S AT=A

SNOOATE

April 2010 Published by Barbara Brooks, Sentencing and Justice Reform Advocacy (SJRA) Vol. 2, Issue 2
P.O. Box 71, Olivehurst, CA 95961 53298566 YesWeCanChange3X@aol.com www.SJRAl.com

Parole Board and Governor Found Wanting and Unsuitable for the Job
The Lifers Life-Long Search for Suitability susesea s snepsoesioguo on

benefit to her community. She steered clear of
By Jane Dorotik the darker side of prison life, she was what we
C.ILW. could call a poster child for rehabilitation.
If the Parole Board had reviewed her fairly,
Most of us believe the Parole Board inept, arbitrary and dysfunctional the board isputting politics aside and evaluating her
Commissioners have a very serious job inin arriving at their truly important decision of according to the written regulations, her
determining who should stay in prison and who should go and who should stay. Well,earliest possible release date was in 1984.
who should be released. After all, the burdenbasically, they have a one tract mincklease Yet here we are in 2010 with Louise still
of public safety would seem to lie squarely on no one! They are politicized to the extreme fighting for her freedom, fully 26 years later.
their shoulders. If a prisoner cant, after yearsin that they, and the Governor, are carefully To gain her release, Louise had to file a
of incarceration, prove to these mindful of the very vocal (as well as generousWrit against the Parole Board in the courts,
commissioners they are not a menace tocontributors) victim's rights groups. Theseshe had to obtain prbono legal
public safety, then maybe they shouldn't begroups are, in turn, largely funded by therepresentation from the USV Post Conviction

released. powerful guards union who obviously have aProject; she had to wait for many years. But
My guess is that this is what the public vested interest in keeping everyone in prisonlouise's story finally did have a just and

generally thinks . . . and who can blame especiallylifers because lifers make prisons successful outcomeLouise left prison a few

them? easier to manage. And lest we forget one irflays ago and is now living at a transitional re

So, | want to offer you a different side of five prisoners is a lifer in California's bloated entry house to help her reintegrate back into
the story, based on actual cases, real women ¢orrupt prison system, stuffed to almost 2009¢he world she was locked away from 32 years
see going before the Board, hoping againstof capacity with 170 thousand prisoners. ago.
hope to be granted their freedom after years The Parole Board Commissioners' actual Let's see how much the taxpayers have
and years of incarceration. And yes, | haverate of suitability findings, someone whom spent to keep Louise in prison for 26 years
an inherent bias | am an insider, a prisoner they deem suitable for release, is around 5%eyond her minimum release date:
who tells the story from this side of the fence But even this miniscule release is misleading
(or razor wire in this case.) Although | have because the Governor reverses about 75 % of ~ $ 49,000/yedrx 11 years =$ 539,000
not gone before the Board myseli am a  these suitability findings. So the actual ~ $138,000/yedrx 15 years = $2,070,000
relatively new lifer- | see and feel all the fear, release rate is closer to 1% of all those lifers
the guilt, the remorse and the tenuous hopevho go before the Board (having alreadySo, taxpayers spent 2.6 million dollars to keep
each woman goes through in preparation forserved their prescribed terms.) Louise behind bars for 26 years longer than
the hearings. The painful emotional roller Il leave alone the fact that the US necessary.
coaster a lifer and his or her family incarceration rate is at least five times greater Or, let's look at Helen's story. Helen was
experiences each time they appear before théhan any other civilized nation. Il not 86 years old when she died alone and
Board is one part of it. mention the fact that US sentences are manynnoticed last year. Helen was convicted of

The incredible waste of taxpayer's money times longer than other nations. conspiracy to commit murder . . . actually
to keep someone in prison who no longer Instead, Il give you a few examples of what she did was transport some money for
belongs there is another part of it. Next actual cases, women I've known right here aber son without knowledge of what the
comes the court battles a lifer must access taCIW. money was intended for, but the prosecutor
gain their rightful freedom the filings, the Louise is 70 years old and has been lockedlidn't see it that way. No one died, no one
legal fees, the hearings, the district attorneysaway for 32 years, but she was originallywas even injured. In fact, no crime actually
and public defenders again, usually all at sentenced to 7 yeats-life. She has recently happened it was all conspiracy theory. But
taxpayer's expense. These add up tobeen found suitable for parokgain by the Helen was shipped off to prison with a life
incredible amounts of money, in the hundredsBoard. The Governor has reversed hesentence. Helen's kidneys were failing for the
of millions, all to accomplish what the Parole previous parole suitability findings by citing last several years of her life and she was taken
Board should have done in the first place. boiler plate rationale for the reversal . . . "theout twice weekly, hands and feet shackled and

