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DISHONEST GOVERNMENT PRACTICES FAIL US ALL

As we reflect on the unique strug-
gles we have faced in the previous
year, two of them come to mind as
being the most dominant on the
battlefields of today. In the pub-
lic's eye, the first would have to
be the "Occupy" movement, which
caught on globally. The conserva-
tive mainstream media likes to
paint them as a bunch of rebels
without a cause, but the 997 of us
living within the realms of real-
ity, understand exactly what it's
all about. It's quite simple; it's
about out of control government
entities operating without any
form of meaningful oversight, to
the benefit of the richest 17,

and at the expense of the remain-
ing 99%.

How could any truly "objective'
media miss that? It is shameful
the way national, as well as local
media, have tried so hard to push
their agenda to portray the Occupy
Movement as having no message.
Obviously the movement has merit
or the corporate media would not
feel so threatened by it,_and the
government would not have met
them with mass arrests followed by
prohibiting them their right to
assemble in public places. When
the "Tea-Party" began their move-
ment, which was obviously support-
ed by far fewer people, in this
same way, the media and government
seemed to embrace these same ac-
tivities in that case.

The second s le that comes
to mind (and clearly stems from a
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lack of government oversight)
would be the psychological as-
sessment process as it's applied
to the term-to-life prisoner pop-
ulation, within the State of
California in particular. This is
perhaps one of the most insidious
attempts to manipulate a state
parole process ever faced by
parole eligible term-to-life pris-
oners anywhere.

Do we really need additional
evidence to show the predominant
activist-like bias, that seems to
have become a sick kind of tradi-
tion within California's Board of
Parole Hearings (BPH)? Any casual
observer needs only to consider
the recent chain of judicial at-
tempts to cure the state's parole
board of its illegal and manipula-
tive behaviors. In response to
virtually every court mandate to
take corrective actions, the BPH
has chosen to respond to these
mandates with regulatory changes
and other such policy changing
techniques, that either makes
their illegal activities become
legal, or simply provides for a
bigger power grab over the parole
consideration process.

As recently as 2008 we had the
Supreme Court case in Lawrence,
(2008) 44 Cal.4th 1181, where the
BPH was essentially told to stop
denying parole to term-to-life
Etisoners who have for years, been

orensically assessed to not pose
any threat if released on parole.
In a separate case known as the
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board's "loophole" when denying parole,

the court ruled in Shaputis, 44 Cal.4th 1241
that the BPH can deny parole should the
prisoner's psychiatric assessment reflect

a nexus to the crime indicating that he or
she poses a current threat if released on
parole.

Shortly after these court mandates became
the established requirement, the BPH an-
nounced that many parole hearings were being
delayed by several months, due to their
(the BPH's) need to have a new psych as-
sessment prepared. This was normally because
the BP felt a psychiatric evaluation was
either not clear enough on some matter they
believed to be of special significance, or
the immediate report was just not current
enough for their tastes. This backlog of
parole hearings, which the BPH created with
this reason in mind, gave rise to the class
action lawsuit known as In re Rutherford,
Case #SC135399A. In Rutherford, the court
found that term-to-1ife prisoners have a
protected right to have their parole hear-

ings conducted on schedule and in a timely
fashion.

So, let's review how the BPH has chosen
to respond to each of these relatively
recent court mandates. As a result of the
Lawrence mandate to stop denying parole to
those who currently pose a low threat poten-
tial, as reflected in their psychiatric
evaluations, the board began postponing
(delaying) the hearings of those with the
"low threat" assessments -causing a backlog.
For prisoners who had a "moderate threat"
assessment or higher, their hearings took
place without delay, and they were denied
parole under the Shaputis standard. As an
unfortunate side-effect for the BPH, this
manipulative policy only caused the hearing
backlogs to grow at a greater pace, aggra-
vating their ongoing violation of the
Rutherford ruling.

It would appear that the BPH finally
came to the realization that they can no
longer just deny parole, or delay parole
hearings, of those who zfor years) have
been assessed to pose nmo threat to society.
If they did deny these perfectly suitable
prisoners a parole date, the courts would
simply reverse that decision (Lawrence) by
way of a petition for habeas corpus. How
did the BPH choose to respond to all of
these mandates? They created their own
Forensic Assessment Division (FAD), hired
30 of their own psychiatrists and required
all term-to-life prisoners to be re-evalu-

Page 2

ated by the FAD psych's. Now, many prisoners
who've been historically assessed, for decades
in some cases, as "low risk" are suddenly
deemed (by FAD) as a "moderate" or higher
risk if released to society. -And there is
no longer any backlog of hearings.

