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Joseph 4. Wlzzor -
r,0. Box 128 E.H. . . FI i o
Chino, talifornia 91710 )
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In THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
‘ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

e g

JOSEPH A. MAZOR,

Petitioner, . VYase No. C-71 859 ACW
vs. o ’ )
THE CALIFORWIA ADULT 4UTHORITY, T co .
et al., ‘ ' OF HABEAS CORPUS

Respondents,

Petitioner in the abovestated matter petitions the Court for a
rehearing of the facts and issues involved brininé before the
Court issues of fact and matverial errors ﬁade in the presenta-
tion of the case. Petitioner brings this belated petition on

the g?ounds thet he is blind and has had to search for assist- '
ance from other§ in the preperation of this document, since all
of the materiallhas had to be read %o peti?ioner and typing done

for him. e

I
PETITIONER WAS NOT GIVEN ZINE
0 TRAVERSE THE MATERIAL PRESEHIED
BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

At the onset "of the Petition for Writ of Habeas Coxrpus,
petitioner was repersented by counsel, but when said asked to
be substituted out, petitioner wrote.to the Glerk of the Court
and subsquently followed up said witk other 1ettegs to the clerk
requesting time éﬁd also ;sking what wa5 transpiring since he

had not heard from his attorneys. Petitioner 2igso asked his

attorneys to request an’ extension of time. Petitioner refers
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_of the material has had to be read to petitioner and typing done |f
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Iy THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTQICJ. oF CALIFORNIA
JOSEPH A. HAZOR, e
Petitioner, Lase No. C~71 859 ACV
vS. - . .? PITION FOR
EPITION FO
e aley OF HABEAS CORPUS

Respondenis,

Petitioner in the abovestated matter petitions the Court forva
rehearing of the facts ané issues involved brining before the
Court issues of fact and material errors ﬁade in the presenta-
tion of the case. Petitioner bringd this belated petition on
the g?ounds that he is blind and has had to search for assist-

ence from others in the preperation of this document,.since all

for him. e

I
PETIPIONER WAS NOT GIVEN IIME
10 TRAVERSE THE MATERIAL PRESENTED
BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

At the onset-of the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus,
petitioner was repersented by coungel, but when said asked to

be substituted out,. petitioner wrote to the Clerk of the Court

requesting time and also asking what was trauspiring since he
had not heard from nis attorneys. Petitioner a2lso asked his

attorneys to request an’ extension of time. Fetitioner refers
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to letters written %o the court dated, Yay 7, 1971,

June 10, 1971, and June 18, 1971, and all addressed to

Mr. C.C. Evensen, Clerk of the Court. fherefore, petitioner
feels that not having the chance to traverse was a very great

disadventage to the presentation of his case %o the Court.

ADEQUATE M%%ICAL CARE AS -

AGREED UEON BY 'PHE ATTORWEY™~

GENERATL IS NON-EXSISTANT
The Court noted in its oxrder qf dJuly-13, 1971, that agree-~
ment for adequate medical care had been resolved before The
Honorable Justice Harris, and therefore did not concern its—
gelf with the matter. Had petitioner been allowed to traverse.
this mattexr vould have been brought to the attention of the
Court. Upon petitioner's arrival atf the California Ingtitution
for Men, at Chino, California, petitioner was seen by a doctor
and was informed that his medical file c;ncerning hisg injury
and other material Papers were missing and could not be found.
Peti?ioner has congtantly tried to get the officials to get
these files and‘to send him to a hospitai so that he could get
adequate trédatment as agreed upon by the Court and the Attorney.
General. Petitioner has constantly been refused such medical
treatment by the officials here at this institution to the
extent that they refuse to proceed and peéitioner.has suffered
further injury to his sight to the extent that he has lost
over ninty percent‘of the residual vision that he had when he
arrived at said instatution and now there is littie hope that
anything can be done. Furthermore, petitioner has not been able
to have proper treatment for his condition which as the court no
noted is precarious, thereby leaving him to suffer without

such help or adequate care.
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_4ried to show a felony violation but there was no such charge
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III
PRECARIOUS HEALTH DOES
BAR UNDERSZANDING:

