) CONTINUED

PhRoige DiD Mot IWowiklGiy of Vol THRILY WhiKE

A PBeciminary of PRoBaBle Chuse Henkiwe Aud Hjs Lowtsis7entzty
DEMED THE ALLEDCED ViolaTio'S ACHvsy 47 . THEREFoRE .
THe PRRoOLEE QUESTIONS THE VALIDITY OF THE ‘Fhtote Visiarrod i
ISSUeD BY Tre Senloine Sipre(S.¢) BASED Splely oN J Samipey
OF FL. Phrole Héenirs UiFouuded plLedprion's. S.0.5 [Hrsie o
VjersRif Take Susvfe 3EP Jairy o THE VALDity oF THese
STRIEMENTS WitHouT ANY Tves [iearionl , FAET FINDIVE, OF
:‘f/ﬁfdﬂ Tty oF THE pPRRoiee To lontesy “So-Cpucep” Yhers
Withovr THe REQuReD PRelimmndy oo Bibie Cuse HERRWe

N THe Recenivd Sipte (rr.) Fidsy, Meiree MIRS. Jare, THe
S.ED.LAPS Nof THe dasitrs Hp--Any 1Ay oF ExTRi 476
FAers ™ Fhom  Allecarions. Bur Yer A waramir, Easasiviy
AUD Revocatiod wns epreervnzen ol _74is_“FRemyse .

AFTER™THE Tilecrl gxrADirien BAEK 72 S.L L THE
Sti7e FuRiner_Demars Flom THe Compaer Reco Latins By
ATIEMPTING To SATisFY THose ReGuintrons By tlpiveg THEAR S
PRelimifzy PRoBrBie Cpuse Heapue , frres Tye Facr, ol 74
AUECHTIoNS THAT THe ALReADY Tssved Aup excevrzp Wipsiur
Whs BAsed SN My YBe THis PRocess vis Cusiamiry of
Qouvieniea? 7o S.¢., BuTIT is Tataicy Bhegrnids 13 e
RequiteMenrs oF (Tedos) Rune 5.1086) . A~ Rerni;ue” ctlder Geos)
IS DIFFERENT Fhom AN EX7rDitvon UDER THe Cusrampdy
SThTE PRectices. S.4.5 Aurions flss Suvegeerenp fftise 7o
THE Neantive Lon Scduveiltes oF THE AleCations oF 74
Receivivs State (71 )5 PhRole ACeut; AS IF THey WRe Fe rune
VIOLATIoN S  LommitTed | AND WHEN RevocATion |S OWE SF THese
NEcrTive (isedventes, Tyed Due PRocesS 15 Commanoen 73
HocetTgiv WHAT [ _Allechzion AND WIAT /S Gjefunil.

| THe Lidole Renson THe PRobibic (fuse Hadue is 7o Be
HEWw |1 THe REceivinG State, Beroke ExTraditin is 10 flotecr
Due Process By Aliowine The Phoiee 7o (ol ot 7He Retervyng
SIS OFFiCar WHo CHitGen THe Viotatonw, With Rl Aasess
70 THE LMt iAtion 73 Deremp feaisr THe Cfppde, (fte
THE SouRLES ARE Auiln BLE AND THE Twmaifriow is Btesy
Witheel THE FRRoIE AGent, OFF  bers of trlessSes ..

(5) (Leutinves
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* . _STANDARD of REVIEW ano ARGUMENT rok TSSUE 1 _
CONTINUED

' cor HAVING 72 TRAVEL 70 T24e o7#er STATE T2 TESTIFY
ONLY TE ApD AFIER Probible (fuse is Fouid, THen Mifoles -
(S Jo Be RETUBNED T2 THe SEMDIlE STHIE. .

PETitIoNER T3 Mot OF THE BELIEF TiNT TS Arren
THE T~ PRECmingRY HanRin' G Heed Ay S, 0. whsS ieca,
But HEDID Follow Al ERRoNeews (UNBEKNOLHST 75 timm
AT THE Time) DikecTivie OF 118 ADMitiSTRATH QD THR7 hoits
T2: " TELL AlL OF THAT® (MiRelees DEFenSes) 7o THE fikile
BorRD wiew Yew Co Biek 1P Fap Pl T THYUS Currinté
SHORT ANY FuRTHER (e fRolee HE) 1N DerenDilts
AR PRESERVIWG HIS TSSues BERRE TANS HEnhill6 Tusree
PhRoLeE s foT Bepesen 120 By lwnlse fuld s v
WAY OveR His Herd ™ AND DiDNF kiew TF TH1S whS A

F{éa%W—I‘Sﬁyfw"éaﬂfféstdzﬁ"ﬁ‘&—c." e, TR H FEDZA
ComIner Tesve, So PRROLEE Rollowed Tt ERfuleaws

DiRecrive aF THAT HERNE ADminisTREIeR SO /A4S
SUBMI TTED SEVERAL Documenss oF EXCULER JaRY L perice
T2 THe Phlote BapRD “EVERY Tigle Tie Sonle Bhek 17
LR Phhole, With Mo RespoNSe very Tme,

WHEN A HERRING BoDy HAS BoiH 7#E TiVEST:88vE
AND ADTUD caTiNG FUNCTionS, f FHR , LUBIHSED, dofeame
CAN NoT Be ExPeered Bot, SHovtD faRelee Be Dabed
THE RICHT JF BeviEW oF Hi'S ElyDenee AGhnsT JHe
[LLE GRTIONS AT Him BEAVSE HE Rl LD A/
ERRONEDLS Didecti Ve oF AN ADmNrsiRATeR ? SHood He
PE TIMELNE PARReD R THE S.4.D. PPES. Simpeey
Ol e NoT™ T2 RESAoiD 70 THESE ISSUEs 70 Difer
ROLEE JREUES THAT HE SHowld GET A RULinG,
ECisioN , OR AT LEAST A Besfouse Ol THEss
TBs0es S8 HECAN PROCEED pwiTl FURIYR Fevien
OF THESE Ts3ves By T4e Cpokrs.

“WolFry. fEDolNslL Y13 U.5.539 55% @ A TIAD, @)

(¢)



* STANDARD of REVIEW ano ARGUMENT ror ISSUE ~_1
: ‘ CONTINUEDY)

. THE Issve A7 HAWD is Did S.4. Dethr FRv
THE PRoacDuRes IT REREED Tv ABDE BY? FiRoLee Svbmits
THAT He Ar) THe RecokD S Stloed THT THEY DiD
DePAAT FRom PRofool AMD THosE DefiffrvRes Livirre
fffolees Due fRoless Richrs AFRRDED 7o fiites
PV THE U. 5. CopfSrivvirandl Amenpienss A 7
(TCRES) Lompher: Miwpnmry anconae Tu(T0Ass) (bombher Ruces.

THIS Dephvce Alse (onwves 72 Depdfive
/0/_%4’0155 IF s CoplDytiviidl LiBerry (M TH47 74
PRoCEDURE THART PROCIRRED HiS Fevocnnvnl 15 STreL

ECATTVELY INFLUENEGNG THE SUBSequenT " kovnne
ENIALE OF fifple THHT AAE ‘Now-RevienwnBLe Jup

ff-)/aﬁfﬁ—@vgfﬁsﬂﬁv'@—ﬁfz,—:ﬂ/—f%/aﬁér/—,ﬁﬁ’%?az-fg-ﬁgﬂs*//,;‘gf
PRAOLE SHoolD Hpye Never Peen RawKeh 70 fecid
WiTH, TF THis ITS30E Wil THE FL PlRoLe Aean7s
FALSE RLLECRTINS W3 BeSotued, THE PRRoLE Borkd
WOOLD pilly (36 LEFT WiTH THE Boilsk JUiE Elkivsss
FOR ReJertvond wHitl Hive Beel fDjvDieniep #As
MSUFGe T STHIDING ALote; Ol Bisis oF Ngtvke o Chane.

ML oF THE Foliawilte ARE Ofse [anw Swdy
ﬂMD Liw Reviews D, ESiaBiusHed CooRy Rulines
DEALNG WiTH THe(TCros) Lapticr, Alon's
WITH TUSTICES OfmioNs AND Retcewmny O-S. Al

S.C. STHVTES, (Copy oF Tipos Bule 4.0 35 403 Enclo=eD)

( JusT Bapyse # DIRTY SsWinG 4 Compper
EVTHER , TSNT FAMUAR WitH ;7S JoNTENTS o
REGULATIONS | 9R CHooses NoT” 7o AB/DE By
Tg@”‘ SHoulD MoT EXCUSE THEMm o THER

Y, T8 Follow THEM. THE DETHLS ARE /W
THE Combhet. PRROLEE 1's JusT gskile, Tre Cokis
T8 APPLY THEM T2 THS CASE, IR Lotfer 7#e
STATES %E B2 T#TVES  S.CDPPAS 7o APPLY

7HEM. T3




_STANDARD OF REVIEW (A)FoRISSUE #1
(TCA0S) RULES 5.108(-¢) ans 41.109(a-¢)

"RETAKING AND REVOCATION PROCEDURES UNDER (TCA0S).”
RULE 5. 108 (A-G) (zmpfiasis on mpunsray Latcop 86 BY PETiriover)

S.108 A) AN oFFeNDe SuBTenT 7o ReTAKING THAT MAY
ResuiT il A REVOCATION SHALL BE AFFoRDED THE OFARTUMITY
FoR £ PRoBABLE (huse HEARING RcrFose it NeuTfAL AND DeracHe)
HERRING QFFacd, TH B REASoMARLY NEAR THE Pince WHERE
THE ALLEGED VioigTrond (OC8CVARRED.

5,108 B.) NO WhiveR oF A PRoBABLE (puse HERRING SHALL Re
AepTed uMiess, AocompPanied By A ADMiSSiond BY THe
OFFENDER To OHE 0A Mofe VigiaTions OF THE CopDit1oMS oF
SUPER VIS ont THAT Worid REsUT I THE Pygsudn (e oF 7He

Reiio LAT 0N- GF- SypLel v isiod iN—-THe -Redevine Synre S -

Requile _RETAKNG. | -

5108 C) A Copy oF A Judcsmens of ColVierron ReCARDINE
THE (onvieTioM oF A New CRImidAL OFFENSE BY THE OFFender
SHAle Be Deemed oM Closive PRooF THAT AN CFFen s ity
Be ReTnked BY A Sewbding STure, Withoy7 THE Mee) Fok
FURTHER PRoceeDinGs.

908 D) THe oFFenDER SHaL Be EnTizied 75 THe Foi i
-ING RIGHTS AT THE PRoBABLE Chuse Henping :

v 1) WRITTEM NoTice oF THe ALUECED Violh 1rok's

> Q) DisclasuRe OF Mokt PRiviLeCeD or Mo Copfy DeyiTine
EVIDEMNCE RECRRDIMNG THE PULCED ViiATIONS.

>} 3) THe Offerttonsty To Be HERRD it Pekscd puD 7o Hfesenr
Wi TNESS €S D Doc UMENTHRY £V DENCe FELEVAN T T2
THE ALLECED Ve A TionS.

X YTHE offortuniiry To ColrRour Aup Choss-Crppinic
FDVERSE WTiesses, WNLESS THeE HeARIME cFivacs
Derefmifics THaT # RISK GF YIRM 7o A L 7uess
EX)=s73.

(8)



STANDARD _OF REVIEW (A)FoR ISSUE®
(TcAos) RULES 5.108 (4-6) Aw 4.109(a-c)

“RETAKING AND REVOCATION PROCEDURES UNDER (ICA0S)”
RULE 5.108 (E-G) (emPrASTS o MANDATERY LaNGupéE BY Perirroned )

5108 E) 7w Beeervne Sare SHsie Pretige pup
SUBMI T T THE SEMDING STATE, f WRITTEN RELoRT
WIitin [0 BosiMess DAVS OF THe HEARINE THET TDerlr
AFTes THE Time DATE, AND LocATron OF THe HeARME ;
LisTs THe PARIES PRESaMT A1 THE Hernfine ;A
iNCLuDES A Qlenr D ConCrse Scemmiry OF Fie
TESTI MONY TAKEN AND THEe EVidenle Relred ofsil
IN RenDeRiNE THE Decrsion. JWY EVibeEnie of Reevap
GENERpTED DURING A [ffobiBie Cavse HenRine Suait

B FoR-WARDED—To—THe—Senine STATE,

5. 108 F) TF 7uc Hearing OFFicer Derenmives T THere
Ts PRofrole Chvse 7o Believe 7apr THe OFFENDER s
Qommi T7eD THE AlLeGed ViolATions oF LoilDirrows oF
SUPERVSION THAT Woid Bescir v THE PoR syinie oF
Revocr7ion oF SufeRVisioN, THE Recenvivg Sirre Musr
HolD THE OFFENDER N CusraDy , AUD THE Sendiné SThre
SHALL LWitHid 15 Busivess Days oF Redes ProF 7He
HEARING SFE/CeRs RefokT, NoTiFy THe Revcriyn'c Sinze
OF THe DECrsion 70 KeTpke of JiHER fetisd 72 Be Taken,

_0.108 Q) TF ProfaBie Gpyse is Nor £STBLiSHED | THe

KeCEivile STA7e SHal:

1) ConTinve Suvpepvision iF THe OFFenDeR is M7
n Cus7oDY.