The first thing to understand is that no lifer especially callous nature of the crime."a guard on each side of her, for dialysis
is eveneligible to go before the Board for Louise has always done her part, working intreatment. So, the cost of keeping Helen in
their first hearinguntil they have served their prison to overcome her addiction that led toprison was close to a million dollars a year
time. the crime in the first place, gaining vocationalbecause of all the extra guards for the

The second thing to understand is how certificates and laudatory chronos. Shefrequent medical tripsoutf¢Cont 6 df) Page



Page 2

Barbara Brooks, Sentencing and Justice Reform Advocacy

-ltés My,aBudsi ndss YT0dR Busi nAprd 2010

Hello Dear LovedOnea nd Happy
Day to all Mo mé s. |kriow t h
how special it is to have your children with you,
and | feel your pain
them, whatever the reason.

I want to remind,thatho:
you do not have to send a Salidressed Stamped
Envelope now. Send 3 stamps, and that will work
It has been working out well for me, also. It has
saved me a lot of time, believe it or not.

We got so many responses from our March
newsletter. HDSP article had a lot of interest. Wi
got many good comments. New people who have
heard about the article have been writing in for a
copy of the issue.

Also,Jef fds articlManydi d
expressed how touched they were with the article
Wedve been getting the
back. Some of them just tore that page out, whicl
had the article also, sent it to their loved ones
outside to read, and they filled out the form and
sent it in. Many others also sent family/friend
contact info, email addresses, too. One guy sent
names/addresses.

You know, | completely forgot about putting
that form in this issue, but if you all can make the!
available to others by posting that page in the
March issue, or whatever it takes, we can keep th
going | &1 | put the form i

| added some politicians onto the database,
sent them a letter with the February and March
issues. | sentitin a large manila envelope. Both
Public Safety Committee members from Assembl
and Senate each received the packet, and they w
be on the monthly list now. This was 14, and alsc
sent it to our favorite three judges, and

w

A

ABVOAT?

A monthly newsletter
everyone is talking about

For Prisoners, Families, Friends and Organizations

Available to prisoners for THREE STAMPS PER ISSUE
or $15/Prisoners $18/Free Persons
12-MONTH SUBSCRIPTION

FREE on-line downloads to send your loved ones inside

MAKE REQUEST by email
YesWeCanChange3X@aol.com

MAIL TO:
Barbara Brooks, SJRA
P.O.Box 71
Olivehurst, CA 95961

Published by
Barbara Brooks,
Sentencing and Justice Reform Advocacy

Congresswoman Jackie Speier. Senator Gloria

Romero does receive it. Also added a couple of
Public Defenders. Besides all the newsletters that
were initially printed, | printed an additional 100
more, so | will be increasing the amount this mont}
by another 100.

This newsletter is a great educational tool, ang
we can get a lot of information to those we want
and need to inform. Extra stamps always helps. |
all depends on YOU! You are the ones who are
making it happenDon 6t ever se,ll
because it would only K
all of you. And Thanks to all our writers and
artists Even al | of us &époo

good when we set our minds to it. |

God Bless us allBarb
PS-Remember Day of Fasting
Tell your families!

-8/6

SJRA ADVOCATE SUBSCRIPTION
or ADDRESS CHANGE
Please send me a #onth subscription to SJRA Advocate.
Enclosed is a check or money order in the amount of $15 or $1§
FREE person.