The Court noted that the precarious condi}ion of the petitionex’
health did not bar understanding. Petitioner refers the Court
to the reports of the Adult futhority on the two occasions of
¥arch 5, 1971 and April 14, 1971 which clearly indicate that thﬁ
petitioner was totally unfit for any type of hearing before any
board or pannel. ) o - .

iv
- ELTHAMER v. WILSON HOT
A HOLDING CASE FOR PETITION

The Court has held that the instant case falls under the
holdlng of Ellhamer V. Wllson. In that case the petltloner was
conv1cted of veveral crimes, tried and returned to prlson as
a parole violator and new conviction. In the instant ‘case there

was no new.violations what-so-ever. The Department of Correction

and petitioner was not tried or charged with any such violation
thereby placing the petitioner acts solely in the statis of
parole v1olations, and even these were reduced vhen the truth
was presented and the Adult Authority could not stall any longex
when presented w1th the facts. Therefore, petitioner feels that
there are holding cases such as Hester v. Craven; Hunington v.
Department of Corrections and others which clearlf give ground

for the Order to Show Cause.

As a last and further proximate cause, petitioner is blind and
severely ill as the court is well aware of with less than two
years left to live according to Department of Corrections

doctors, and petitionexr sees no earthly reason for the actions

of the Adult Authority in denying petitioner'months upon monthse.
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WHLREFORE, petitloner prays that this Court reconsider its

former order and- allow -petltloner a- rehearlng on the matter

B CF A ST SU S Y

at bar.

ST ouuInTL ROEHBE LmEl T T ORICTEDICL X o% .

nicl ol onluoic Lot - _-‘-li cti‘ully submitted,
L3 NLE IEBLIT L. Zoe afUw .‘-‘..“" /\

sirrn DL TRTT noloarsl ’é"‘;‘,é{///'b)w
o - e A. bazi;¢/
SBTTATIONEY Wi YLIEil: - R
puivi o Pmutal.

I the undersigned am the petltloner in the foregoing document

and know the i‘oregOJ.ng o be true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and beleif.

Executed on August 23, 1971, at Chlno allfornia
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA =-

JOSEPH A. MAZOR, )
Petitioner % No. C-71 849 ACW
o . % .
THE CALIFORNIA ADULT AUTHORITY, % " SUBSTITUTION OF
et. al., y  ATTORNEYS
Respondents %

Please take notice that Petitioner JOSEPH MAZOR substitutes
JOSEPH MAZOR in propria persona, California Men's Colony, Chino,
California for his present counsel EPHRAIM MARGOLIN and RAMSAY

FIFIELD and each of them.

i
-

DATED: ,é»? 57/
he above substitution accepted,dﬂ@ agreed to.

%[ 71."//1 7

v RN\ISAY&F/I}: D i ‘

HRAIM x RGOLTN
DATED: [y é{ /}7/
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SERTIFICATE OF {- RVICE BY MAIL BY ATTORI Y (C.C.P. 1013A(2) ~
(Maust be attached to original or a true copy of papet served.)

voC-71 849 ACH

i - .- -RAMSAY FIFIELD [l certifies that S be is

*  an active member of the State Bar of California, and not a party to the within action.

That bis (her) business address ;445 Sutter Street, Suite 501. San. . Erancisco..-Ch.

————

That She served a copy of the attached..Subs titution-of--Attoxneys

by placing said copy in an envelope addressed to. EVELLE.J.. YOUNGER., Attorn ey.-General_ of.the
State of California, EDWARD P. O'BRIEN, Deputy Attorney General & GLORIA
De.HAREI‘-r-Deputy—At-torney—Genera—J.~,~-—6G 00state-Buitding—San—Fx anci-sceoy

ca. 94102
at bis ofice (residence) address—6000-State Building,—San-Erancisco,—CA 94102

’

which envelope was then sedled-and postage fully prepaid thereon, and thereafter was on——Inly.8.,-1971

19 71, deposited in the United States mail at.San—Francisco—CA-
’ N

. A cepS Zef ZM

ATTORNEYS PRINTING SUPPLY FORM NO. 12 . -

AT

e
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EVELLE J. YOUNGER, Attorney General
of the State of California . :
EDWARD P. O'BRIEN : :
Deputy Attorney General
GLORIA F., DeHART