) MoTiFy THe SENDING S7a7E To LacaTs THs IWiRbvr
AND CoNTiM UE SupPeRVision (ol Relerse TF THe SFFenDeR
IS N QosTaDy (Tw Recciving Siaze) Ol THE SeudDinc Sirzes
WARRANT.

3.) VACATE THe Beaciving Sinnes wimbiur(iriuy) Aud
ReLEASE THE OFFENDER RAck T3 SupahiVySran bit#in 24
HOURS OF THE HEARING TF THe OFFrDer 1S iN CusmoDy
(Tu THE Red&iviié STATE.)

{q)



— KECARDINE—THEISE GF- THOENTTPES T (AREE T e AT 1o0ms,

_STANDARD OF REVIEW (A) ForR TSSUE* 1
(xcaos) RULES 5.108(4-¢) ao 4.109(1-¢)

"RETAKING AND REVOCATIoN PROCEDURES UNDER (TCA0S).”
RULE 4.109(A-¢)  (Empuasis ol MENDATORY LANGCUACERY PeririoneR. )

109 _4) 4 BeCeivive Srare Supie WotiFY A Seddive Sz
OF AN Acr oR LRITERN OF Bet/vioR ReGUiRité Re kis (it

30 QplenDag Days OF Dislot/RY OR DETERMINAlen BySuBmrrine
A VieinTron RepepT

4,109 B) A V50ipTioN RefolT SHpLL Contain s OFFENDERE Mame
AND LECAT oM ; OEFENDERS STAZE ISSUED T DeptrFYindd
NUMBERS | D75 AMD DeScRIPTIoNS OF THe Retvior
ReQUIR NG ReTpkine; DAzes , DESCRI Prisw's | AND Documtenl 1A% éu

THELYDING GRADVATED RESPMNSES OR OTHER SofeR vis an
TECHMI QueS To ADDRESS THE Betlof Requik rile
RETRKWG iN THE RECEVING STHTE, AND THE CFFENDERS
Resporise To SucH AeTiols.

‘ DATES , DescRiPtrons, AND Docomen 7 zrond Recnrp.
~ING THE STATUS /?A/D D”Sﬂési.f_/b/{/,j.:}:ﬂ;{/y} OF OFFen<sss

IR PeHAvIOR BeqQuiting ReT# ki DArES | Deschivrrons
AMD Docomentntion oF PREVigus Noil-CompPirguee, 72
TN Clede A DesCRipriont OF THe vse oF (oplecrrve
fICTIONS . GRADUATED ResforSEs, 0R STHeR Scupefirson
TECH NIQUES 5 MAME AMD TiTLE OF THE OFF ieéR MMAKN G
THE Refoh7 1 TF THE JFFEMDER His ABScoNDED | TH:
OFFEN DERS  LAST Kilow M ADDRESS AND TeLe PHone Number,
NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE OFFEMDERS EmpPleyer | D
DATE OF Tre OFFFCERS LAST fesonitl CoNmter it THe
OFFEN DR, AND De1#its ReGARDING How THE SupeRiysive
OFFICER DETERMIMED THE OFFenDeR T2 BE A ABScoMDeR
AND SupforTite Dotvmentarion ReGrADG THe liolitiow.

(10)



StanpARD of Review (A) For TSSUE# 1
(ZcAo0s) RULES 5.108 (1-¢) Awd 4.109(4-¢)

“RETAKING AND ReviocATion PRo2eDURes UNDER TWe ( ICA0S) T

RULE 4167 (€ ) (Emeussis ol MANDATRY [ANGUAGE BY PET/T/oNER. )

4.109 ¢) THE Sendiné STate _SHALL ResPord 12 A ReborT
OF A VioLaTiod MADE BY THE Redéiviné STHIE Mo L ATER
THAN 10 Bpsiness DAYS Follow iNG TRANSMISS 2w BY THE
RECEIvING STATF, THE RESNSE By THE Sendine Siaze
SHALL THCLYDE AcTioN To Be Thkew By THE Senbive
STRTE AND THE DATE By WHCH THAT AcTrod witl BeSiV KD
I T8 ESTYMATED (gm PLeTien DATE.

_THE _CouRTS -HAVE-FouulD-THET THESE RUZES Allos

A PRRoLEE To CoNFRONT THe RelC&rvinle Siates JFFicer
WHo CHARGED THe ipLaT/en , WitH FULL AECESS T 7He
TNEEMATIoN To DEFEND AéAnsT THeE CHARGE Béfore
Being RETURNED To THe SENDINEG STa7E,

PResumpBLY, ReASoNed THe covrys  THe Reaoife-
-JeNt OF A Her RING OR A WAIVER TH 1HE ReCer ving Sipre
T 1> MAKE THE CompreT WeRKABLE BY foidine 7xe
ExPENSE OF [pRele LFFieeRs Comile To THE Serdbine Srunre
To TESTIFY,(0R witesses)

THe Covfr ExPiaiied THAT ONEE ProbrabLe Cpise
IS FOOMD, EiTHER BASED ol A PRELMN ARY HERRiNG of
R PhRolee Siching A WAVER ADMiThile THeE Violirrows,
UNDel THE Com Plet, THE Sendivg Sme MA USe Tir
EVIDENCE To Sufleds THE VielATiou,

 But Lagtaiiey Not, TusT THE Uil Feoided AU Troms
OF THE Prole OFFreed Withour Evidence oo A biBee
CAUSE Henrind To PRonde Colrhaitation Ay (lsss -
EXAMNATION BY THE OFFENDER | To RETRKE | Vioip7E, A

RevoKE PARoLEES Spper Vision.

(i)




STANDARD 0F REVIEW AND ARSUMENT For zssue L

75 A.L.R. 6™ ~ 181 (ORG.PuBL.30/2) —
8 a.5,2.6,87, &l,aa, AND 33
* THE CONSTRUCTION AND APPLICATION OF THE INTER~
~STATE COMPAC T rFor ADULT OFFENDER SUPERVISION?
N or (I.C.A.0.5.) RULES 4.1096-c),5008¢-¢)

§&.5 THE Ruies oF (LCAOS) M T2 Farde sy EcFraT
OF STATUTRY LAw AuD ARE Bindikic ol THE Lomppeting
STATES”
$3.6  *Compactiie inws oF THE STaES CoWELICTINE 1iTH
THE ComPrer ABESuferseded BY (ombrer Recii Arsan's B
T THE EXTEMT-oF -THE CopFlidy?> - — - -~ - T
88.7 “MEMBER STATES ARE OBiidaTed 70 (omfiy 7o £
HIFaRM SYSTEM APHLICARLE To AL Cases AwD
(ERSols SUBTEeT T THE T€rms AND (oDiTions
OF THE Comtbaer.”
SAl “VipiATToN By Bebeiving STRTE T3 To Comlthin: OFFENDas
NAre, LoQstion aud T-D.#3 | DATE AUD DESCRiPTioM OF 7HE
OF THE OFFENSES FoRMING THE BASIS OF THE VioisT
AON | ¥THe STaTuS AND Dislositiod oF TH=CFrense .49
§aa “Receiving Siate MuST Coudurct THE frobndie Civse
HEARING IN Adef Danid= Wi TH (Tlpes) Ruce 5. 1057
AND Due fholess Recvipeticvrs A OFFendeR Sysgeer
70 ReTnKine “THAT My Resvir in Reyedprion UNDER
(Tl4e5) IS ENTIHED To f fRobibic (Hise fleagive (ru
Letsiiing STate) (onbuarep i fedopbenes 1ind (1)
(T peNRuies BEFORE BeiriGc Kervined 1o Sewpiie Staze”
89 “No WAIVER oF ProbaBle Qpvse Heaping din fe
ACCEPTED UYNLESS AllomlpnieD BY AN Abmissioit
Bl THE OFFENDER To ONE OR MMoPE S IGiiSic frir
V1oL T5eNS OF THE TZRMs OF SUPERVIS N “R.5, 105
1-(U. S- CowsT Amenn. &) _( RAMIRE= V. QuPerioROT. 15 (AL AR5 643)

¥ STATUS AND DisPas; 710N OF OFFENSE WAS LEFTOUT BY Flokidns
REPRT AND FALRIF D AND EiLLeD ji BY 345 whkbswr.

(12)
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.- STANDARD of REVIEW anp ARGUMENT o TSSUE .1
CONTINUED

THE EViDent PuRfose BeHild Eeaas) RUES.I0R /s o7
JuRisDierionAl ,But Zitende Jo floteer A fhfoices Due fRotess
BicHts, AND Rule 5408 is Eipewrcy 4 Ay oF THe (zeres)

ECAUSE OF THe Subheme (ks Moidwes W Fimikez ] Chen,

WD “MoARisSEY * (Futty (iren grrer Bl SALE.CHAQMYEH Heeh

YA Derendsiy Ffevs RevsCatiay) oF fRéf7ion /s 3

ENBHED B THE Spme De Hlolers Rishis As 77 o JHRuE,
AMolE THoSE RieHrs TS 1His RisHr, M7 anl) To A Fomtl Rev-
SURTioN [ERNE, LouT flSo A JReL mingky Heaphile B Y Resunit-
W& A PRer,mitl 4Ry [FoBaBic Pyse Heahiie i 1 Recs mne
STHE é{@ﬁ? THE KeTvki oF T fikolee 7 7 Semprns
= ﬁ-{ﬁ? EMNRDIES THE Rutiwes oF Mokhissey™ ' Cheia,” )
VA REZ"

— Kimikes v Sufemiik U IS 5 gy
NMoRRI =56y . BREWER ™ Yo% .S 977
(Aaten V_Sipfei; T IS 775

ADD 1o ALY, Wodfrssey * SHriFIeD 747 T4 fRe-
-Limivaky HenRilla SHevld e ClDuc7eD A7 ik Repsahtbly Meid
THe PLACE oF THE JNECED Vidid 7rns of AAES7 ) A5 R ATy
AS CollVicnt ettt Wi Le Tue Tuiarpyrind s Syt JFRESHWD f
DUREES ARE STILL i IaBle, TH oRbex 7a Dereamie IF Mo
15 PRo&ABLE CJvse Ts Belive A Deren Dy ah's Visiped Disute

WHERE NppRei e Lyl v iawint Selsyrvres R Live
@ TESTIMONY NOLuYWE: RFF DRV TS, Detosits NS, D Decotén/ iy
EVIDENCE, Iy BE JseD i Pole Reugcnson’ Pluceen suss
EHR S SHoid BEFLEri BLe ot /R Lz Degtrim oF sveny Tentee”
(PhtoLec CollzznlDs 015 Soalh) Pty % He DERSE OF Fey-
OLATIN AT 1} HERRANG, A5 WELL fis 1ol ety OF RevoCrtyant,)
U B BEGURED by Dr Roless fok 4 i
Revolhfion Hegfve s mr Tiveitine peakiie Dtpoic e 7
HSSURE THT FNdite of Hole iotato hill Be Bised oy
L/ERF1g)) TS AND Jo87 FrerQis & o8 DsCherron L)) S
TNBARMED 7 BOLEIE ffopleder oF T Jhhol e s
PELH 8 R . (13)




U _STANDARD of REVIEW an» ARGUMENT o TSSUE ~—_1_
CONTINUED

RamiRez_v. Superior (ourrls ca. APR5™ 643
THE LoLRT oF APAEALS TYSTIRE HRILER HELD:

1) PRoBATIONER WS “OFFEN DER Sebieer 72 Rempme THAT
MAy Beswir iV BeyochtioN “UMDER (Ichos) AP THYS,
HE Was EUTiTEeD 16 A PloliBle Civse HerRind,

Q) The ﬁ/?aéfé‘bz?ms LoNSTITVTED A Jeflolesitle Devifke

JRom THE ReQutemenss oF # obibie (puse

[HERRING UNDek (T Chos) TH yisin7ron o5 Due fhocess.

3) (Senpine STﬂf'f)/uﬁM;mfs ReQuesten Jluhshaeis
Betugy JNDER (Tepos) AHD THys (T3) AND MoT
EXTRADitrol Statvies AfPlied. Borr wi 421047 #pz)

FISHER v.CRIST /SAMONT. 134 ,5 9y Pad. 46,1142

Mo Denigup FoR H HembiWé i 7He Reeervis STaze,
——— Pt Lausri TUrRE A [TEvER SF TR Henids, THe (ERemdek
WAS TNEoRMEed dF THe AiLeeed Visia7ivus Al Coltesred
THEML | THERERORE. THEY SHukd bisve Leen THe SvBTEcr
SFA frebrble Opuse tengive /N THe Recsisme Sinse S
HE Could EBeFuvie 7He ALLEGHT oS Avd fRESENT LiEsSES
N _His Derense.” (Phrol€ Re-insinze))
BEARDEN V. STa7e ok S-8. 443 F.3d. 1070

THE Frat THE7r THE Botkd PekFarims ] fRedicr v
AND PRoGlosred Fuilkciion Dess Mot DefRecitre THe
TR TIMEE OF AOCURATE Flciadl £ fositiod AMD
EVHLUATIoN T
HECk v. HUMPHREYS 114 S.6+ A384; 5/3U.8. Yet-s7
LiteD JRocepvfdi Deridrendics whisH
MNed essafity Tmplied THE THALD Fy oF THe Judée-
JNENT -

(14)



STANDARD of REVIEW anv ARCUMENT roR ISSUE . L _
CONTINUED

“RiDDLEv. STATE A83 8.€.3d 863:2775.C. 110

CASE ywhe Bempnped Eor A De Novo Revblnziol
Hepeing Beoopvse THe ReVolatiod PRoceeinés were 3o
SUMMARY THAT THE ReECQRD WAS _D/Sd Sia[EMT Fok THE
Affciipte Covkt To Beview.