PRISON

NAME

S 50 n0h 10| el sonies
HOUSING Kk can do somet hi nSgUBSCRIBE
P.O. BOX 2. ADDRESS CHANGE
CITY ST ZIP

Make Check Payable to: Barbara Brooks, SJRA
Mail to: Barbara Brooks, SJRA . PO Box 71 . Olivehurst, CA 95961
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A Thousand Lives of Buddha

By Harlan Bayard King

LWOP

CSRLAC
From beginning to end, every existence became colorless and thestill.
memory becomes a life unto its own. shadows danced towards me. The
From this point forward, future what ifs and should have dones
memories wait to be picked from our became enraged. A reoccurring

garden. But,
harvested, they are a thing from our
past. Strange cousins of intimate
familiarity. Sometimes changing and
becoming totally different from

reality. We are the balance of now
on the teetettotter of past

happenings and the hopes of the
future. The moment came and went
like any other tic of the clock, but
that one second of time galvanized
my thousand lives. It was the
moment that | had been lockeadp in

prison longer than | had been free.
The memories of the old convicts |
had known when | was first
imprisoned echoed in my now numb
cast of forgotten beings. The words
they told me to be prepared for the
day | would be on
being alive. They warned me and |
scoffed at their lament. The clouds
in my mind stormed at that moment.
The miles and miles of my
forefathers fruit sighed in every
fiber of my being. It was only one
tic of the clock, but it rang through
every part of my universe. Things
tasted different. People that | had
kicked it with for years looked like
strangers. The landscape of my

as soon as they aredream of my souwimate haunts me. |

should have met her some time after

my incarceration. | wonder where
she's at. | wonder if she wonders
about me. | wonder if she is in

sorrow or if she is even still alive.
Hope drives me to someday finding
her. Yet, another memory to store.
Another life in my mind to satisfy.
The storm inside of me swirls. All of my
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that led me to my first tic of
imprisonment. All of these free
moments smashing together with

the horrific acts of my crime and
the memories of my time spent in
prison devoir each other. That one
tic of the clock. The earth stood
Bile in my stomach wanted
out and | wanted the light to die.
The hours that followed the tic
were slow and | felt myself leave
my reproducing protoplasmic shell
and drift into a deep sleep. Only
one life of a thousand. Only one
second in time. My view of the
cosmos changed and | developed a
shuffle when | walked. God? What
sinister thing drives this machine?
What thing tortures hope? That one
tic was several years ago and |
have since accepted the fate of my

‘free’ memories, good and bad, descendown doing, but that moment still

over the waterfalls of my life. Becoming
faint and turning into mist and ripping
through my hope like a tornado in a
trailer park with nothing left but piles of
despair and sadness. | walked
around and spoke to people, but
inside | was pulling the casket lid
shut. Hope was still alive and

t h esurvival énistinctis dkeep noef upright,

but the downhill slide into the abyss
pulled me. Old memories popped
up and their forgotten scent slay
me away. The first fish | caught in
Alaska. The big earthquake in 64'.
All of my dogs, Random acts of
kindness and violence. Evil father.
Kind mother Mind-altering
substances. Daughter. . Sadness.

rings forth my all too real truth.
We all torture ourselves wrestling

with our memories and miss the
wonderment of life. The golden
breath of now. Each tic as

precious as the next.See the

rainbow on the arm of the
mountain and set the sun with your
sorrows. Everybody lives a

thousand lives and every life has a
thousand moments. My thousand
lives of Buddha happened in an
instant, as did my birth and as will
my death. My life at this moment
says, | breath as | stand, face
pressed firmly to the cosmos, | AM
ALIVE.

Laughter, and finally, social
suicide. Twisting, turning fates

FAC E ate

By Geri Silva, Executive Director
FACTS Education Fund

OFACTS®O
are both projects of FACTS Education
Fund. Most of you are familiar with the
work of FACTS and will now become
familiar with Lifers: To Be Free.

FACTS:

Getting ready to r@pen chapter in Watts/
Compton. There are chapters active in
Alameda County, Visalia, Bakersfield,
South Los Angeles, West San Fernando
Valley, East San Fernando Valley, El
Monte, South L.A., Long beach and
Orange. The Inland Empire is looking for
meeting space. If any of your folks from
those areas would like to get involved, have
them call 213.746.4844

Bills Update

The Three Strikes Study Bill - Bass AB
27157 Passed Public Safety on April 18
This bill would require that the Legislative

sentences and their effects.

Anyone who was sentenced in LA
County and did not get a Romero
hearing, send us your name, a
description of your past offenses and
present offense and your case number.

Analyst shall, no later than January 1, 2012’Lifers: To Be Free - We are utilizing the

examine the "3 strikes" statutes, and report its,
a nTdo 6B e f Ferr efiedipgs to the Legislature on the fiscal costs,

the state of public safety due to its
enforcement, any benefits or repercussions o
those statutes, and other specified findings.