Deputy Attorney General [ A
6000 State Bldg. Y % L :u-éy{
San Francisco, Calif. 94102 C 65?
Telephone: 557-0799- . IR e 1 Py
Attorneys for Respondenhs L FUENSH Sk éjyg%;

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

P

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

hd -

JOSEPH A, MAZOR,
Petitioner,

s, No. C-71 849 ACH
THE CALIFORNIA ADULT AUTHORITY, THE
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,
and RAYMOND PROCUNIER and L. J. POPE,
in their respective official capac1t1es,

’

Respondents.

N A A Sl M S e S o N o o

RETURN TO ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
AND POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN
SUPPORT THEREOF

Come now, the California Adult Authority, the

1

California Department of Corrections, Raymond K. Procunier,
L. J. Pope, and the People of the State of California and for
a return to the order to show cause heretofore issued on
May 6, 1971, and returnable on May 10, 1971, state:
. I ‘ . .

That petitioner, Joseph A. Mazor, is properly held
in custody pursuant to the judgment and commitment of the
Superior Court of Los Angeles County entered on June 25, 1965,
following his plea of guilty to violation of Penal Code section
476, sentencing him to jmprisonment in the state prison for the

texm prescribed by law . (six months to fourteen years). A copy

1.
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of the qudgment and Commitment is attached hereto as Exhibit A,
' I ’

That petitioéer was paroled on May 22, 1967, with
his term set to expire on July 7, 1970{ his parole was
suspended and he was returned to prison on May 2, 1969, his
term reset at magimum; and on June 27, 1969, his parole was
revoked.

I1T

That on November 19, 1969, petitioner's term was
reset at‘seﬁen years, to expire on July 7, 1972; he was
released on parole on February 15, 1970; that his parole was
suspended on January 8, 1971, on the basis of a parole
violation report.charging eleven parole violations; that his
parole was revoked on March 5, 1971, after a parole revocation
hearing at which he was found guilty of charges numbered 5, 6,
7 and 11, charges numbered 3, 8, and 10 &ére submitted for

further investigation, and charges numbered 1, 2, 4 and 9 were

dismissed.

iv ‘
fﬁat petitioner's parole was properly revoked for
cause and thusmEP constitutional issue‘is rgised.
o ) v .

X That treatment for petitioner's medical problems
has been made available both in Department of.Corrections
facilities and iﬁ outside facilities; that no urgent medical
treatment is presently required; and that future medical

treatment, if required, will be made available as necessary;

thus, no federal question is presented.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the
petition be denied, that the.oxder to show cause be discharged

2-
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and that the proceedlngs be dlsmlssed

Dated: May 10, 1971,

7. ... EVELIE J. YOUNGER, Attorney General
) of the State of "California

" EDWARD P. O'BRIEN -
, Deputy Attorney General

C o Gt T e -
" (Mrs. ) GLORIA F. DeHART
Deputy Attorney General

”Attorneys for Respondents

.A osr
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

" STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. Conviction; Parole and Revocation

‘ Petitioner ig-presehély incarcerated in‘thg California
Medicéi Fécilit& at'V;cévi%lé pufsuaﬁt to the Sudg%gnt-and
Commitment of the Superi;r C;urt of Los Angeles County entered
on June 25, 1965, sentencing him to state prison fof'the term
prescribed by law (6 ménths to 14 years), folldowing conviction
on his plea of.guilty to violation of Penal Code section 476
(Fictitious éhecké).*l/ Exﬁibit A, 'Petitioner was parole on
May 22, 1967, with his term set to.expire on July 7, 1970. This
parole was suspended and his term reset at maximum én May 2, 1969,
and he‘was returned to prison where parole was revoked on June 27
1969. See Exhibit c (Summary of Sentence Data - 1965 Conviction)