U.S. v. VARGAS-AMAYA 383 F. 3d. 90/

“WARRANT M3t BE BASED ON SwerN Frers , T2
Be USED As A BASIS [For Revecarion.”

U 8 CONSTITUTioNAL AMENDMENTS _
S fry 5, 8 ANp 14— —  — — T

T.) Concress suae Make Mo Law APrivciwe T#e Richr
7o Petition THE Gol/cRNMENT FoR p Rebiess oF
GRIEVANCES -

TZ) ¢ V;% WARRANTS SHALL Tssve,RuT foid, Prubafis
USE -
)NO <ol SHould be DefRived oF LiFeE LiBATY
Rofek Ty WitHouvt Due fRecess aF Law
‘172172_) No CRUEL OR YllusvAl PutisHNENT Tulpeie7eD.

XIV). Due Process M) GQUAL PRotecrion oF THE LA

MinimMUumM DUE PRoCESS REQUIREMENTS oF A LARILE
"~ REVOCATION HEARING
A Wrirred Nerice oF Qlpimen Phfoie VIS AToMS.
B) DistlosvRE oF EVSDENCE SpNsT /’ﬁ/ﬂéé’é’.
C.) @ﬂﬂéﬂfuﬂﬁ‘# o P Herld iN Pehsont
DY Riayr To CopiRenT WiTMNESSES ACrNST Him .
E) A NeuTRAL AND DETHCHED HEHRIMG LodY.
F) A WAITIEN Statement BY Fhaer FikDers As 7
EVIDENCE RelieD oM D Rensons RR ReoChzion .

(15)




+ " STANDARD oF REVIEW AND ARGUMENT FoR Essue ™ &

Dip S.C’s DEPARTURE FROM (ICA0S)

REGULATIONS VIOLATE PAROLEE'S CONSTITUTIONALLY
—_—“—_——“

AFFORDED DUE PROCESS RIGHTS IN HIS PROTECTION

—OF A LTBERTY INTEREST (NoMATTER How DIMINISHED BY.
PARoiz, 3771t PRoTECTED.) BEING THAT A ‘REASONABLE
EXPECTATION’ To REMAIN UNDER A LESS RIGOROUS FORM_OF
SUPERVISION THAN INCARCERATION EXISTS, AS LONG AS PAROLE

ABIDES BY THE (£CA0S) AGREEMENT AND CONDITIONS of PAROLE?

“HEWITT "v. HELMS 459 U.S. 474

FoR £ DUE PRoCEsS Vislpriod 7o CREATE A LiAek7y
T NTEREST, A BEGULATIon Mmysi CoilTrind “ExPLicit L JlnDataty
LANCUA GE™ THRAT _TF_ 7He Reaviren SedStansive PRED -
-10ATES iR flResenr, THen A PARTICoiAR Qureome Mysr

FolLow/—{(Wi—n.4)OpiniodsS-oF Tustiies Sz, Breas —~—
HAASHALL, AND BLABK MUK M PMPATaRY AN AGE G F Strets.
Tue (ELpos) To bhicd Bottt (omfhering Stzfes
WERE RousD Coprrint Soct MANDATORY Ll GLAce "Eursmils
THE PRocess 12 Le FoLleweD To fRo7ectr T7E LiRetry
TINTEREST filD Due PRoess. RiGHrs of THe fivlec.
(T 4035) Rutes 5,162 AN 4109

WHILE EACH oF THE Comphering Siares, INDIVIDUAL Y

MAY Hive THER own CustomiRy wihys oF Deilc THNES,
Semiz MoRE, Some Less , THM AT IS (usirvtonsicy
Ke@uiReD, . LHer THe OfRoice s ON Sufeluision (mdet
THe (TeAoS), THE ST#1Es Have AGRee) 7o ABIDE Ry
THo3€e QUIDELINES [MSTERD oF Relyitd & on Cisszrt, S,
As To HAVE A WoRKABLE, Jiitodm, Com brer Y1Der -
STANDABle To ALL fuwptvep. Stares Do Mo Cive pp
THEIR TJURSDicTion JR_SOVEREICNTY 7o TreE lompac,
ULy THER Cuysioms. S.4. AdD it3 RefReseurnnyes
PRocesDeD N THS CASE (MDER 175 Lusromiky &xrrn-
“Ditvow , Vislatrod, D ReawlChrion PRoceDIRES D
SiNee THIS WS AN Qur-oF- ST To sos) SUfek bisisn,
S.0.3 (usiempry Pholetvies Skifled IR Reverksed
PoRTIoN'S OF THE JRoCeSS AND i Doiné So UiplA7eD
Dys PRecess RicHTs, (1) 0F THE PARLEE.



T/

STANDARD of REVIEW an» ARGUMENT rop ISSUE . 3_

| CONTINUED
“MORRISSEY* v.BREWER408 U.S. 471 _

“THe PaRolees itl “NogRissey” wiBe AT LiBeaTy fud As
Soell LoD Be Cprneuily Employed AN) Weke FRee 72 BE witH Fimity
AND FRIENDS AND To FoRf THE OTHER ENDURING RTTACH Men7s oF Mokt
£iFe™ (Condit oAl LiBeRTY) MopRiSSey “Crrpits DePaAmTiad oF A
LIBERTY opMe HAS AND IS £ DecisSion Twliing THirrdcey £ lplolly
RETRO S Pectiive FetvAl QUESTION A% To iHETHER THE ffiRoLes
Vielpted His ﬂﬂfai{ THeE CHiEF Tusryee N Moffsssey * fecoe
“Nised THAT FAIR TREATMENT 7N fhhele Revnlptions b/iil cniHiuor
THE CHanee oF ??(/M&:lr ThTr2M BY Avorbivé Reneirons 7z

TRBITEAR HEss.”
“ImPLi eit IN THe SYSTmS LofiCehul WY ifoie Uivivir.
~joNS IS THE Motion 73T, THE PARoics 7's EMTiTied 7o RBernid

His LiBzbTY RS LoNé As He SwBSTaNTiity ABipes Ay THE

) MO S aF Hrs ﬂﬂﬁo[&-’: i

(Wi-n.20)  “HINTON*v. §.C.D.PPPS. 357 8.€.337S.C.Aep.Ct.

“ T waS FoouD UN AP rable Typr The Fifoic Boptis
SHoulD Look T3 THE So Chiled “Fhars"(oF THE OTHER Stres Uaims)
To MAHE T13 DeTeRMINAT jent | FoR THE Fhcts ~“ARe Alttast Alpitys
DisPuted, AND NEITHER THis Ooopr; Mop THE Pitste BoArD A5 Ay
IWAY OF EXTRICATING WHi2H /ﬁ‘fﬂ&/&ﬁ/ Fhaers = i/ERE TRUE
OR NoT: THE PhRote BoaRD SHould Mot diDERThiE Secdd A
DETERMIN Aol TN WHRT Wovtd Slopits 76 Al EGEREGoes
Dor ﬁé‘ac_gsg il Ao (Sce Mo, i).3. CoidsT Anteaid, /4)

S.C.D.PRPS. T)iD THe EXALT SAME THiMG AS Abovs ti

M Lpse. 8.0, FhRole fGenT VigTaRin TaKke Swohe UNDER Jgin

S0 PRRTY [ THAT THE UNFouMDED ALLEGATIoNS OF THE FLORIDA
ﬂﬁﬁoz,g Adent, iN R BoMMARY OF His OFFENDER Iisikzyon
q,r/ﬁm s, f,./g/»’.f:: ‘Taar< Y WitHoor AN FACTEMDNE | THYESTIGA i
Y ﬂ/?of;ﬁ&dé‘ Chvss HEARING HElD FoR fAlolse 73 Conttest
“"/—/tﬁ INF2RMATION. But YET, A WARRAT LS iSSeed AMD

EXECUTEDR , A VisLAtiol SoucHT ANP GRIHED, AHD A Revocntion
oF ,i)ﬂﬂoz._ Imfosep , BASED ol THe OTHER Srares Aliecrr-

~oNs Alofs, Wi ,1/007‘ S Doe PRoCESS oF Lan/ OBSeRv=D By
LoTH dﬁﬁoL:M ( P )




- _STANDARD of REVIEW ano ARGUMENT rop TSSUE .2
‘J' ) N /) u
PEOPLE oxrel WAEME CHIND'y. WaRven 37N, o 376,579

N“THE PRROLEE j5 MOT THE Olly oMie ivHo His A Qraks
IN His QonDitiol AL [[BERTY, SO0/eTy HAS A STBKE JW WHATEpeR MY
Be THe QHANCE of ResToRING Him To NofWifL AND [/<EEUL LiFE
WItHIN THE LAW “SocieTy THus HiS AN TuteresT in NOT
HAvinlg pﬁ%’ok—’ Hevokep Bechvse or ERRoMeovs THFo- OR
Beefvse of AN ERRoileays evpluption of THe NEED T2 Resotie
Reveke Ppfole, Givel THe BREACH oF ColDitrols. THE
DiseReTToNARY AS PECT oF WHETHER To REVBKE AR Nor, ML)
NoT BE REACHED | UNLEss THeRE IS FRST AN APPRo/RI Ate
Deter mid Mol THAT THE Twiivibedl Has [N FACT ARenched
THE LoMDitr oS oF fhhoie ” . |

PEoPLE ex.fal. COMBS'v. LaVare 29AD.2d. 131

Hol. BESTow, T - Y WHEN ALLOF THE LEGAL NideTres Afe
LAID AsiDE | A PRoCEEDING 12 Revoie Pifiole Tuvoives THi RiciroF i
IMDiVIiPpaL To: Loty nive Ar LiBERTY | O 76 BE TmpRis onled.” T7 Tilvoises
A DePRivation oF LiBeRTY TusT A3 Mok AS Did THE oRigintl
CRIMINAL Aetion AuD FALLS L/itiin THe [oircirod of THE Dee
pﬂacgés QL ppse, '

“MEACHUM” v. FANO 96 S.Ct. 253a

, LT Demepns THE CotCeproF LIBERTY ITSELE 7o ASCRIBe
NotHinG Mol THAN A Ppo TEQTTON OF AN TilfeRess THA7 THe
STATE Has CRea7ep”.)" For TF e Tumpres Rorearnd BERTY
TNTEREsTs FRE No CRerteR THAN THE Strie Cbbozes 78 At
HE I ﬁg;@.{ ¢y LirTie Moge THAM THe Stare DescRifed in 77
197 (lewnvgy Crses. A Tumare Bernjus AN Lt icupese
INTEREST N LiBiEgtry At THE Uy fikinem , THe Ricdr 7 Re
T Reated With Diéuity it THe Co=iiTorian May MeyeR Tapbpe”

~CGREENHOLTZ” V. NEBRASKA 443 U.5_1,23
CTHere 13 A ARiTicat DIFFERENCE BETWEEN Depipl oF
A PAisoNErRs Re@uesT RoR Tuiinyi Relcpsa ol Pifote, AND T
REvolption oF (Al ALEEADY PARoled) Prtol e s LenDitionpl
LIPERTY T(Td. a7 9-U 99 SLE QoY) Lok Tvs7ves Mlapsipic
6 CGREEN HotTz " Scmmed P LiBErry Tiighesr AS Swi. ..
CﬂGMﬁNUé‘ D)
(18)




..~ _STANDARD of REVIEW an» ARGUMENT rop TSSUE .8
o MEACHUM v. FANO 96 5-CT. 85334pp ( CONTINUED

JusTicE MARSHAIL oN “LigEeTy INTEREST * ERoM “ CREENHOLTZ”
eos "IT I3 SetF-EViDeNT THFT MLl THDiVipoals FO3SESS

A LIBERTY TNITEREST [N Bsiné FREE FRem PHYsient ReSiRAINT,”
“TF A MAN WERE # BREATURE oF THe STATE | THE fIVALYS/S
Woulp Be (oRREET, BYT NeitheR THE Bitl oF RicHis, MeR THe
LAWS oF SpyeReibll Siates CREATE THE LiBeRTY WiieH T#E Due
Process (lavse PRoTEers. THe Relevint bysntvriannt
PRovisiols ARE Limithations on 1He for/er OF THe SoVeREFGH
7.3 INFRINCE oM THE LiBefTy oF THe CrtiZen bWie Musy Live
IN CBDERep Sociery . OF (ovkse Law is ESSEMTAL Ta THe

YERCTSE AND ENToymens oF THDWiDAL Lilewrty i A
UNPLESYT Soticty, But 11 IS MOt THE Soufce oF Libery,
AND Surety Nov THE Exilvsive Soukee]

8.C.5 Proteeding iM THEIR Qustamply WAYS oF
Doing THilds , AND THER Defpfiivie FRom THe EEroS)
REGuLAT IONS, WHETHER KNowitlGly, ARBITRARILY , Tu 721ty onhlly,
OR ofMeR Wise, MATIERs NoT LW/HeN ME SiGHS AN AEReenIenT
To f CompAct: L7 15 THComBEMT ol THE RePReScattntives
OF EAeH OF THE ComPactin@ STA7ES, 72 Kiow AMD 72
Follow THE PRe¢eDuReEs S&T FsRTH FoR CERTAIM PRAEsSES -
UMDER THAT CompPrer. ESPECALLY TF THe PRoCEDRE
DIFFERS SpmeW/HAT To LWHAT WoolDd Nodmaily B€ Adcepr-
-ABLE 6R  SUFFICieNT [N THE SENDING STaTE.