Obviously a parole board not properly
made up of a cross-section of society, and
clearly acting under no forms of oversight
with impunity, is going to express its bias
through an unchecked ability to create
regulatory change. A good example of this
kind of unchecked regulatory change would
be the recent’ Office of Administrative Law
(OAL) approval to create a FAD, and the new
regulations giving the BPH complete power
over the psychiatric assessment process.
(New Regulation: § 2240, File #RN 01-11)

Does California's BPH really need to pre-
sent us with any further evidence of an
expressed bias? They are clearly willing to
stop at nothing to forbid those suitable
for parole a fair shot at release on parole.
The struggle continues.

Do you need help with
Parole Packet Services?

Are you-coming up for Parole Review? Or
perhaps you have already had a review and
been denied the privilege of Parole?

If so... Let us help!

Parole is a Privilege not a Right! Our office
prepares customized Parole Packets also known in
some states as “Parole Plans”. With over 11 years’
experience, we focus on showing you to be a
"Favorable" Candidate for Parole!

We can create and build your case, OR your
family can download a Parole Packet from our
website. Do nof take a chance and do nothing!

For full details, have your family call us or visit
our website and download your Parole Packet!

D&D Worldwide Services, LLC.
12337 Jones Rd # 408 Houston, TX 77070
Office: (281) 580-8844 ~ Fax: (888) 288-3374
Website: www.myparole.info




POLITICAL ELOQUENCE

No man with a genius for legislation
has appeared in America.
ey are rare
in the history of the world.
There are orators, politicians, and
eloquent men, by the thousand;
but the speaker has not yet opened his
mouth to speak who is capable of
settling the much-vexed questions
of the day..
We love eloquence for its own sake,
and not for any truth
which it may utter,
or any heroism it may inspire.
Our legislators have not yet learned
the comparative value of free trade
and of freedom, of union,
and of rectitude, to a nation.
They have no genius or talent for

comparatively humble questions of taxation

and finance, commerce and

manufactures and agriculture.
1f we were left solely to the wordy

wit of legislators in Congress

for our guidance,
uncorrected by the seasonable experience
and the effectual complaints
of the people,

America would not long retain
her rank among the nations.

HENRY DAVID THOREAU

SAFELY INSIDE PRISON

Over the long years of incarceration, term-

dangers don't exist, and aren't an issue
for us. As term-to-life prisoners, we
sometimes joke about our elaborate security
system and imply that it exists_to keep
us safe from society. Prisons frequently
have an electric fence with armed patrols,
motion sensors and cement barricades out-
side. Inside, we are locked into our own
cell each night, with another person,
help being only a shout away, and we are
able to relax and sleep, knowing nothing
can happen to us, at least until the
morning. During the day, we live a very
protected life, where even a hole in the
ground out in the yard will be taped off
so we don't stumble into it. There are no
fast movements because everybody walks
everywhere, a commonly known rule. If the
weather is really bad, we are sometimes
kept inside. Our only true concerns come
from each other.

There is a viable sense of security
inside prison that is removed once we are
released. This doesn't mean that any of
us would stay in prison because of it,
but it is something that we should be
aware of, and prepared for. Imagine sleep-
ing in a house where only a pane of glass
or a simple door lock is separating you

PRIVATE PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION
FOR LIFERS

Many lifers are receiving CDCR/BPH
FAD psychological evaluations indicating
a moderate or high risk that they do not
deserve, based upon the misuse of actuar-
ial measures. This will result in a BPH
lengthy denial and many more years of

to-life prisoners can sometimes develop an
irrational fear of the potential dangers of
everyday life outside of prison. Dangers which
present no immediate threat and that people
living in society tend to become desensitized
to, at an early age. Some of these dangers

could even include: traveling in a car or truck
on a freeway, or over a bridge, riding a bicycle,
or being too close to a raging fireplace, or
even just walking through a vacant lot full

of weeds and other debris. Each of these exam-
ples, and many other situations, are all poten-
tial sources of stress and anxiety to the
paroling term-to-life prisoner. For some, prison
can be a kind of freedom because our every
concern and need is met, and our only respon-
sibility is to get along with others.

To really understand this, we should realize
that there's a feeling of security inside

prison, because we know that these and other
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suffering.

A private psychological evaluation, ar-
ranged with the help of your attorney,
will correct this injustice and in many
cases result in your deserved release. If
you have such a denial, a new psych re-
port is new évidence, allowing you to go
back to the board sooner.

I have over 40 years of experience (over
3000 reports) evaluating lifers and my
reports are recognized by the courts.

MELVIN MACOMBER, Ph. D.
PMB 316
8789 Auburn Folsom Road, Suite C
Granite Bay, CA 95746
(916) 652-7014

reports@drmelmac.com