. On November 19, 1969, petitionef's term was rest at ‘
seven yeafs, to expire on July 7, 1972, anq,on February 15, 1970,
petitioner was paroled to the Riverside Unit, Los Angeles County
§gg ﬁxhibit c. Petitioher was released to a parole program which
jncluded employment as a research law clerk for John G. McCarthy
of the law firm of Young, Henrie and McCaréhy in Pomona,
California. éetitioner's parole release had been advanced from’
March 10, 1970,.to accommodate the needs of this employer. See
Exhibit D at 2. At his initial interview wiph petitioner the
parole agent explained to petitioner that he could neither open
a checking account nor sign any contracts without permission.
Petiéioner informed the agent that he intended to divorce his
wife and continue his relationship wiih Madelynn Beth Boyum,

also known as Mazor and Williams. Id. at 3. .The parole agent's

I, This offense was committed while petitioner was on parole

for a 1963 Los Angeles County conviction for violation of Penal
Code section 476a {insufficient funds check). The sentence on
this conviction expired as fully served in March, 1968. See

Exhibit B (Judgment and Summary of Sentence Data - 1963 Conviction).

4,
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continuing summary (2-19-70 to 6-30-70) indicates that peti-
tioner received an interloéutof& decree -of dissdlution April 16,

1970.

The report further notes that pet%tiohe; was, at one
time, considered near totally blind but had received eye
refraction and could read with little or no difficuléy.““
Petitioner changed his employment to the law fi&m of Jaffee and
Mallory on May 5, 1970, and Mr. Jaffee‘iﬁdicated he would sponsox
pe?itioner in taking the bar exam. id. at‘S.*JThe_agent'§
summary (7-1-70 to 12-14-70) discloses that petitioner was _
arrested on November 30, 1970, at the request of the parolé agent,
Id. at 6. )

.On December 16, 1970, a parole vioclation report was
submitted, recommending.parole'suspension and revocation on
the basis of eleven‘charges as follows:

1. Joseph Allen Mazor violated Condition 10 of the
Conditions of Parole as evidenced Ey his obtaiﬁiqg a
passport without.the knowledge or permission of the
Parole Agent. ) ‘

2. Joseph Allen Mazor violated Condition 10 of
the Conditions of Parole as evidenced by his making reser-
vations on a United Airlines flight to New York, without
the knowledgg\br permission of the Parole Agent.

3. Joseph Allen Mazor violated Condition 10 of the
Conditions of Parole wﬁen he bought a 1965 Jaguar without:
the knowiedge or permission of the Parole Agent.

4, joseph Allen Mazor violated Condition 12 of the
Conditions of Parole as evidenced by his forging the

signature of his fiancee to her income tax refund check

7. It should also be noted that petitioner obtained an
automobile for his use and had a valid driver's license.
Exhibit D at 11, -

5.

A osr
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-, in the amount of $693 62 e
5. Joseph Allen Mazor v1olated Condltlon 12 of the

Conditions of Parole by making a fictltlous automobile

purchase draft in the amount of $450 00.

6. Joseph Allen Mazor v1olated Condltlon 12 of the

PREC IR SR LI ie e s N

Condltlons of Parole by writing and dep031t1ng a $300 00

check on a closed account. . ..

' - <
Fa-N [% P .« 1.3

7.3 Joseph Allen Mazor v1olated Condrtzon 12 of the

Condltlons of Parole by attemptlnO to sell furnlture which

he had rented from another flrm. -

rzz.it B

.. _. . 8. Joseph Allen Mazor violated Condltlon 12 of the

-—— =

Condltlons of Parole by draw1ng welfare ass:stance whlle

. he was employed

- - e s 5
[ . -

9. Joseph Allen Mazor v1olated Cond:Llon 12 of the

T DAL

Condltlons of Parole by mlsrepresent:ng an automoblle, and

; consequently cau31ng hlS employer a 1oss of $1 795. 00 -
':_ElO.: Joseph Allen Mazor Vlolated‘Condltlon 11 of the
gondltions of Parole as evidenced by his being charged by
the District Attorney's Office with fadlure to provide
(270 P.C. ) T e .o Lo

11. Joseph Allen Mazor v1olated Condltlon 13a of the

Conditions .6£ Parole hy.establlshlng numerous credit

_accounts without the knowledge or permission of the Parole
Agent. Id. at 9/10.