A Phfoie TRINSFER UiDER(TTAS) IS DiFFERENT
THAN THAT OF EIHER oF THE STHIES INyplveD, AS |3 A
NRETAKING 1. EXTRA D rraN, (TEA0S) IS SET VP 72 [Roreer
DoE PRoCess RiGHTS OF THE PRROLEE, So IT5 IBYiowsS
TUHEY Exier Severdl ORucidl s7eps /N S.C.8
R0 beeDinés , EHER SKPPED ALFSErHer IR ALTERED
S EGGREGiovSLY FHAT PARALEE (AN NoT vEM SE&
Hoiw To RemeDY T, SHoRT OF Coind BAck il 7iMe,
bt ME N FLoRDA, AND ALL HIEMSAY ERASED OF T#E
EfRofks CommiTred, AND HAVING A Mew HerRine 1
AACORDANCE 1/iTH THE ECASS) REGULATIONS Wit -
BinseD Henrind OFFieiaLs. (19 )



STANDARD of REVEEW Aup Araumtent For Tosve™ 3

DiD PAROLEE 5 REVOCATION PROCEEDINGS COMPLY
WITH THE MiniMum DUE PRoCESS REQUIREMENTS OF PRSENTING
AN OFFENDER WitH Tee EVIDENCE AGCAINST Hind AND 4
OHANCE To DEFEND AGAINST I7, AND ALLOWING %M%ﬁmﬁ@ﬂ
AINEST

AND CRoSS-EXAMiNATIeN oF ADVERSE WiTME SSES
HiM ; AND Dogs THis REQuRE A NEWw HEARING ?

PAROLEE's RedolpTionl PROCEEDINGS in N6 Loy
ComPLED WitH THE Minimim DJE PRoCess REQUIREMENTS oF
CirHeR THE(TCAOS) RECULAT Ions OR THE U.S . (ouSTitv il 4.
AMENDMENTS . |

THE CiRComMsTANeEs OF MRoteesS CASE WHS E77HER
EXACTLY [IKE TxE Following CAses oR MucH Wehse, AuD
RELIEF WES GRANTED TN AL OF THom Becpysé Doe PRodEss
RiGHTS WERE l/iolnTeD, By MoT PRoVIDING PRRoLEE L/t
EViDENCE ACAINST Him, BUT TWS7erd Relyilds Jusrou #
SumMpRy OF Decuments SoBmTTED By THE PARoLEOFE) Cer,
To RemDER THeR De7zRuNATIoN  Denying THe RIGHT oF
Coll FRoMl TAT oM AND Choss-ExAMidg 77rou-

LS., ex.rel. Carso v. Thjior 540 Ed ar 156,161

LAWRENLE v. SmitH 451 F.Supa Av 179

Rigzol v. King 469 F.2J id4i, 14¢-45(24 iz 1972)
 US exrel Sims v Sierarf 563 F.ad %3L8ABng (1977). .
| Wil iams v, QuarieRmAN 307 Feb. Aptr. 790

THS ReTITioNERS CRse Wis Fven MoRe Derescr
THAN THE CASES fbovE T 137, T wips A (TCA0OS) PaRele
TRANSEER T2 FLORIPE Flom S.O. ,WHERE THE HEHRING (HS
HELD i SCLAND A S.0, fpeote OFFcer Grsr fwern MAH NG
OF THE Phloiee) PResentT At His HEARING  FRESENTED 0
SwoRe 3 apry To AL oF THE Se-thiced s DeDuces
AND THFeRReD, 0Nty FRemm A Sominey OF THE FL Phfdle
OFFICERS REQORTS . THERE WAS Mo way pARoLeE ot D Questiol
ER (B33 Bxamive HER REAVSE SHe KNeEW MoThile oF 74
"EAeT<” OF THE CHSE OTHeR THAL LT Whs SumivRizeD
Flom 7Hz2 Fr. Dafete dﬁff?éﬁf ALLEGATINS , (Doupiven ..) -

(20
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STANDARD of REVIEW AND ARGUMENT FoR Issw:'#g

STATEV. Hiti 359 5.0.30/ (Conrinived)

-or WITHOUT ANY EVIDENCE BACHING iT, (I 7HE O7HR
HAND | PrRoleE HES (H HiS PoSSESian pup HAs SuBmisred Mumékus
TIMES |, SEVERAL Documenrs OF EXCVLPATRRY EViDENCE A4S 72
THose FR/se fllecpiins | To T/ S.0.DPPES. witn Mo
RESONSE Fhom THem. (See AT1Ackmenss 3k pos. )

PiCKens v, MOORE 806 F. Supb. 2d 1070

THE Use oF yiiSwalil Decumenss , M7 Disclosed

10 THE PAROLEE, faay--VistnTe FHE-Co FRoNT AT ol Clfose ~ - -
ESPECTALLY WHEN THE PhRote OFFicer oty MADE FASE

%7/;/1;72 MENTS T His OFRDER VieintioN KEQoRTS | Likc€ in THS
5E.

- Hoti CAN THIE SO JRRAEDFETCER VERIFY R SuderR
[0 THE FL. Ppfole OfFicers Retokrs wiswesr AN INVESTIER
o OR EiNDING oF FAcrs 7 ONLY FRomt 4 Sumtidy oF T4
FL Valole OFF/cERE ALLEGRTIONS JHD SPAMSKS,
. —JMORRISSEY v, BREWER “o% U.S. 47/ _
IRORRTSSEY “on THE SvBIEeT oF THE Summary oF
Decumenss” Hedps THAT, BECAUSE of THE RiSkor Disrelnon of
SvBize QHpNGES To Meaning, A PARoLE SFFICERS 'SummARY oF
Decumenrs ” Copltm Mkl G THERMIMFINE EVIDENCE OR T iidrsin
THAT MAY Be Disfured BY THE Pirolce , DoES Norloi Siyvvre
AN ADEGUA7E SOBSTITUTE FoR THE DocuMmens /7 SELF,
PRRTTE vipALy SikeE, fis THe Sulfeme Copgr ReCoepi'sed (..
TNGRRESSEY * THE MRE OFEICER Wille 15 OF7EN Responsile
FOR ReQuesinG THE FRHE Uioigrion Reer AD Colbtainny
THe REWOATIoN HERINE, (AN Mor ALiitys Becx fecres
T MPIRcAcH His Thsk witw “Compicre FTectionry Carlieg)

&MT S Huave Retvsen 10 iHEE A Wiurd oF ey
To ﬁ/q&% -EXRAINE ’j WHERE Pafoles DID Mot~ Requies7 THF
QoulD BE MADE viinbie, (Espccifiry WHERE T2 [hkocas
WHS MNoT REPRESENTED BY lopn'=cL.)

~(ar)



STANDARD of REVIEW i ARCUMENT for TSSUE ™
ColTiiived

S.4. HiD o I_GM@ 7o WITHPLD Duoomien'ss of Denly

PRlolee THE Ricttr OF ColfBaliaTiol Anp CRoz3-Lepmiviiriend, Trser
THR, Y JumpPins THE Gun”™ AND Bt ISSUEING AND EXEEUrAé

A WHRRRGT THT HAD Pfolee Extanbiten Ay FRwm 77 fearbe
HE s Sufpesey To Pe Aie To Choss-camne, A #
HERRUS T THe [Heaiivive SIATE WHLE Tibse Aetions,
CRented A Lfvse’ THT PREVENTED [RREE CRoSS-Exmhipin
OF [RAoLE OFFicek AND Witlesses | T7is Nor Caoh Cause”
LN THE Leapt LolitexT oF Rewsers 7o Deaky Those K eirs.

NlekRissey ” lovrt Bued THpr Doe Plotess BedyiRes
THE Pifoler T2 be Given Ateess PRIOR. T2 THE HEnRing, 7o,
—— THEPLIHL Docominrs ifisdl Wi Be USed Abhivst Dot
TN ORDeR T SpredprD AehinsT THE PoARE'S Subsrityrsu
BF RemoR | EXRGCERATION, of Eiity CHbRAcTati 20085 oF
THe PHoiees LonDoel Fop “Fhers” (T ar/it], 1163)

“Morrissey * STanpagd in Pigole Bevoasrrons
THe fUNimMum REQUiRemEnTs oF Dije PRo033 jNCLUDE 5
A) WRITIEN NpTIRE OF THE CLAMED VioLaTioNs oF fiAele,
B,) DiStlosvRe To THE PRoiee oF EVIDENEE AcHivsT Him .

v

i CYOFPDETINITY To Betemd MfeR=0l AND To PReseantr Wirilesses
X

X

%

AND Delumentniy EiDenc,

D) THe RibHT 10 Colligont And (fpss ecimive Abvedse
WiThesses.

E) A NevTBAL MD Detracted Hengine Boby.

F)R WRITTEN Strizmieur BY THe ReThNDeRs As 72
THE EViDende RelieD 6N AND ReAsows R Revwcntiol,

PRRsleeS Chse il flo whY MeeTs 77kse Stmpaas.
Phietes CopTenDs THAT Ole oﬁaF Six ToNT Evtent dome Upse,
ALL oF THese ARE CRUCIAL To fHRslees Defense AuD Eerss)
Rules Y.lpq Aup 5.i0% @-¢) N Dares THdr Pilsies Be Phesarnz)

iTH ALL NEFDRIVIEDCED AND Hon-CHEDENTI#L Eipanes ANNEDGED
VAT OFFENDER To e HBLE 76 EFFETUATE A [lofiak Derense,

 (aa)



STANDARQ of REVIEW md ARGUMENT for ISQUE#; S
AoMTpUeEd

"CHoLSToM *v. JoNES Qu8 Fad. 1156
= Cifcuir JUDEE Turrle HexDz
L KE Vol f Troil gﬁsg‘g Sslely JM JiSuben ﬂﬁﬂd&€

Viel Atiol BEfsgrs By Prfule dFFicer ENDING THA Pifolee Hip
VIOLATED LAW PhoHiBitn G CRim WAL MFSCHEF |, Deplven ppiee
Due fhocess RibHT 73 (unikerir ADVERSE Wi7wesses”

(UNDealyins (Bl Liee ACAwsST Hioiee tups Disaissep

BR_LALk oF EVIDEMtE Tb THKE 75 GRAID JuRy , SAME /il
(/115 (fse)(see Minen %36 “Mhtioe R L. Sties A1)

PhfoLEE WAS NoTTRESENTED Witk WY Eyipentie Ar AL/ TH

RECAADs To PhRole Viet prian ALLEEATIsNS Mﬁ%ﬁ
Tm Polanr Pieces oF EviDewle KEPT™ Flo (AosSExtmlpiont By

— T IRoLeE WERE THESE LN Foult DED OFFENDER VidiATionw Redsrs hum
THE FL. Prfole ACEET THAT WERE THe ENTIZE BAsis gF THe Didole
VIBLETioN [WARRANT , EXTFRAD T oM, Revoes TioM, AND SuBseouen/s
"‘ﬁwmfe’ Dewipis” of PARAe THAT ARE Sttt Crhne

N Svedessrvl Comfiction oF Solervisiov,

(EA03) Bure 4.1090) THetvDes whir plysr be
TNeLuDeD iN THE Receivinie STHIES Vinlgtion REPRT: THELDeD
1N THAT L5715 N THE Stntos D Disfssitiod OF JEFENSE(S) ™
LE Fl. PARote ACENT SuBmiited A SuFFicien7 REART pMDeR
LAe5) Rutes [T et d HAVE (T S.O. Ko 70Tl Ciptce
Whs ADIvDilgeD By THe FL. Sihtes Arbriey S HEWE b
MERTT AND TSsued A Notize To Cledr Tre Recnn Aup 72
Relense Phhotee, PhRolee savs "TE? Peetvse HE i Mo
WR OF KNowwiNE WHAT pifs N THE EL. PARAE SAE 2 £RS Re ok
BRAVSE He WhSHT PREsentrep with VY EVIDENCE fbory 247
S.8.5 VARsLE AGenT VieTopm Take Snehe 247 frgson
OF FL. Phifote Heeits Refepr THA VTHERE wis Mot Ale Opuse
OFFEND €R Commitren Tre CAE of (RAVDTHEFT 7 Mot) LrTHeR,
THE FL. PRRoLE ASENT AR TRAR 2y AMD CapRidiovsty Leer
Out  THE 'STHTvS AND Disfost jow OF 74e OFFEuse (4.103) il
His Betbhrs 70 S, OR, SeNT FAl<e JNFsRAATIoY T3 S.a.
THAT THERE WAS PRoBABLE CHuSE oF 7H 41 IFFENSE, IR
A THIRD EXPLANAT IOH 7-/2//?7' ﬂ{f? 3. ehid TakEs - -
AR

17D



(ConrinueD)
v MADE THAT TumpP ALL AlovE FRom THe Spmmary of THE L.