The Ammiano Bill - AB 1751

This bill would delete a prior juvenile
adjudication from the definition of "prior
conviction of a felony" for purposes of the
Three Strikes law not retroactive

Sentencing CommissiorBass AB 1376,

This bill would create an independent,
multijurisdictional body to provide a
nonpartisan forum for statewide policy

development, information development,
research, and planning concerning criminal

shared wisdom of liberated lifers (men with
between 20 and 31 yrs years down and now

frree) to help those inside get ready for parole

hearings. We petition the governor to follow
the counsel of his personally appointed Board
of Parole Hearing (BPH) Commissioners.
We are attempting to build a political force
with enough voices to be heard and listened

to. At this point, we see the necessity of
chall enging the Governo
with the BPHO6s decision

We encourage you to let your families and
loved ones know that we meet in Inglewood
on the 2%and 4" Saturdays of every month at
500pm at
Redondo Blvd i Inglewood 90302 For
information, call us at 213.746.4343

Chuco6%137Eusti ce
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S u Ita bl I Ity figure incomes to do their job as th
regulations direct and not secegdess them.
(Cont 6d fly o m Tkegrgjeeof recidivism in California fof
older lifers released is negligible, less th
dialysis. 1%. Compare that with a 70% recidivism raj

When Helen had served her term, she toofor all other prisoners.
went before the Board hoping for release, but We have a crisis here a moral, ethical,
the Board found her to be a risk to public fiscal and societal crisis and it can be
safety because she "didn't have firm corrected if enough people get involve
employment plans." That's what the Board speak out, write legislators and make th
actually cited in her hearing transcripts as theviews known.
rationale for parole denial . . . at age 85!
How could Helen be deemed a risk when YFor the years Louise spent past her rele
she couldn't even walk 30 yards without datebeforeshe turned 55, th@veragecost of
stopping to catch her breath?? The real riskincarceration in California is $49,000 per ye
to public safety is the money siphoned away per prisoner.
from education and social supports to fund
this bloated and abusive prison system. ’For the years Louise spent behind bz
Can you imagine what Louise's $2.6 between the ages of 55 and 79, dwerage
million could have funded? Or Helen's $6 + cost of incarceration for a women over 55 is

My, aBusiné&ss YOR Busi neApris2010

e not clearly established by the US Supreme
Court and all that lifers were entitled to was a
hearing and a statement of reasons for the

anBoard's decision (and, of course, they don't

teeven get a hearing before the Governor
because his process is just a "reviewvhich
of course is not exactly true).
The Cal Supreme Court, in adopting the

4, "some evidence" standard from a US Supreme

pirCourt decision involving prison disciplinary
proceedings, found that there is nothing lower
than the "some evidence" standard and a

hsgecision made without any evidence to
support it would be arbitrary and capricious.

or The Hayward judges did not seem to think this
important, which is amazing to me.

As to the issue of whether the commitment
\reoffense can forever be used as a predictor of
future violence or recidivism, Justice
aKleinfeld thought it was perfectly reasonable

million?? Subsidized day care so mothe

could work, after school programs so kids can

be diverted from gang involvement, th
medical clinics, the funding of colleges, th
aid to underprivileged and so much more!

But no, we as a society allow the priso
system to suck up all of the state's resourg
under the guise of public safety. What safe
have we achieved by keeping Louise or Helg
incarcerated? As one journalist put-iare
they going to scale the razor wire and assa
someone with their walkers?

Most lifers would give almost anything tq
be given a chance to becomeceedit to
society, paying taxes instead of eating U
those precious tax dollars.

At a time when California is raising tuition
fees again and again and pricing most of o
youth out of an education; at a time whe
California is slashing social supports for th
poor and the disadvantaged shouldn't
taxpayers demand that legislators fix th
dysfunctional Parole Board?

A start would be tofollow the statutory
codes that govern the appointment of Parg
Board Commissioners making sure that t
composition of the Board represents a crg

section of the community (psychologists,

retired judges, etc.) instead of the Ial
enforcement people Schwarzenegg
continues to appoint. The current Board
100% law enforcement.

