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( ') The Beardt decision 4o deny Appellat parole

was bace 00 erronous {ﬂﬁéﬁ'ﬁdﬁé@ and frerefoct
:\E arb"&rm-q,, Capricious and abuse of d.‘?“@-%on,
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Tnetead oF Qov\é,‘\der:wQ e required &retutery
Cevteria Yhe noapd cwmply gwves lip Service fo the
Statute and relies 0N e very Same(d) Wnree
Fackors ik Ynag denied Appellait parole allg) Five
tiwe (i.e, M nakture and Serjuysness of curceat opﬁ’f&;»
(B)indicakion of Vielence in previoss ofSense:
(3) uee of deadly WeBQON tn ¥y 6F Previsus
0$9enée.§¢ These 9@;\&"5 Qre 'F‘w&‘eé wn Aivwe and Qan
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Criteria Sov Qavsle. Morequer; the Boards decision
WAS agearently Made Wikauk Fwing credence to Sedtion
AM-0-6Ho, bt Father velied Q’Kalus}veﬁ/ on(3) three
Fackars ek sill Sorever be vsed ka

deq\g Ne A{AP@HAn‘f
Parale . not wWithstg '

_ ading the moltitvde oF Fatorg Hngh
m\\:\"cq*e w Savar o granting WIS fppellant Patole,
95{3\\\3'4\&\' V. S €. PPQQI WL 2ols 1eginno(de. 9_015)
(é)om*d Saled +s Follaw Stututery "‘@ﬂvifem@(\ﬁ"j

:—g-




(3) The parde Boaard failed 4o consider, or did
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@aae-@.sfeé regponﬁ'da\\'\\:j Sar s climénal doaduct
Yor olmosk (3) decades, maintaing %ﬂfﬂﬁ‘fl}/ $iag,
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Only the Board membere actvally Krow wWhnal
Fackors they Aid or did not take into accoont
or Wireh Sactars Yhey gove more or legs weighd
+OJ but the record g.ugquB Yrat ¥he Roard did
Nat exercise teg decreation based on an
Qpp\*@pr'\q’ce osseasment oF Such %C{-om——i’r\os
depr‘\w?\@ Appeliants or Meanivngfol apportonity
0% parde, See Raaley ¥ PPPY Wi 5416 an153982
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To Be core, thege Qac_—i-ors/req%ons are immotable
and the Aé;i;gj}gwf tan not do anything o alter
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Baale v. S.c. PPPs otk WL 2153483(3C. 9010, )
(@wéy\eqﬂz\j mvest gation iNCme-{g*’&) did ast
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Acted arbitrarily and eacpriciously wihen i
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