Ploie peeurs Refofrs. No IMATTER WHICH oF THuss Takee, e Nor
ALL of Tiem HAYPeNED, 7 WAS UHFo0MDED ; TLLESAL , Al
IMBYBE Even Dovble Jesppapy BECAvse A CHRGE FL- AlRenpy
RULED ol AS Dismissed with o ilFRMITN T2 ChpRGe, AND
16 Relepse Ppfoles, S.L. loples RigHT Pethlp FL. Aup
SIS “THERE WAS Dhobpe Opuse” THS Stelh Rulive
oF THE C@’f?ﬁéf 15 A PUiitive Mersoke THRT Als Reac
NeGAT Ve LonsSeQuetles , A3 72 ,4455{‘8(5 Revoetzian o
p,%ﬁ’aég, A LsMDitionhl (Bew?y | - Withowt THe fRotzetson
oF Due ,ﬂﬂ&c*éﬁs of DupBie JesprRDY STANDARDS.

Db oNe Cpn =€ PragLEe BeeeiveD Mo Eyidence 72
DereniD AbhivsT, ANTLLozoRY OFRTViTY o Dereed Hiniselr
/| Terelser ReTriiwe AD Revolhtion PReceepives , Mo lawse
RefResevaTion , AUD N FesppnsSes Flem S.C.DPEPS.

(TAA03) Lombaer Requiations LoNiidl Hidprary
LANEupEE” THAT BoiH States Aéfzed o ABiDz BY AdD
OiDut , AMD Tapr, DeNied Pifoiee tis Due fRocess Ristys
T2 Lol FRopl T4 710 AND THe PRESENTRTION oF EVIDENCE To Him,

W GERSTEW v PyeH Y30 U.8. 103

A FAiR Auip Rezingie Dezer miplatrod oF PRobppie Cpuse
A5 A Oonpirion PR AN SieNiFicatt FRETRIAL ResiRair o
Liberry AND THis Detekmindtion MUST e Mape BYA
TLDi s OFFiCER EftHer BERRE af SHutt) AFrek Afbess)
((—La)“rffg STR7ES: BEF&#EE’)

Difoiee Loiitends THpt Ts SV YAve Geewl A
\RETRKNG ~ LDz (T2AOS) AKD Nor AN Ex 174 bition " CHPER
STATE Nofm3 | Bt E1HeR WHY e CocRr Vied's 17,
THERS Still,  Die PRACESS JRAEL TitlS W JLHCE For
ErHER  Roless . WoLFE V. ColoRADs 33F US. 25,0725
C9 S.07: 1359 1346/ 93 1. 6. | 782 (19D APPLies 7#e g7
AMenD. EXTRAD Hotl Clgese 7@ THE STAES THRoLGY THE

FouRizestd AMEND. .. . (24) (Céd/ﬁ/l/dﬂ))




STANDARD of Review Avp ARCUNENT R TSSwE ~ #3_
' ( doMfillyzp)

W wa / F/)

L Rrare L Riminal PRoceedinés MusT laibarm 15 e
Spme 1A Amend. STANDIRDS TuAr ALY 15 FEDeral
p@:’)&{é@ IHES . \wﬂlf:” A/ﬂ[{b’ THE YT Laitl OWDimin FSHED
Fofoe T2 THE THTRusSN THAT OCCORS IM THE PROCESS aF

DXTRA D tiod , TL_ AMEND=". ., BUI" 8Pon) PRoBABIE (ALse
D BY O4TH, OR AFFRAMATIN. PhRslee Qoeaps

THAT THE OFTH 1T3elF (AN Mot Be THe PRABLE (Ruise,

Bur Stodld Svlbkr Ml EstAbLsHeD , ALTval PRobaBLe

g USE AND Hefes THE Covh7s AEREE Lyji# Him,
THiS Peint:

_ - . _PedPLe v, DoraN 40! -MiCI‘L 235

KiIRKLAND V. PReSTON 335 F.Ad 670

“RBScut A Cpad Jury INDermenT of Jvlic it
TeTEkmiu pron oF fRobpBle Cpuse  THE AFFiOA vy
Allom Pruying  THe WaRéar Stovtd Conmil Moke 7Him
Con LLusoRY STHIEMEMTS . AFEIDAGT SHowkd B Sp s
A FoRM AS WouiD Suftekr A FNDE oF PRabpbie Chuse
ol THE TSSURICE oF A WIRIANT UNDER THE Y12 fprendftieny”

(z¢A03) RULE 5. 109@),(23

o). THe OFFENDER SHALL Be EWHTLED 7o THE
FoLLowinG RiGHTS AT A PRobhble Quse Henk i

2)Distlosure oF pit Now-Paivieveed Aup Mou-Couspentine
EViDENEE REGARDING THE ALLEDGED VjolATIHN'S .
2O Toitity T3 Pe Herfd iN ferson A 7 fResénty
WiTNESSES AND DocuomlenTrry Eviderce Kelezp7
. 1o THe AILEDGED Viplations,
CTlALS) Rules fARE N ficeRD Witk Tre Dye flocess
PRCEDUAES L AID SuT [N THE YIH D (Y72 flenos.
AND ARE Supplssed To Be SpBIeatime A Bibine
ON THE CombrotinG STATES ,WHEN THey SISHed THE
ACAEE mean7; AS STRtvioRY N EFFe<T

~ (35)




- STANDARD oF REVIEW AND ARGUMENT FoR Essue ™ 4

—~—
——

. , DOES THE S.CD.PPRS,s REFUSAL (AT 7118 TIME Tit. Now)
0 LSSUE A WRITTEN FINAL ORDER OR REPLY WiTH A DET .
.___,“————_—
~ATIONON PAROLEES EVIDENCE PRESENTED g MEET ﬁ!ﬂgﬂ
STANDARD OF A DECISION “BEING CAPABLE oF REPETITiON YET
LEVADING REVIEW? TN THAT THE ISSUES CONTESTED
ARE DIRECTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ‘REPEATING . NON-
REVIEWABLE “ROUTINE DENIALS™ 6F PAROLE ?

THere ARE 2 PoiliTs 75 SATISEY. iN_THS Dol TRIME:
1) THE alleN GeD AdTion wips T /15 DoRATIN, 790
SHORT T2 _BE FULLY Lili GATED PRioB T2 iTs CEssATIoN of
ExfiRpTion AND, 3.) THeRE WAS A REASouABLE Exfeeition

Trat THe SAME demPLindling PARry bived B¢ Svbleried 72
THE SAME AET 08 AGRIV.

Pafolee i ATremPrine 7o APPLy THIS ExCEPTIAN 7o
MooT Ne 36 DocTRINE T0 SHow TR THERES (AUSE FOR A HIGHER
Review (N THrS OpsE BelavSE oF THE LECHL LimBo™ HES 14/,
Due To S.0.D.PPPS MoT TssueinG A EiNAL ORDER (WHAT HES
TRYWG To CHALlenGe) v. THe Noil-Revicwasle “RovtiNe
DeNinls ~ oF PiRole (THe “Refeanid * Aerion).

A< 1o Dot 1) THe CHpllended Ferion 7S Beyord “Too SHotr,
A Time 7> Be FUily LityéAred Bedhvse 11§ Talliné CANT
caitl UNTIL P WRITTEN FNAL ORDER is TssueD, So ,Fok THE
PUkpsE oF THIS DodTRiNE, TS A ol 7 STIMT TINE Pk
WToo SHoRT™ T2 LiTiGATE 7, BeFeRe The Review/PEE Revcana
DRCEEDiNGS , TORN 7o THE Mokt RevienBLe Reorine Denlitis
AS 7o Loint ) THERES Mo T oMLy “Ren SadBLE
Ex PECTATON OF THE SAME Adrion REVER TinG, LS AetvAlLy 45@7@;/
LAPPENED TN THE Form of 3 SuBSeuents Reviine DeNinls.”
PEOPLE S FED.SAV.3L0AN ASSoC. v GRANAM 2391 8.0.178;353 SE.ad SIT
“RiGHTr To Aerl tWAS MoT PRETUDICED BY NoT Mivive
BEEN SERVED THe DEQREE, SiNde TH Time 10 AFPErL Lodk
NOT BEGIN To Rutl (NTL SwcH 7ime AS THey lfere Crved/

NoTiCe THAT THE Dedpe€ MHpD Reet! RewperkeD.” (Zssuaneg
oF wRITFEN EiNAL ORDER oF REVOZATFoN IN MY CASE)

(26)




.+ +STANDARD oF REVIEW AND ARGUMENT FoR zssue ™ 5

DID THE ABSENCE OF Counsel OR HEARING
JUSTICES FAILURE To.INFoRM PAROLEE OF Hrs RicHr 7o

HIRE OR HAVE CouNSEL PRESENT, VIOLATE His Due
PROCESS RIGHTS ?

THE CouRTs HAVE BEEN BACK AnD FoATH OVER WiHeTHes
OR NoT /v PRROLEE [5 ENTITLED T LouNSeL AT PAROLE [RolEEDINES
AND Hive Come To THE (owicensSes \TT SEEMS, T2 Detide aif
A Cpse BY 043¢ BAsis. IF EVER A LASE EXVSTED Tiar MEETS
THe STANDARDS OF Nesbing louvnses | PhRolee Lontienns
THAT THis CASE Docs. ONE, PARoLEE T AN TNDIGENT LAYMAN
AND TS OVERWHELRMED By Compiee WorkinéS oF AN Tilred -

-STATE Cooferhtiod Between Tiso DiFFERENT S7urzs , (TCA0S)

ffi,?eéul;aﬁonls, Federpl Compper Rules,., Sometimes 74/

Covkts Evel EXPRess DIFFiuiry 1M DedipHering Covrra-
Dieting STATVIES | So ole UiV Tgaive A Lrymans Thsk
iN TRYiNE 7o DEFEMD HimSELF ACHNST THEfuichs 7347 Ge
AVOTHER VERY Thportait foiir s THAT THiS Revy-
Cptiod MAY VERY lijers LEAD T& TmpPRiconmeni Fop Tie
ResT gF PhroLees LiFe, CAR THere Be, T Scedl i dyse.
ANY Beasonpbic Dovst fs 7o THe Vilve OF lounsee in
Develofing AND PRoAINE A FAeTuAL AND Ledal Sitvirisdd
WHitH Will Determine ol WHICH Sipe oF 7xe PRiSow
Whails PhRolee Will Be Resibiag ®_THS dAase T Ay
Neets THe STADALD OF Meebind ﬁéﬂ}?&s’ﬂ!ﬁﬁbﬂ &Y Lovuises .

PEOPLE ex.re). MEMECHINO V. WARDEN A7 NY. 8d. 376

“CERTRINLY A "PhRoLeCourT oR 7 PiRole Boskd Philer Ay
ﬂ/OT Bt PE‘RMJ-TTED, Simply Bedpvs€ 7 /S P ADIiiSTRAT o BdO/V
RETHER THB A Tudidipe TRIBINAL | Td BAse ité Or7eRmiNAT ik,
HAVING So SERiovs AN ImPALT OM THE Lives oF T
INDIVIDUALS THAT Atfenf BeFore it, OM A [ossiBLy Mistien
L fEw OF THE FACTS ouwitid Td THeE [RRolees Thylic iy 2
[NAKe i PRoPER Fratust PRESENTITIN. 0 T35S QAse Fok
Twsmite, (ovisel b Hive Bea) Abie 72 .. .