Another step would be to agaiollow the
law - the Penal Codeequiresthat a release
date be set once the base term has b

at least a 50% suitability finding rate insteg
of the current 5% rate.

Finally, remove the Governor's revie

ne

brparole, the parole decision retains "discretion

befpermission) was NOT required for parole
served. So it would seem reasonable to expecghallenges since they did not involve ja

v

to do so, even though the Lawrence court did
not think so at all.
L . ' . So what we are left with in a federal
EN th c “R H rd challenge after denials by the state courts are
m Ircu everses aywa two grounds: Was the state court decision an
N In a shocking decision the 9th Circuit has Unreasonable determination of the facts in
eseversed Hayward on all points. light of the evidence in the record&nd, was
ly The reasoning of the majority was often the state court decision an unreasonable
ensuperfluous, and unrelated to the issuegtPplication of theCalifornia"some evidence”
Hayward raised. The dissent (4 justices),Standard?Both are "due process” issues.
uliconcurring in part and dissenting in part, was Formerly, the allegation wasivas the state
very critical. court decision contrary to, or an unreasonable
The Circuit concurrently issued an arrest@pplication of, ~clearly established ~US
order for US Marshalls to take poor Ron Supreme Court precedeni®ith the retraction
pHayward back into custody and deliver him to Of the federal "some evidence” standard |
CDCR. | am heartbroken for him, and for all because the USSC has never stated it applied
lifers trying to find justice somewhere in the 0 theparolecontext-- it is likely that winning
urcourts. in the federal court will be somewhatore
n  What the Court left us with is a federal difficult, but not impossible Oftentimes, the
e challenge on the grounds of "an unreasonabléecision made by the Board or Governor and,
determination of the facts in light of the Subsequently, by the state courts, is an
e evidence" or "an unreasonable application ofunréasonable determination of the facts in
the California'some evidence' requirement.” ~ light of the evidence before them. .
They over overruled a number of its own What the litigators out here have to do is
ledecisions in whole or in part. deal with what is, and get back to work for the
It ruled the "some evidence" standard doesifers.
ssnot apply to the parole context as a federal

I'sstaggering $138,000 per year per prisoner.

constitutional requirement. Carl McQuillion .
w It ruled that despite the "liberty interest" in McQuillion Paralegal Service
P O Box 2307

Vacaville, CA 95696

(707) 6732007 (tel)

(707) 6732014 (fax)
parolelaw@sbcglobal.net

is to make a subjective decision."

It is true that the court reversed Rosa v.
Nielsen and White v. Lambert (2005) which
cases held that a Certificate of Appealability

o In re Moses,

District: 1 DCA, Division: 2,
3/16/2010 ,

d decision by a state court but from
administrative agency.
This reversal is unfortunate because a CQAA124814

process of the Parole Board findings (aniS Not easy to get, certainly not from thie DAR#:3950

oversight that was instituted in 1988 fq
political reasons "the Willie Horton effect.")
This review has never really been a "reviey
anyway, in that it hasever been used to
review a denial, only to reverse a positi
finding. You would think the Governor would

A

¢ district court who issued the decision denyingCase Holding:

the petition, and not from the 9th Circult The Governor's reversal of the BPT parole

« which gives deference to the district court'srelease was reversed where it was
decision. But, it is not impossible to get. unsupported by evidence of current

And we lost the issue about the "somedangerousness. Moses was sent to prison in

e .
evidence" standard of judicial review. The AG 1980 for second degree murder. Since that

empower these commissioners with their s

X

argued that the "some evidence" standard wasme, his behavior in prisofCont 6 &) Page
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ISL Before & After July 1977

By Theresa Torricellas
C.L.W.

In the September, 2009 issue, thousands of ISL prisoners still in th
O0Eagl eds Nest d Co mnegsien.aAt kast teport Bare number
Ol uwa made a fpl e a odyedrsoago)a théreo merd iordy & ifd
outs for ISL Lifers who are still in the hundred(ifthat) 6 Ol d Lawéd f
system. murder offenderéwi t h a O L)