The report also set forth supporting evidence for each charge,

1d. at 10-13, 4 resume of parole adjustment, Id. at 14, and

reasons for the recommendation, Id. at 15.
On the basis of this report, petitioner's parole was

suspended and his term reset at maximum on January 8, 1971. See

Exhibit E. Petitioner was returned to prison on January 14, 1971,

and was received at the California Medical Facility at Vacaville

6.

i
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on January, 25, 197L. . See Exhibit G.. On March 5, 1971, peti-
tioneg.gppggrgd at a parole revoggtion hearing. The panel then
found him guilty of cha%ges;S,“63 7, and 11; éismissed charges
1, 2, 4, and 9, and submitted charges 3, 8 and 10 for in&éétii'
gation. See Exhipits.F and G. On March 10, 1971, additional
information was submitted pursuant to this invéstigatﬁon. See
Exhibit H.. In addition this report provided supplemental
informa?%op_in@icaé}pg that petitioner cashed a check indor§¢d
by the named payee and himsé}ﬁ, but the named payee returned
the check to the firm which cashed it,_dénying by affidavit,
that she;hgg indprsgd_i?; and that petitioner had purchased a
typewriter on a 90-day conditional sales éonfract, had paid no
money (one, year h§§:elapse4), and was believed to have sold the

typewriter. See -Exhibit H at 2. . ... < e -

:.ﬂ§;Sgbseque9tly,’on.Aprél 14, 1971, while at the Californig
Institution fOF.ﬁen at Chino, petitioner méde an unscheduled
appeakanqe befpre an Adult Author;ty ?anel.—”' As a result, his
case was submitted fqr:review on April 20, 1971. No change was
made in his status, the Authority resolved'the three charges
which were sugmitted,_finding him guilty of charge 8, and dis-
missing charges 3 and 10, an@ his case was scheduled for con-
sideration again by the entire board on May 17, 1971. Documents
relevant to this meeting are,‘or will be wheﬁ received, attached
as Exhibit J..

B. Medical Condition and Treatment.

As stated above, petitioner'was returned to prison on

January 14, 1971, and on January 25, '1971, was received at the

3. We have been informed that two Deputy Attorneys General
from the Los Angeles Office were observing Adult Authority hear-
ings conducted at Chino for informational purposes. They had no
particular interest in nor any connection with petitioner's case.
Petitioner was informed that they were visitors and gave his

consent to their presence. e e

te

7.
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California Med1ca1 Fac111ty at Vacav111e. By letter dated
3anuary 26 1971 R1vers1de General Hospital forwarded a summary
of petltloner s examlnatlon and treatment. _The report recom-
meoded an 1nvest1gat10n by neurology staff and consideration

for anglogram studles. The "flnal diagnosis' set forth in the

report is "Rule out Leptomenlgeal cyst, meningioma, vascular

dlsorder. See EXhlblt I. ..

- T - - ST s - -

ft - Reports dated March 1, 1971 (Dr. Prout) and March 2,
1971 (Dr. erght Consultlng Neurosurgeon), see Exhibit I, reveal
that petltloner was under the care of the medical staff almost

1mmed1ate1y ‘upon. hlS arrival at Vacav1lle. For instance, skull

x-rays were taken on January 27, 1971, an EEG was made, an
oohthalmolgist was copsulted on February 10, 1971, and a neuro-
surglcal consultatlon took place on March 2, 1971. Dr. Prout's
ietter notes "Our consultlng radiologist, R.‘E. Chambers, M.D.,
interprets the recent akull_x-rays of Januapy 27, 1971, as__
"gb§§£m51 skull evidenqe of atrophy involving the right hemisphere
'Qith probable vascular malformation. Contrast studies would
p;ooabl§ be informative." Subject had contfast studies in

Faii, 1970, at- UCLA Hospita} but refuses to sign a reledse for
these records upoB.advice‘of his attorney.'" Dr. Wright's report
also indicates tgat oetitionef refused to make the September
studies available to the doctor despite being told no meaningful
opinion could be rendered without them. Petitiooer also refused
to consent to angiogfaphy in the institution. Dr. Wright recom-
mended further tests. A report dated Maéch 4, 1971, indicates
that Dr. Prout concurred in this recommendation. See Petition,
Exhibit A. ‘ I