(a7) Lottiten)




- STANDARD of REVIEW an» ARGUMENT rop TSSUE .5 _
W CONTIMNUED

vov. MNOT oplly ANALYzE AND Question 7#E ACCURACY
OF THe PRrRoie SuPRVISORZ RELORT, BUT ALso Walb HAve
Bean AVAiLABLe T EDuce AD MARSHAL THE FACTs
NebessaRyY To ReFuie THe TEcHMiedt JLLECATRNS Acmivsr
Him AND EFFeatTuAte AN ADEGuaTe DEFENSE.
POMWELL v. ALABAMA_ 2 87 4.8 45, 68.67

“TuE RicHT 73 Be Henkd whouiD BE oF LiTTie AvAil ZF
It DiD Mot CompPRedend T2ie RicHT 76 B Henfb BY lovlSer ”
EVEN THe TNTELLIGENT AND EDJSATED LAYMAN HAS Syt Y )
SomeTimes No Blcitl il THe Sickde OF LAw. HE LACks Portr
THE Skiil Aup [Klowlepie T ADeGuately PRefides His Defense
EVEN THougH He Hive 4 ferrar aite . He Reeuires 7at
Guibikg HAND GF Lovn3el AT EVERYy STEP IN 7HE PRoe -
B EDINES - ACAINST A, WitHaoT it Thovst HeE BE Ho7
Cuitty, He Fraes Tre Dpvbes of Qonvietron (0R Revoe-
Aol (N THIS CASE) BEivse He Does Mot Ko &ons
To Es5T2BLSH His Tinodende”
COMMONWEALTH V. TINSON 433 PA. 38
HoN- J. ROBERTS HELD:
“ABSENCE oF QOUNSEL T3 Represenr Pifoice Ar
Betommi Tmedt HeaRiNG | WHIEH ResSuTed (N Reywlnrson
AF PARote AND RETURM OF PhRoles Ta fRiSsn , Detiied Him His
LopstiTvTional KicHr 78 Covit €L "W Belisve THAT i77s
TRReLEVANT WHETHER APPELLanT APPERLED FRom THE Hfois
LPopppi DeteRmiliftion , FoR TT Cau Net Be SUD THUT Ab L imr
Whived His Qipins By FAILING 18 fifPeaL , Since He D/)
Mot Have lovisel 7o AssistT Hm”

_ COLDBERG V. KELLY 397 .S, a54 .70
Y THe Ri6HT T2 APlear , PRegeNT EViDeNae, AND
CoN FRoNT OR (Ro3S -ExAmine ADiERss WiThHESSER 75 A
FUNDAMENTHL Byt 2ite oF DIE PRoAESS OF Law 72
Bt HEARDZ? -

 (a8)



.~ _STANDARD of REVIEW av» ARGUMENT rop TSSUE . 5_
CONTINUED

HEWITT v. N.C. 4™(ir.4/5F.24.1316,1333-33

¢ W HEM A STATE UNDEATAKES To THSTITUTE PRoeLEDINeS
FoR THe Disfosition oF THese Aecused oF QRime, 7 mvs7 Ds
B0 AoNisTently WiTh Constivoriost PRiVLEDGES | Even
THoLEH THE ACTvAl TS TuTion oF THE Proczbusc s Moz
DoNsTiTeTiolplly REQUiReD”

PeoPLE v. HAMILTORN 2.6 AD.2d. 134
YTU A Revalpfion HaRine PROEEDING (WHeRe THe STaruse
Qives THe FULEGED Vibintet " TfeRTedtY T Re Hertkd " T (ks
Hive HEtd " THe Tudivid AL ;s ENFTZLeD 76, NoT opily (ouise,
RuT plso 7o RE Turoimed oF vl Ricnr.”

PEOPLE v- REYNOLDS 25 AD.2d. 487
Vi DEFEUDAMIT |5 ENTI#eDd T2 Be Fuiey Aud (offeeity
ADiiced ofF His RiewT To (ocNSel”

PEOPLE ev.rel.LOMBS v. LaVhlle 29 AD. 3d 131
“WHEN AL oF THE L£6aL NIKETTES fhe LD ASiDE, £
PRoteenitic To Rewke fikole THvaives THE RiGHT OF AN THDViDo#,
To (oNFiNveE AT LiRelrY OR 7@ Re ZmfRisoed ™ IT jivlses
£ DefRikATioN OF LIRERTY Tust AS Mucl A5 Dih THE QRiciie
QRimiaat Aatiod AND FriLs Witkin THe flotecrron oF THe Dus
Phocsss Clpse”

JONES v- RIVERS 338Ead. 863 Y74 (iR, (1963
Ao TMenT of CovnSet is RecdwiRep hitel fHoice
’s THOTRen7 AND Diiies VIOLATISN AUEGATIoNS, = (FS in
THIS Qpse.)

MEMPA v.RHAY 888.Cr.a8Y;875.0r, 849
“RevolATion OF PrRole IS OFren Baesd oMl ALLEGED
OFFenses Fof Wilicd THe Aodesed 15 Nevse 7R7ed” (08
PReviovsiy ClenRep AS i THIS ONse, Bur STite. 17 Bisis
OF A WHRRANT, EXTRADItioN, Violntiot, AND RewrcATion.)

(29)
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. _STANDARD of REVIEW s> ARGUMENT rop TSSUE .5

CONTINUED

BEARDEN v. STATE of$.C. 443 F.34. 1090
CiRreuit TupGE WINTER: LiTiNG MEMPA v.RHAY 23 $.0r. 259

“THE RiGHT T CouTvNueD LIBERTY, THE LT miTe T9sus
TM A PARDLE ReVoOR77o0 HEARING 1S THE SAME SyuBSTANTIAL RiGHT:
WHeN THRT RicHT Deflentds ont Disputed QRuesins of pact, I
Hpve Mo Direreviry iN DonfGlobind THAT THERE 7S fls0 A RisHT
7> Covnset, Fok As S By THe CovRrs /M “MEMPAT 77&
NeQESsITY FOR THE AiD oF (ol SEL [N JHHRSHALLING THE
FreTs , TNTRoDuesiie £ 1yiDeaple oF Mitigniine CiRdom Sinndes
AND N GENERAL fIDIME SUD AS2ISTIME TUeDeFen DAy 72
,ﬂé’ esanlt His CASs is JAR=nT.” ‘ '

ARGUMENT

THi8 is A LompPlex CASE Tl yin@ MENY [Fhcions
AilD MENY STEPS (N THE Prodess THAT PARoLEE DefiwArLy
Nespep Assigstmwe oF Coon/Set, Fog He 7s A LAYMAN AMD
DoiNE THE BesT He CAN T2 FiGHT Fok Mis Lire;, Mo
MATTER How iNSIGUIEIEMT ; CoNTRIALED, DipliNiSHeD, 98
Super ViseD THESIAE NMRY S i7,HF S1iit fRe¢jors
T Me. |

L DD Not Kuiow, ok wis I Llepfity Tyradped
OF MY Rictrs , of iy 72 QHBILENGE oR (bmpip 75,
FLoRiDA? S.4.7(TCros)? Covfrs? Tiw Beex THUMG,.

CANY AHD S eRYeHE Ko will lisTEd THT T O

PPoie iy TMN 6Qencs, PRoBlem s, MoRolYE {isiznive.

(witeoT (oot : ;%?cré e DiDUF EvEl fow
AT 183 Doie Coffearty uNAt I Ferd HUNPREDS oF .
DhaEs oF THeCrenss) Copfher AlD STrrvies b dfses
Herevint To My Sitvption. lome 7 Fnp dvr, 1Hoee
WHoNT Too Muck Dotle THAT WS Cokbesr facoRDive
To THeE (T0p0s ) Compaar AuD THe= (biSryrviei.

ARolet TJUSTwWAkTs A FHR Qtfke 72
DeFend eﬂ‘/}z SelF fnip 7 THe Coor /f.«sz:-.—; Err,
ASSIsSIED BY loNSet Dupiie 7747 Hocess.

(30)




.+ ” STANDARD oF REVIEW AND ARGUMENT FoR zssue ™ 6

DiD THE S.C.D.PPPS. OR HEARING ADMIn. PROCEED
ARBITRARILY OR CAPRICioUSLY IN ABROCATING PAROLEES RIGHTS
BY A WHOLESALE DEPARTURE FROMTHE (T CAOS) REGULATIONS
NOT ALLOWING €ROSS-EXAMINATION, NOT MAKING EVIDENCE .
AVATLABLE Tp PAROLEE, NJT PRovibing NOTICE THAT FAJLURE 70
PRESERVE TSSUES DURING THE HEARING RESULTS IN A WAIVER OF
- ~LSSUES, BUT REFUSED T0 ENTERTAIN PAROLEES DEFENSES , AND
DOING S0 WITH A VERY DigiiSSivE DEMEANOR , UNLIKE THAT OF AFAIR,
~UNBIASED, DETACHED , NEUTRAL HEARING BODY AS ZS REQUIRED ?

Al AGa ey action is “PRBITRARY fp Cotlicians “Auid THus
MRAY Be QeT ASiDe UNDaR THs ADminisTRAT e PRoceDuges fer
TF ACENCY HAS:
1) RetieD ol FhetoRs ColbRESS S Mot Zirembed ir
72 Lolsipek.
Q) ENTIRELY FPLED T (oSiDeR AN TinfoATaNT fisfeer of
THE PRobBicm.
3)OFFERED AN EXPLANATION FoR i15 Deti<ion 7287 Runls
Covntee T EviDENCE BelRe THE FGEiLY .
%) Ts So Imflavsiple THAT i Codid Mot B f58i8ep
T A DIFFeRencs N Viad . R A Fho DiaF OF Aceney
EXPERTISE”

THE Heprive ADRidIsTRAZR WAS VeRy Dismissive AuD Lt Dy #
EMTERTE:U PRROLEE S Defenbes . Her forfions pERE Not Tipp el
NiSThKES OR MERE ERRels aF L, BuT DetliBerhte. Stie Yocreder
AS iF THe pﬂfé’(’/}ﬁbﬂ/ WAs A ForGone Condlosion Aud T2 ,@?dﬁﬁ'ﬁ(é’
Lpuse HehRilie uns gusr A FoRmMALFY THIT SHe Had 72
ENDVRE , AND MoT™ A PLarFokm Fok Fhej Enbine BY Sesieonle [/
i DeTRHED AND Uil Pinsed MAKING A LiFe AefWE Deves.
MiNATTON | FOR HER Detep MiN pricd HD LRendDY Beewl Mghe
Berode Piulee STefPep in THe Dok, Aup Bised Solctya
A SuiMpARY OF UNFUONDED Aileditiaus Fhom Uit st
Lefekrs oF SuofeoNe 5o+ Mites Awny 7Hr PHDLEE [ sy F
AlLol/eD To CRess-Expmile oR Derend Acrinsr Betvse T
WhS DenNieD THese Ri6tTs,

(31)



_ * STANDARD of REVIEW an» ARGUMENT rop TSSUE 6

CONTINUED) -
U-S.C.A- 195_3 2 77@‘155'6

“Tre RiCHT oF PRROLEE To Be HERD AT Pipsis Revaerion
HERRING (3 ladlVipiate AS is RICHT To Kuow ANb Be SpeeiFiepily
TNRAMED OF CHARSES AND NATURE OF EVrDENCE ACANST fHom
AND To Be FRee FRom PuRe Oaprice onl THe fHRT oF 7w
DisCReTioNARY AVTHORITY BEFAFE Whom THE PRoleeDivsscidrr.”

WALKER V. STATE D.0.C. 2018 Wi 1977108 (ALAski 2018)

“h PRisodet Doss NoT FORFierT His Olsim Doe fRocess
RieHrs weke Vioth1eD BY Stare Rewlirion HARN G ADmit-
~ISTRATRS Kervsal T fllow TESTimeNy AND EviDewce BY
CRILING T2 RAISE 1T DORING THE ADMINISTRATIVE fIfferts

——PhotEZS . THe REV2CATIoN HERRNE fDmplisTRATE DD NIT
Qﬁo VIDE NoTree THAT FALURE 73 Fiise [SSUES TuRillé

HE  ADmiNisTRATIVE ?lgifamﬁzw HEARING KESRTED jM A4
LVAIVER OF THe T=ssves”

PrRoLEE  TiosT wiinrs A FRIR CHINCE o i pis
Tssves HeARD. HE 13 NoT TRYiwg Te Lvusie Dif "gap cnty
MEEDS “one Bite AT THe APPLE * But DoNf Kiak His Teer#

O0T AND  SNitcH THe ALe AR ) AT THE LA STHNVTF
AND  LALL THAr+ Uis ape LHance,

THeE ﬂgééﬁb f:WD THrs BRieF Witl Spn/
THAT Pakolee, DipafF Cer A FAR CHllE oR Ger
WHAT  THE (TChos)  Combacr AFRADED AL Pifetecs
No MATTER Wilie) Singz Trey (Ame Fon, Dos
kﬂé’&?ﬁf OF LAW IN  PRoTZeiiNeG THeR Limived |

CoNDiho AL FREEDem 1HA75 TRYING 72 AE TRKEN [Hom
THER, UNIvsTLY.