While | am not a lawyer, | do have still in the systerd but since they arg restitution orders from
oparolees, due to an innovative relationship

stateds Fran

some insight into the question. First, NOT ISL prisoners, they still have to d

CDCR On Pace to Set Record lor
Collection of Victim Restitution

Relationship with Franchise Tax Board to
Improve Collections

eApril
oPepartment
ghehabilitation (CDCR) Matthew Cate

itaday enneliecgdr COER is on pace to set

20,

2010SacamenteCalifornia

of Corrections and

f e gecqyde rfor ecpllection

there are not any ItSraugld Lthé epasofe cuitabilepwiltyh
(FTB).

incarcerated that | have heard of. ISL consideration process.
(Indeterminate Sentencing Law) Every now and then an ISL case W

prisoner who had their indeterminate turn up such as Sarah Olson (on theCalifornia

sentences converted to determinate onetam for 20 years, or however long
back in the7r06 &ue to legislative action Because her crime occurred when

t he

is

worldleading
).collection of restitution orders on behalf
hef crime victims. These collections are

of

victim

inmates and

in the

abolishing the ISL) are not in the sameISL was in effect, she was entitled fosent to victims and survivors of crimes as

class as, for example, old law first degreehave her Hife sentence for 2nd degrg
murder offender cases. They, (the ISLmurder reset as a determinate term.
cases) have already been released. They did have something called
Whil e t hére®Briggsd | awder i ous of fender ¢
initiative) first degree murder offenders with ISL cased though | am unsure g

f

erestitutionTh e f i

r st

mont h

new partnership with FTB resulted in the

acollection of more than $155,000 from

arnosgathe B,40§ inifiahcasessenht@ kTB.i o

are commonly considered as having 7 tothe particulard these type of hearings

life sentences, actually, their sentencewere supposed to occur soon aftet
was mer e b put sthtutdryreldaw pr i soner s arri val
permitted them to be considered for Although the ISL was abolished |

than 7 years into their term. They are as of November, 19with the Briggs
NOT ISL prisoners. Initiative.

Second degree ISL murder
offenders, unlike firsdegree murder was c¢changed 25toLifem (
offenders, were considered ISL and 2nd degree murder (then
prisoner® because their sentences haddeterminate sentence) was changed tq
an actual minimum term {Bfe) unlike to Life.
first degred6 | ). $ogthese groups of
offenders are considered to fallinlegalyon t he books that
distinct categories. sentence (209, Kidnap, for example), g

Second degree ISL murder offendersthose persons are eligible to be parog
had their Slife sentences converted to after 7 yeard so long as they are firs
determinate terms back in ti@6 s  w h efound suitable for parole.
the ISL was abolished. First degree The Parole Board
murder offenders did not have any 15CCR 2000 et seq. contain a listing

C
sentence conversion because they werall the various ISL offenses and also th

never ISL class offenders. They werelisting of the determinate sentenc

e
merely sentenced t oassighed fo thése difanses n place of i

the benefit of parole consideration previous indeterminate term. They 3
hearings and were permitted to bealso online, by the way.

released by the parole board after serving  Those regs have separate guideline

seven years. for |1 SL prisoners
The seven year provision was not (and for post Briggs Initiative 15 and 2
technically part of their actual sentence,to Life cases).
(meaning the sentence was ndtfé&, but
6Li fed with par ol e I8lUoffegded) thdught2gd dagiee mur
years). was, (but no longer, for new cases).
So, there are NOT hundreds or

I hope | have been able to help.

Thus, 1st degree murder punishme

There are a number of other crime

]

—

n

First degree murder is not among th-

i

~

a

&
X
x’i’
o

(0

Q
)
X

C.D.C.r.

BN

4

y Rehabilitation 2010?

parole release so long as they servedhe California Legislature (effective July,
seven years. In other words, they werel977), the California voters changed th
not allowed to be released any soonemenalties for 1st and 2nd degree murg

P

C

OLi
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I You STAY Ready, You Don't Have to GET Ready s oo e g o

By George Wesley Wells Lifers Packet doesot contain the recent docu-
A.S.P. ments you may have received since that packet
) was compiled. You want to show the Board
Dear Lifers, If you were under the influence of drugs that you are thorough, and the Board will

| try to live by a saying that | learned or alcohol at the time your crime was commit- gppreciate your organizational skills. STAY-
when | started my time &olsom, and that  ted, acknowledge that fact, but do not give theNG ready also means being able to talk about

saying is,"If You STAY Ready, You Board the impression that drugs or alcoholeach document you present the Board. This
Don't Have To Get Ready!" With the  "caused” the crime to happen. Here's somgyrther demonstrates your growth and matur-
passage of Marsy's Law and the Board's advice: take full responsibility for your actions, jty.

