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Minutes –Board Member Meeting
May 14, 2013
Start time 9:00 a.m. 


Present:  Erika Tindill, Chair; John DeFeo, Executive Director; Richard Sparaco, Acting Director, PRD; John O’Connor, Board Member; David McCluskey, Board Member; Robert Murphy, Board Member; Kelly Smayda, Board Member; Remi Acosta, Board Member; Pamela Richards, Board Member; David May, Board Member; Jennifer Zaccagnini, Board Member, Dorigene LaRosa, Secretary II.

Chair Tindill made a motion to open the meeting of the Board at 9:00a.m.; David McCluskey seconded the motion.

Sex Offender Assessment and Modified Decision Information Summary (DIS) – Dr. Rentler and E.D. DeFeo 

Per statute the Board does not have to hear Sex Offenders if they have not gone through treatment.  So it is thought that at this time it is not efficient for the IPO’s to complete the packages when the offender will most likely be denied.  Dr. Dave Rentler proposed having it explicitly stated in the sex offender evaluations that low risk offenders are appropriate for community based outpatient treatment.  The question was asked would Board members feel more comfortable if the evaluation explicitly said that this is a low risk offender and there is an “explicit” recommendation that said “community based outpatient treatment”?  Would the Board be willing to parole offenders without facility based treatment?  Connection is immediately making that change to their evaluations.  More recent evaluations coming out will state community based outpatient treatment is appropriate.  If they feel the person is high risk or needs more intensive treatment before getting released, they will put the recommendation for facility based treatment.

Concerns were raised that everyone gets a recommendation for outpatient treatment. Doctor Rentler clarified they receive a flat rate per contract it is not a charge per person.  Dr. Rentler stated he felt we are underutilizing the number of evaluations available, we are allowed 500 and we only used 267 last year.  Dr. Rentler also met with DOC to review the process.  

Dr. Rentler stated that offenders will have an assessment upon entering a facility.  This assessment will determine whether they need Sex Offender treatment in the facility or community based treatment.  If low risk they will be no different than any other type of treatment.  Many can be triaged to outpatient treatment.  Because DOC wait lists are so long people don’t end up getting treatment before they are heard.   People deemed appropriate for community based treatment that are low risk, can be managed effectively and would be given a hearing with hopes of releasing the individual to the community without institutional treatment.  The high risk offenders would have a stipulation that stated they will have to have institutional treatment before being given a hearing. 


Mr. DeFeo indicated that the Department of Correction is piloting a new process that could provide all sex offenders with a first phase of treatment prior to our hearing and then provide extended treatment for those individuals who have been identified as having the highest risk.  In the event that the lowest risk cases are paroled, they will be able to continue to attend treatment in the community. These cases would come to the hearing with a Special Services Evaluation, as indicated by Dr. Rentler having the first phase of treatment already completed.  We would hear the highest risk individuals after they have completed the second phase of treatment. Dr. Rentler indicated that this was being done on a very small scale and may not come to fruition.

The parole officers will begin using a modified DIS on cases that have a Special Services Evaluation to eliminate the overlap between the 2 documents.  Copies of the Instructions being given to POs were handed out to clarify the process.  POs will refer the panel members to the Special Services Evaluation in those areas where the information required has already been collected and documented on.  This will help to make the IPO more efficient and require less repetitive reading by the Board members.


New Process for Revocations and Rescissions – Dir. PRD, Richard Sparaco – 

Chair Tindill, while shadowing Hearing Officer Cardona’s fact finding hearing, discovered that it didn’t make sense that we were operating in a bifurcated stage.  The inmate was present, the officer asked the questions, there were different violations, he made a finding there that the inmate could offer witnesses or mitigating information right there and then that gets brought to the Board in a separate hearing. 

The Board asked how merging the hearings would be possible.  Was it violating any laws, statutes, etc.? 
Dir. PRD, Sparaco answered that in 2008 the language in the statute allowing us to handle parole revocations administratively was left untouched which makes this a possibility for us going forward.