(32)



JURISDICTION

ALTHoved, §.€. CODE 1976 § 1-33-600(J)  STATES :
“AOn AbminisSTRRTivE Law Jupee SHALL NoT HEAR AN APPERL FRom
AN TNMATE TN THE Cusiody oF THE S.0.Depr: oF (ofRecTioN's

TINVOLVING THE DENIAL oF PaRoLeE To A Petentinl LARcLe
EL!GJBLEIMMHTE

SECT. 33, Const. 8.C, Stares: THE Adbmzws-
-ISTRATIVE LA (oukT GHALL PRESTDE OVER ALL CONTESTED CASES
OF 8TATE ASENC1eS DEFIwED HEREIN. (EXECUTiVE BRpNCH ACENET £S)

PAROLEE T3 Mot CoNTESTING THE “RouTZME DEMIALS OF P/?Raﬁg,"
THAT ARE PRoTEcTED FRoM QUESTIon OR FURTHER RevIEw , BeT
RATHER THE REVOCATIoN,Ald PRolee DINGS THAT LED up To THAT
Revo CATIOM THAT co.umuc To NEGATVELY ImPAcT PARoize BY
CAyuSING AND  PER PETUATING THESe "RouTINE DENIALS oF PARoLE”

T CASES oF ALLEDGED TRREGULARITIES (SUcH S THis
case) BEFore THE Adency, NOT SHowN Tt RECORD, AND ESTABLTSHED
BY PRooF SATISFACTRRY To THE Courts, THE CSE MAy BE REMANDED
To THe AGENCY FoR Aetrod AS THE CourT Con SiDERS APPAoPRIATE.

S.C.Cobe 1976 § 1-23-380 S7ATES: “Courts May
- Revegsc oR MODIFY THe AGENCYS DeciSioNS TF SURSTANTIAL
RIGHTS oF THe APPELLANT HAVE Ber PREJUDICED BECAUSE THE
ADMINISTRATIvE FInNDZNGS , TNFERENCES, OR DECISIONS ARE

R IN ViolaTion oF CoNsSTiTuTioNAL of STRTUTeRY PROVISIONS.
E)CLEARLY ERRONEsUS TN View OF RELZABLE  PROBATIVE,

AND SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE oM THE WHOLE’ RE CoRD.
F.) ARBITRARY OR CAPRiCioUS.

IT IS THe BELIEF oF THe PRRoice THAT THE ABouk Srartvres
APPLy To THIS CASE AND THAT THEY GQRANT THE ADMINISTRATIVE
LA CouRi THE JURTSDLCTION To HEAR THIS CASe For A Reurew
Remanp, ReTu STATEMENT, AuD/or A REHEARTNG AND RESPsct FuLLy
REGQUESTS THAT FROM THIS CovkT: BuT, Tt 7He CAse THAT TH/S
LouRT DoesnT Abree ON THIS TURISDzeTroM, ITT WILiL Frubd ENCLoseD
UNDER  RULE o4 S.C.Ape.Ct.RulesBo4) 3 38 U.S.C.A. § 1431 (610)

R " PETCTZON Fof DeST TCNATToMd OF CASE Azup TRANSEER To ApPRofRT hte

CouRT To CURE WAMNT oF JuRISDreTIoN. AND ReduesTs THAT Action.
(5.0.LoDe 1970 & 198-2c0l) , 14-5- 6o )

(33)



TIMELINESS

R QUESTToN ARISES IF THLS PETITION FoR A [oNTESTED
CASE HEARING oF THE S.0.D.P.PPS% Decision To REVoie AND
QSUR SEQUENTLY DenyY Pagole Ts INTERLOCUTORY Dus ToTHE fper
THAT PRROLEE HAS YET To RECEIVE THe WRITTEN Erndl ORDER oF
REVOLATION FRoM S.C.D.PPP S, ONLY THE SUBSEQUENT ORDERS oOF
THE “RoyTInNE DENTALS oF PARoLe * WHICH ARE SHIELDED FRoM REVIEW.

WHILE THE PARoLEES REVEEATIoN T5 OBvzous Due T His
RE-TNCAReRATTOM, HIS OBYIous lonseluszons Do NoT SATISFY
THe ReQuzReMeNT oF THE RECEZPT OF THE WRTTTEN FINAL
REVo AT Ton ORDER To BECIN THE ToilINg OF THE TIMELTNE 7o
APPepL THe DECLSToM FoR FURTHER REView- THE FAILURE To
Daliver A WRITIEN FiupL REVoeATIoM GRDER PLACES THe PARoies
TuM A LEGAL "LTMBO” PLEADING WHeTHER Tris fatrod T°S FraiL
ALLORDTAUC To THe “RouTine DeMIAL of [ARcLE DR DERS , OR Fendine
AWATTING THE WRT7TEM Fraigr REVOCATIon JRDER?

Due To THE CIRCUM STANCES OUTLINED ZN (TSSUE1 py7ens.s:20)
PRRoLEES CoNTESTING,0F THE AlleDsin VzoLATzons AGArwsT Him,
HAVe VT To BE PRoPeRY HenRD, ADTudrénten oy, oR EvVEN REPLIED
To FoR THAT MATTER. EVEN THoueH, (0N THE ERRoNEGUS Drfeetive
OF THE HepRT NG Justree TN PrRoLees Contestzn Predimiv Ay Proisie
Qpuse Hen RTUE) PARoLEE HAS Qupmriied SEVERAL TTEMS OF
EXCULPRTORY EVEDENCE ACATNST THE MLEDCED \rolaTrons Plpruss
Hm. PARoice RRCuss: SHoiD Hrs Derense< Be UNHEARD JUST

Bclpuse THe (@.’C'D,ER P3) Cleoses MoT To Repiy or Respous 7o THEm?

SHovid He Be Tamelzne Barred o Reyrew oF THESE Tesues fop T2
LRk oF A WRTTTEW Frnil JRDER of REWpLA TroM ?

WHeReroRe, AfPiicpur Reqwess 70 DRoceed undDer. §.¢. i lr
ROLE Q03(b)6) "Tr A Dedision TNDIGHES THAT A Mare FUll op boppicre
Decision TS T2 Foilow, A fapty Need No APPERL LINTiL Recerpr o8
THe Moge ComPieTe Decision®;  Or,(ANy oFHer Remedy 77
COURT S£ES FiT TN THE TNTEREST OF FuNDAMeNTAL FRIRNESS)
ANYTHING OTHER THAN THE TSSupNte OF THe FrivAL WRITIEMRDER
OF ReVolaTzon BY Tele RC.D.LPLS OR THIS (rTs DelLARING THE

AtTroN Finpi FoR THE furpsse oF Appept, TS DeMyrnlé THE Phoieeé
IGHT 72 APPEAL. (Entiosed x5 A“Mm;mu 7 CompPeL TSSUANGE oF FiNAL ORDEE.)
(34




ConMciL uSion

THE [Floter TusT WhNTs THE CHNCE To

EXx PLAIN HIM3ELF AND DEFEND ACATMST FAL SE
ALLECATIoNS (0DBED FECATHST Him By A Humpt!
pf}p@ig REENT Complere WirtH FeriTMés, Brases,
OR Tvs7 BAD DAYS, T DoM7 Svffose T Kilow iy
HE CLATMED THoSE THINES AGATNST MIE, T Jus7
FEEL THRT T SHoukd Hpve £ REGHT TS DEFENMD ACATHST
TT, AND AS Tie Stowl TN THIS fCTTonl , REDRD,
AND £vrDente, THE S.L.D.IPRSS Doxne THIMGS
THeTR WY DelRived Me af THh7T RTEHT,

T RAM ACRess AN OfINIoN OF A JUSTZle
FRANKFURTER TN A CAsE THAT Supmed VP MY THOUGHTS
O N Sitvatiol , BeETTER THAN MY WoRDS EvEr Cocl),
TN (Finr furi-Frersts Rervcee Gumittee v Mdhard 391 0.5, 17/-72)
dustiee FERUKFURTER SATD: ,

NTHE VAIZDITY fHD Mogal Auvtthorzry oF A (onlivsiu

LARGELY DePeRDS oN THe MoDe BY WHTOH TT kS ReneHep.
SecReey Ts Mot (ouGenrpl 7o TRUTH Seckra/c AHD SEr-
~-RicH teoosMess Civies Too SLENDER AN ASSURLN (& OF
RIGHT Ness. Mo Berrer Tusrgumenss Hps Beeu Devises
FOR ARRTIVING AT TRuTH THAN To Gryve B LedSoi Ti
JEoPrRDY OF SeRreys Loss, NoTTls oF THE (pge
ACAZNST HIm AUD OPPoLTUNTTY To MEeT L7~

PrROLEE FreLs Beznie Away Flom Hi's Eamzsy,
NoT Rerne AhLe To Wioki D DRovIDE For HimsSerr,
MNoT BETHE ABBLE T WALtk BARE Foo7 Inl THE SAMND oF 4
Aenct , e ALl SERTovs fosses. Plense Qrve fie A
FAIR AND (Compiete OPARTNITY 70 FTeHT FoR THAT:
TF AN RUTHORITY EXANIMNES EVERY THING T i PRESEUTED
QOPTreTTVELY AND STIie Copmes T THE (ollivszow
Lg)mr MY Crse WhS HaDLied (ohReeTy, T tlnrd
E DupBFRooNDED , BuT SATISFIED THAT AT LeAsr

gz?/r"}é‘él\!é’ FINALLY Grye Me THEOPBRTUNTIY T2
EXPLRATN T7- (55)
35
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Filing # 50612262 E-Filed 12/29/2016 03:42:33 PM

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR OSCEOLA COUNTY, STATE OF FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA CASE NUMBER: 48-2016-CF-004305
VS, ARREST DATE: 12/03/16
RONALD CHRISTOPHER ALBRIGHT  OFFICER: Brian R. Byme
Defendant, AGENCY/NUMBER: OSSO, 161115883
/ DATE: December 29, 2016

CHARGE(S): 1. GRAND THEFT 3RD DEGREE (>$300, <$5,000)

NO INFORMATION NOTICE

COMES NOW the State of Florida, by and through the undersigned Assistant State
Attorney and states that:
1. From the investigation which has been made, it is the opinion of the writer (hat this case
is not suitable for prosccution.
2. This action is taken to clear the records and to release subject's bond if any has been

posted responsive to the above charge(s). If in custody, defendant should be refeased.

PROVIDED THERE ARE NO OTHER CHARGES OR HOLDS AGAINST HIM.

Jeffrey L. Ashton, State Attorney
Ninth Judicial Circuit of Florida

By: k|
Warda Aziz Ali
Assistant State Attorney
Florida Bar # 109008
Division101{@sao09.org
2 Courthouse Sq

Suite 3500

Kissimmee, FL 34741
407-742-5219

Digitallg signed by The Honorable Kelvin Sote, Esq.
Date: 2022.08.10 15:26:35 -04:00

! Reason: Electronic Certified Copy

! T.aratinn: 2 Cemrtrhones Smmare. Kissimmes. FIL 34747

| HEREBY ATTEST THAT THIS CERTIFIED DOCENENT IS A TRUE AND CORRECT COPY AS SAME gy
APPEARS ON RECORD WITH OSCEOLA COUNTY CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT. i
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
PROBATION & PAROLE SERVICES
BEGINNING 12/01/2016 - ENDING 08/01/2017

CASE NOTES - ALBRIGHT, RONALD C .~

DC NUMBER: D55973
SUPERVISING OFFICE: KISSIMMEE
SUPERVISING OFFICER: 40171-ELLWOOD, NOELLE ASHLE
SUPERVISION LEVEL: MAX

SUPERVISION TYPE - PAS:

PAROLE STALTE

SUPERVISION BEGIN DATE: 05/28/15

TERMINATION DATE : LIFE

DATE TIME/SEQ USERID CONTACT TYPE
(::yoz/zols 10:36 POSOHEJ OFFICE PERSONR
12/03/201s 99;oi P0S0CGE6 TRANSACTION REGISTER
12/04/2016 99:01 -P0S0CG6 .TRANSACTION REGISTER
12/05/2016 99:01 POS0CG6 TRANSACTION REGISTER
12/09/2016 99:01 - PO90HEJ CASE NOTE,
12/15/2016 09:30 PO90HEJ ATTEMETED' PERSONAL
12/15/2016 10:05 PosoHEJ.ﬁﬁgLEPHONE COLLATERAL
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THE FollowiNG ARE CemPUTER ENTRIES
FRom THE FLoRivA PARoOLE AGENTS OwnN
RECORDS CONTRADICTING Hi§ ClAims.
T6 SouTH CAROLINA, THAT PARoLEE
FAILED o REPRT Anl ARREST AND
MiSSED LL SUBSEQUENT REPORTS?
(SIGN-iN 5 EETS  FRom SUBSE@UENT
REPORTS ALSo ENCLosSeD) Claims 1

AND 3 oN THE PARoLE ARREST WARRANT

’ﬁﬁm NOTHING NEW TO REPORT. M STERSMA

ON-REPORTING {
FROM NON-REPORTING |
PENDING VIOLATION
SUBMITTED VOF THRU ICOTS. M SIERSMA
GATE WOULDNT OPEN, SUBJS PHONE WOULDNT PICK UP. CALLED FA
AND LEFT MESSAGE TO CALL ME M SIERSMA i
CALLED FA, HE STATED THE SUBT STAYS 'AT HIS GFRS SOMETIMES, :
BUT HE WONT ALLOW HER TO STAY AT THEIR RES SINCE THEY BOTH \
GOT ARRESTED. SAID HE WILL HAVE SON CALL ME. M SIERSMA
mb[ﬂ\ ATED HE DIDNT DO ANYTHING WRONG A
NOCENT. I ASKED WHY HE WAS STAYTNG A IS &
W/O MY ﬁERMISSION HE SAID, "X KNOW, I SHOULD HRVE ASKED 1ST,
BUT I DIDNT". INSTD TO BE HOME BY 8FM EVERY NIGHT, TO ALWAYS
AND HIS CELL, AND TO NOT BE QUT OF COUNTY IF IT DOESNT ’
INVOLVE WORK. M SIERSMA
RSONAL - DELIVERED WMR.