By letter of March 22, 1971, to the California Supreme

Court, Dr. Carter Noland of Riverside General Hospital stated
that petitioner had been scheduléd fof additionai studies and

8.
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that, "Wé have since learned that further studies have shown a
need for immediate surgery:in order not to'endanéer his life."
Petition, Exhibit B. By letter dated April 1, 1971, addressed
to the chairman of the Adult\Autﬁority, Dr. Prout indicated that
neurological studles should be undertaken, that they could be
performed w1th1n the Department of Corrections; but only with
petitioner's consent, which he refused to glve:.and that peti-
tioner was willing to be hospitalized at Rivereide General . -
Hospital. oOut of concern for petitioner's health status, the

doctor recommended that the Adult Authority.review his parole

‘'status and reinstate parole to permit petitioner to return to

Riverside General Hospital, See Exhibit I; _Petition, Exhibit C.

;. No change was made in petitioner's parole status, but

‘after consultation, the Department of Corrections, pursuant to

-Penal Code section 2690, arranged for his treatment at Riveréide

General Hospital, and on April.9, 1971, trehsferred him;to the

California Institution for Men at Chino, where he was housed in
the institution hospital. Petitienef was -available fof whatever
studies or surgery staff at Riverside General Hospital wished to

undertake, B AL A PSP C e Tee -

The report of the studies conducted at Riverside
General Hospitai ineicates that petitioner was'uncooperative
during the physical-exaﬁination, and, refused to release to the
hospital the 3ngiograms done at UCLA. The reporﬁ_shows that
SMA, CBC, and EKG Eests or studies were within norﬁal limits.
Skull f£ilms reveai multiple radiolucent defects in the right
cranial vault, and subtle abnormality, but no gross abnormality.
Apparently, further surgery was uﬂnecessary because petitioner
was discharged with the recommendation that skull films be done
in two years. .The report is attached, or will be when received,
as Exhibit K. -

9.
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Petitioner was_re;urned‘to Vacaville on April 27, 1971.
He is presently under a 'medical hold" which means that he cannot
be transferred to an institution without medical clearance. He
will be_transferred ank to Chino when approved by that insti-
tution's medical officer_as space becomes available. .

el ae D R : :.. ARGUMENT

.. ". PETITIONER'S PAROLE WAS PROPERLY REVOKED
AND THERE HAS BEEN NO DENIAL OF ADEQUATE
-MEDICAL TREATMENT; THUS, NO CONSTITUTIONAL |
QUESTION IS PRESENTED. .

- E oo v e = - ERE.

} fetitioner,has filed in this Court a petition for writ
of,habeas*corpus_which,_althqugh_gmphasizing his physical con-
dition and apparently ijectﬁpé‘tg_fhe;megical treatment afforded
him, seeks only ardeterﬁina;ion that California procedures for
revoking parole are unconstitutional, in,that/ﬁ?s parole
revocation, he was denied counsel, the right to confrontation,
the right to present witnesses. See petition at 12,7

. ww.. From the facts as stated above, it is obvious that thers

does not even suggest what test or procedure is presently necessaj
and unavailable. There is simply no federal question presented.

C£., Haggarty v. Wainwright, 427 F.2d 1137 (S5th Cir. 1970).

a

It is also clear from the records submitted herewith
that no federal question is presented by Adult Authority action
in revoking petitioner's parole. There is no righé to counsel, to
;onfrontation.pf witnesses, or to call witnesses. All that is
constitutionally fequired is cause for the revocation. See

Allard v. Nelson, 423 F.2d 1216 (9th Cir. 1970); Mead v.

california Adult Authority, 415 F.2d 767 (Sth Cir. 1969); Dunn

v. California Department of Corrections, 401 F.2d 340 (9th Cir.