requirement that Lifers havensight into whether drugs or alcohol werecantributing In the event you get denied by the Board,
their commitment offense, prior criminal factor or not. The Board will always test your make sure that you file Writ of Habeas Cor-
behavior, and social history, it is higime honesty, and ifyou come across as someonepys, especially if the Board "did not" make a

that Lifers properly prepare themselves for who makes excuses or someone who doesfyhtional nexuss to why you "currently” pose a
the Board and for the battle in the Courts in own up toyour participation in the crime, risk of danger to society. If you can, hige
the event they get denied parole. you'll be facing a & year denial. But if you good attorney or a paralegal such as Carl
STAYING ready simply means having come across as someone who accepts respofitcQuillion or Doc Miller to do your writ.
your stuff together, anticipatingnd being  sibility, and someone whoealizes how the vyou can use the Certificates, Chronos, Sup-
ready for anything that the Board may ask or crime affected others, and not just the victimport Letters and Laudatory Chronos from
require of you. Sadlymost Lifers go to the  (s), then youhave adequately addressed theyour folder/binder as exhibits for your writ. If
Board miserably unprepared. No one critical "Insight" requirement, and you're well yoy cannot afford an attorney, McQuillion or
knows your commitment offense better on your way to being found suitable for pa- poc Miller, don't be too proud @shamed to
than you do, therefore be ready to role. Remorse is also extremely important toask a good jailhouse lawyer for help. It is better
"convincingly" speak about the basic facts the Board. to file a writ, than to complain about your
of your crime (if you plan to talk about the STAYING ready simply means putting on sjtuation and do nothing about it at all. A lot
crime). Not only does the Board want to a good presentation and haviggur paper-  of Lifers are going home these days. You can
see if your version of the crintaatches up ~ work together to present to the Board. GET-pe one of them if you STAY ready!
with the Court's version of your crime, but TING ready for the Boarda week before
they also want to seshether or not you're  Board, is not at all wise. Preparing for the
willing to take responsibility for your  Board takes monthsf preparation. When | In re MOS@S,
crime, and ifyou realize the impact that your refer to having your paperwork together, | am Cont 6d f4f om P
crime had on your victims and on society as a referring to the Certificates, Chronos, Support ) ]
whole. If you want your freedom back, the Letter, Work Supervisors Reports, Laudatorywas —exemplary, he was involved in
Board wants to hear from you thatitizen Chronos, and other ParelRelated Resources, 'ehabilitation programs, and he expressed
behaves and conducts themselves in a cer-| suggestneatly placing these very importanjt remorse for his offenses. After 29 years, 13
tain manner; and you did ndb that on the ~ documents in a folder or binder with tats | Parole hearings, and 3 decisions to grant

day when your crime was committed. each section you have. | would also makg aarole by the BPT which were reversed by the
Governor, he remained in prison. The

appellate court reversed the Governor's

CARL | FoRMIA HE MeFRAVC /ST STAT reversal of the BPT's decision to release

Moses on parole and granted his writ petition.
/‘/\/ The Governor found that Moses' release on
parole posed an unreasonable risk of danger

to public safety because the crime was
"especially atrocious,"” that although he
claimed to accept responsibility for his
actions, he maintained that he shot the victim
in selfdefense," and that Moses had a history
of violence at the time of the offense. The
appellate court found the first reason
unsupported by the evidence, and the second
L) ‘T ~— two simply not accurate. The Governor's
\ | analysis mentions without discussing other
T/-\‘ c;-_ - \\ suitability factors, such as Moses' exemplary
‘ b TBET N "8 behavior in prison. The appellate court found
o £ <2 [T ‘ \ . : .
e G F:v\"v’—?‘ \er, that the Governor's reasoning relied heavily
- e v on immutable factors, at times unsupported
W by the evidence, and amounted to little more
' than the "rote recitation” of only those factors
A > ) 4 suggestive of risk. The Governor did not
; : articulate any rational nexus between his
= 7 f % Nk Y decision and any risk of danger to public
?_/, . N STRE A safety posed by release.

David Rust ’ b