Chair Tindill would like to implement changes to have Board members present at these hearings.  They will be able to ask questions at that time only requiring one hearing instead of two.

The Board’s concern with this new process is that it will open up the possibility of many more Attorneys’ being present.  The Board has expressed their wishes to have Assistant Attorney General Steve Strom present at hearings when an Attorney is present.

E.D. DeFeo and Dir. PRD Sparaco explained some of the benefits to the new proposed procedure including but not limited to efficiency, decreased paperwork, and lag time will be decreased, expedited process.  The hearings will be spread out throughout the month so it will not create a much heavier schedule.  This will not be put into effect until staff has been trained and a pilot period has been conducted.

Special Parole Case Review:
· Alderi, Melissa #359859

Chair Tindill made a motion to go into Executive Session for the purpose of discussing confidential information regarding inmate Alderi, Melissa #359859.  Remi Acosta seconded the motion. Unanimous

BACK ON RECORD Regarding Melissa Alderi inmate #359859:
Chair Tindill called for a vote regarding the special parole case review of the prior Board’s decision to max Melissa Alderi #359859 to her end date of 2017.  Chair Tindill made a motion to release offender for January 7 2014, with conditions of a referral to mental health unit, no contact with victims, stay DR free, all previous conditions.  Robert Murphy seconded the motion. Unanimous

Lifer Review:
· Schrager, Gary Bruce #60599

Chair Tindill made a motion to go into Executive Session for the purpose of discussing confidential information regarding inmate Schrager, Gary Bruce #60599.  David May seconded the motion. Unanimous

BACK ON RECORD Regarding Gary Bruce Schrager inmate #60599:
Chair Tindill called for a vote regarding the file review of Gary Bruce Schrager #60599.  Chair Tindill made a motion not to grant a hearing.  Robert Murphy seconded the motion.  Unanimous.

Presentation/Training on Gangs – Presenter John Aldi, DOC Intelligence Coordinator 

Other Business 
· Addendum #1 – Office Safety and Security

The Board members have brought forward their concern of two previous incidents which took place at the York hearing and the other during a HwH hearing, in which they noted safety and security issues.  The discussion was how to handle people from the HwH’s coming into the building for a hearing.  E. D. DeFeo stated one PO can wand the individual entering the building and an additional PO will be present during the hearing.  It was also suggested that maybe the Board’s decision could be given at a later date or in writing and sent to the offender. Another option was the Board members going to the field offices to do the hearing.  Chair Tindill said she would look into the possibility of having our hearings at the field offices.

· Addendum #2 – 85% Flat Rule

The Board members are requesting a written policy regarding the 85% flat rule.  Chair Tindill told the Board members that she is unable to provide them with that at the current time.  She has to wait until the end of this legislative session.  Public Act 13-3 Sec. 59 has not passed yet.  On June 7, 2013 the session will have ended and the Chair will better know how we can move forward.  Two weeks ago when the Board was told to use the flat date, the officers were told to stop assigning the 85% offenders.  The Board is seeing only cases that have already been assigned and worked on by the POs.  David McCluskey asked if BoPP Policy can be modified to reflect that VOPs don’t need to be given the flat date.  Director Sparaco stated that anyone given actual date now, on July 1, 2013 will just have to be changed.  This is the lull between the effectiveness of the new law.  The Board wants to know what to tell offenders in regards to the change in discharge date.  Sparaco advised the Board to let the system work the way it is suppose to work and the offender will file habeas’.

Chair Tindill distributed the July 2013 schedule for Board members to review and explained that due to vacations there might not be staff available to have hearings.  If they are cancelled they will be added to future hearings.  Chair encouraged Board members to sign up for hearings that need another member.  Chair Tindill also told the Board she will gain them access to the building on nights and weekends and supply them with the wireless hotspot card for their computers to have online access to files at home.  Revocation hearings at this point will not be added on the July schedule.

David McCluskey made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 12:15 p.m.; Kelly Smayda seconded the motion.
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