INSTD TO GET ME AN EV LETTER. M SIERSMA
WALK TL H VISUAL INSPECTION CONDUCTED -

SUBJ AND FA AT RES. SUBJ WAS IN OR CO TO HAVE A FRIEND WORK
ON HTS CAR. TOLD HIM.FOR THE 2ND TIME HE IS NOT TO LEAVE THE
[¥] W/0 MY PERMISSION UNLESS IT IS FCOR WORK. SAID DUE TO

NEW ARREST I DO NOT WANT HIM TRAVELING. M SIERSMA

OINCOT AT RIRPORT PARKING. THEY ARE STILL
.AND GAVE COFY OF 7-13-16 EV LETTER

EMAIL FROM LAURA
AWARE OF HIS SUPERVISION,

M SIERSMA
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Claim #3

Allegedly changing residences without permission

To whom it may concern,

My name is Ronald M. Albright and I am the father of Ronald C. Albright. My son lives in 3

cottage house on my property that is his official residence for parole. He was accused of changing his

residence withcut permission. He has lived here the entire twe years that he has been out and has never

moved with or without perrnission. As a matter of fact, his belonginigs are still here to this day, along

with business mail addressed to him coming to his home. | hope this sworn affidavit is sufficient

evidence. Thank you for your time and consideration in the matter.

4 Sincerely,

Ronald M. Albright

(b2 lsl W D1, /il

8030 Copperhez Tr. u

Kissimmee Fl. 34747

(407)397-1+93% 507-1508
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o | Chwiagalion

Saction 1T-13-160

tarer. 15 1976 G’YW \qc\‘tOﬁ\- [I)Z'
PARQLE ‘D U‘D’"n%

STATE OF SOUTH CAROCLINA ARREST WARRANT Dt o2\
COUNTY OF HORRY Indrztmert.Numeer 1893-GS-25-1938
Warrant Number W-4B-17-0041

State Ideniification No. (SID) 00882210
TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY GR OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF COLUMBIA, AND ANY CONSTABLE OF
THIS MAG'STERIAL DISTRICT-
i appeanrg from the atfached affidavit thal there are reasonable grounds to believe that (RONALD ALBRIGHT, did on the §TH day of MARCH _, 2017

wiolates the crimnal laws of the State of Eoulh Caralina as set forth belew

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE

Ronald Abraht valalion conditions 1. 2, 4, 6.8 and 10°of his parcle as c-Cered pursuant to tne Certificate of Barcle rssued on May 27, 2015 by the
SC Department cf Probation, Parole ang Pardor. Services.

Now. theralsie, you are empowered and duectcd to aivest the said defendznt and orrg ROMAL [ ALBEIGRT cefore me forlhwah 10 Be Caalt with
according tataw ™A copy of thus Arrest War‘ant shall be delivered [o the deferdan: at the l|m7'&; execution, or @5 socn thereafter as 15 pracicahle

Dore at COLUMB A]. S.C tre D8 day af IV‘AF‘Q” N 2017 .
M’ / JL__’— 4 i £

S(ﬂfyﬁre of Progation and Parole Agenl

County of County of :’ -
. - _I —
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA AFFIDAVIT N
Fersonally appeares before. me. ane VICTORIA JAKES, who, first being Gu'y swer- deposes and says ina Gefendant’s Name d d et Inis Cou_"ﬂ,v and
State on the Bth_day of March, _2017, v.olale the criminal laws of lne State of Szuih Carolina in the lolowing parlu.u:ars : -3 ‘1‘1

DESCRIPTION OF GFFENSE: . -

“Honald Albright vislatan cenditions 1, 2, 4, 6. 8, and 13 ¢f his paroie as orderea porsuan! to the Cédficate cf Parcie ssnednr May 37, 2015"} Fhsi
SC Depantment of Probanar, Parsle ard Pardon Services . - S =
7 _'.:

The afiant slates !hal thera is p'obab.e cause o believe thal the delendant ramed abzve did commit the crrre(s) set féde;gd hut.ch prnbpble

‘cause 18 based an !ne fo! fowmg facis ’[7/; t%/Wf/@ Wgﬁgﬂpf \‘Fﬁéfé WMS MMHMM

As evidenced’ by the Offerder Violatien Reports dated 12/05/15 and §2/21/17 sebmitted by the siate of FL Ronald Albright faﬂed ta report upon Ris
release fiom jai’ or 12/0216 as requited and has trissed all subsegrenl rﬂpofls a home visit on 02/19/2017 revealed the cffencer 1s no ionger kving
at his approved restder.ce &1 8030 Copperhead Tr., Kissmee, FL. Ina® ha'movez without sermission (o an unknown lecation, thereby, abscondmg
SUpEenisIor; trat he'assocated with Samantha Mabry who has a crminai recsra from he- asrest in Oscecla County, FL on 12403116 for Grand Theit.
that ne faifed 1o refrain from violating tne faw in that ‘inere 15 pronabie causa he cemmdtec tne crme of Grane Treftin Oscecla County. FL on
1240318 s evidanced by the Dsceala Courly Shenfi's Off.ce Charging Affidavt dated 12:03:1€; by ahsconding e s out of 1he siale of SC without
authatizalion which is a failure to follow the instructions of his agers and Silue o abtde by Ine c,ot\dx:m s on the 1SC apphcalwn daled 0372318,

Sworn to and Subscribed before me
this 8" day of March, 2017,

Addréss: 2221 Devine Street
P.O Box 50656, Columbia, SC , 29250
£803-734-9220

_C'\\J\f L\th\;\“- ~JL.5)
Signature of Notary Publ-c'\

N RN
L) L_‘}‘ 1 ’)\-rﬁ)(x ]
s I—Vﬁy Corrmission Expires

{Form Continues on Back)
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CLERK OF COURT

‘_“"‘lm%
e
TR

Horry County

OUTH CAROLINA

Comnitied to Foxcellence

RENEE ELVIS
CLERK OF COURT
1301 280 AVENUE

CONWAY, 5C 29526
{843) 915-5080 » Fax: (843) 915-6081

February 2, 2023

Ronald C. Albright # 211533

L.C.I.-SB-38
P.O. Box 205
Ridgeville, SC 29472

Re: Parole Revocation Hearing

Dear Mr. Albright,

This is in response to your letter. This was a parole board revocation
hearing so there was not a Judge there. You can contact Columbia parole
board for your transcripts. South Carolina Department or Probation,
Parole and Pardon Services is P.O. Box 207 Columbia, SC 29202 also
there phone number is 803-734-9244.

Sincerely,

- I -
&ll;-'. A% m —
Renee Elvis
Horry County Clerk of Court

Cc/AH




1.) Failed to report an arrest that occurred on 12/3/16.

This arrest stems from a then girlfriend getting caught shoplifting. 1 was released and immediately
reported it to my Fl. Parole Agent as required. He called S.C. and was toid to await the decision of the
court to proceed. Fl. States Attorney declined to charge and put out an order to clear the records after
reviewing the video evidence. | wasn't even in that store when her incident took place. | also am
enclosing a copy-of the Fl. Parole Agent's own computer entries contradicting his claims sent to S.C. that
| failed to report the arrest. Actually, he falled to report the dismissalto S.C.

Attachments: (States Attorney's Order and Agent's Computer- entries enclosed.)

2.) "(Parolee) Missed ALL subsequent reports"

I've NEVER missed a report or even ever been late to a report and have copies of the Sign-in sheets from
the reports subsequent to, and up until | was picked up on this violation warrant.

Attachments: (Parole Office Sign-in sheets [3] from Dec. Jan. and Feb. subsequent to pick up.)

3.) Moved without permission to an unknown location.

I've NEVER moved and have enclosed a sworn, notarized affidavit from my father stating this. As well as
I still get legal mail there and my belongings are still there to this day.

@)



Attachment: {Sworn Affidavit)

4.} Assaciated with Samantha Mabry who has a criminal record.

Firstly, the law states "Nao association with felons" But to appease my parcle officer, as saon as she was
arrested and released, | moved her out even though she was pregnant with my child at the time. She
had no record prior to this arrest and | had no contact with her afterwards.

5.) There's probable cause (Parolee) committed the crime of Grand Theft.

There was NO probable cause and enciosed is a notice from the Florida States Attorney's cffice ordering
the records cleared and my release in is matter. FL. Parole Agent conveniently left this out of his reports
to South Carolina.

Attachment: {(Notice from H. States Attorney)

6.} By consolidation of the above 5 claims, It's asserted that | failed to abide by the Interstate Compact
Agreement and therefore was absconding.

Since NONE of the above claims were true, The ISC Agreement was never breached, nor did | abscond at
any time and parole should be reinstated.
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State of South Carclina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

HENRY McMASTER

JERRY B. ADGER
Govemar o ) Director
293 Greystone Boulevard
Post Cffice Box 207
L Columbia, South Carolina 29202

January 14, 2021 Telephone: (803) 734-9220

Fay: (B03) 7349440
Mr. Ronald Albright #00211533 www.dpppsscgov
tLieber Correctional Institution
PO, Bax 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

RE: NOTICE OF REJECTION

Dear Mr. Albright:

Itis my responsibility to inform you, on behalf of the South Carolina Parole Board, that the Board has reached a
decision regarding your parole hearing. The Board hereby makes the following CONCLUSION OF LAW:

After careful consideration of: (1) the characteristics of your current offense(s), prior offense(s), prior supervision

history, prison disciplinary record, and/or prior criminal record, as described in the findings of fact belowy; (2) the
factors published in Department Form 1212 (Criteria for Parole Consideration); (3) the factors outlined in Section
24-21-640 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, and (4) actuarial fisk and needs assessment factors pursuant to

Section 24-21-10 {F) (1) of the South Carolina Code of Laws. The Parole Board had determined that your parole
must be denied. )

—— i

You wili be notified 30 days prior to your next scheduled parole consideration date.

FINDINGS OF FACT:

Nature And Seriousness Of Cumrent Offense
Criminal Record Indicates Poor Community Adjustment

Failure To Successfully Complete A Community Supervision Program
Institutional Record Is Unfavorable

Vote Count: Unanimous To Reject

Sincerely,

Netile C. Jacobs
Board Support Services
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dtate of douth Caroling
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

HENRY McMASTER, JERRY B. ADGER
Govemor Director
2221 Devine Street, Suite 600
Past Office Box 50666
Columbita, Soisth Carolina 29250

November 15, 2018 Telephore 3.3) 734-9220

Fax: (803) 734-9440
Mr. Ronald Albright #00211533 W AnpES SCgov

- Lieber Cotrectional Institution

P.O. Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

RE: NOTICE OF REJECTION

—Dear Mr-Albright; - - -= - - —- R —

It is my responsibility to inform you, on behalf of the South Carolina Parole Board, that the Board has reached a
decision regarding your parole hearing. The Board hereby makes the following CONCLUSION OF LAW:

After careful consideration of: {1) the characteristics of your current offense(s), prior offense(s), prior supervision

- history, prison disciplinary record, and/or prior criminal record, as described in the findings of fact below; {2) the -
factors published in Department Form 1212 (Criteria for Parole Consideration); (3) the factors outlined in Section
24-21-640 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, and (4) actuarial risk and neads assessment factors pursuant to

Section 24-21-10 (F) (1) of the South Carolina Code of Laws, The Parole Board had detérmined that your p_arolt_e_h_
must be denied. ;

You will be notified 30 days prior to your next scheduled parole consideration date.

FINDINGS OF FACT:

Nature And Seriousness Of Current Offense -
"Indication Of Viclence In This Or Previous Offense
Criminal Record Indicates Poor Community Adjustment

Failure To Successfully Complete A Community Supervision Program
Vote Count: Unanimous To Reject

- R -

Sincerely,

Nettie C, Jacobs
Board Support Services

(5;) 11/14/2018 °



State of Seuth Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

HENRY MeMASTER

Govemor

JERRY B. ADGER

222] DEVINE STREET, SUITE 600
" POST OFFICE BOX 50665
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250
Telephonrz: (803} 7349220
Facsimile: {803) 734-9440

December 5, 2018

—

-

Mir. Ronald Albright #00211533
Lieber Correctional Institution
AB-16

P.O. Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

Dear Mr. Albright:

I am in receipt of your request for rehearing dated November 20, 2018, concerning your parole
case heard on November 14, 2018. Please be advised that there is no rehearing/appeal process

for the routine denial of parole; therefore, no action will be taken on your request.

Sincerely, . ‘
- Y,
i 3
.,_,-‘r\i'.i CEI-U ( .'—: =19 Lfﬂ*‘ —
.f/?
3 &

Nettie C. kc/obs
Parole Board Support Services
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