1968) ; Eason v, Dickson, 390 F.2d 585 (9th Cir.), cert. denied,

392 U.S. 914 (1968). Ample cause is shown here.

% On March 26, 1971, petitioner filed a nearly identical petition
in the California Supreme Court. The Court denied the petition on

April 22, 1971. The Court had been informed that petitioner had
been transferred for treatment pursuant to Penal Code section 2690,
and had available the documents submitted herewith as Exhibits A-I.

is no present issue_congerning_petitioner's treatment. Petitioner

2 —
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Petltloner was found gullty of flve of the eleven

- P ie

v1olatlons charges. The supportlng ev1dence prov1ded for these

charges dlscloses conduct clearly in v1olatlon of parole (EEXD 107

. Petitioner alleges that he was unable to present
documentary ev1dence of‘his 1nhocence-because of hlS blindness,
that the Adult Authorlty would not con31der ths ev1dence and
that counsel now “have posses31on of this documentary ev1dence
of his innocence of aii-charges.j A )

We submlt that thls record clearly shows that the
Adult Authorlty d1d cons1der most carefully the evidence pre-
sented to 1t 1nc1ud1ng petltloner s story and his documents,

if any. At the tlme of the hearlng four of the charges were

dismissed Three charges were submltted for further 1nvest1-

gatlon. ThlS conc1u31on is suphorted, even by petltloner s
ailegatlon that Mr. Valachl stated "I hate this damned paperwork
We cannot support the charges and we w111 1nvesL1gate. See
Petltlon at 5 It is a mere conc1u31on unsupported by facts that
because the panel returned the documents they did not consider

them.

Although petltloner clalms that he has documentary
evidence that he’is.not guilty of any of the charges, he has not
provided this Court with this evidence nor indicated what it is
or to which specific charges it may be relevant. Moreover,
although the Adult Authority will not permit counsel to be preseny
at a revocation hearing, counsel is free to present written
argument and documentary support to the Adult Authority for their
consideration. Apparently, no effort has been made even to do,
this. : '

Finally, The Adult Authority is routinely provided with
a Readmission Shmmary which inc}udes a medical report. The report
in this case, we are informed, included information on both

11,
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petitioner's bllndness and posgﬂe brain tumor.
CONCLUSION .

It is obvious from this recor& that the allegation of
the imminence of petitioner's death is overstated, as is the
allegation of total blindness. His claim of denial of due
process in his parole_r?vocation hearing lacks both legal and
factual substance. In fact, the record shows that petitioner
has had a most thorough consideration and review of both his
condition and his status. In the circumstancég shown, no
federal question is presented., We respectfully request that
the petition for writ of habeas corpus be denied, that the order
to show cause be discharged, and that the proceedings be '
dismissed.

Dated: May 10, 1971.

EVELiE J. YOUNGER, Attorney General
of the State of California

~

EDWARD P. O'BRIEN
Deputy Attorney General

(Mrs.) GLORIA F DeHART )
Deputy Attorney General

Attorneys for Respondents.

’
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M. é’ﬂﬂj - SUPERIOR COURT OF THE § TE OF CALIFORNIA
g 2 ©:* »  FOR THE.COUNTY S ANGELES, - / C 3+

T e T JUDGHENT H T

. . - S - .
§ . :

i . 19_5. Present Hon. DAVID V WILLTAHS

T e T Department No. 100 e, T e '_ )

. ‘ _THFE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,  va -

bz

~ Deputy Digtrict Atiorns James .Tohnson and Dofgmdant ui’ch counssl
._Deputy Public Deferder &hoanhait wecenm. P‘obatian deniedo
Ssnuenced as imj.ca‘uedo ; B

- Whoreas the said defendant BAVIRE o duly nleaded
guilty in this court of the crime of . LSSUING FICTTTTOUS CHI,‘:CJ{ (SGC l,-70 PC) B
.as - charg,ed in tne .a,n.f'ormation 2o :

>
"
A,

1t is Therefore Ordered AdJudged and Decreed that the said defendant be punisbed by imprison- 2

It is further Ordered that the defendant be remnnded into th° cmiody “of the Shenff of the County
o{ LOS Angeles, to be by him dellvered into the custody of the Director of Correctxons at the CaLL{or- “ -

*THIS MINUTE ORDER V/AR . %

'EEJ'@'ERLD

JUN 01965 -

ouNTY CLERX
wm"m 0)( smt;g':%rb RI0A COURT |

S .. JUDGMENT — Sin!o?xl.on L el |

R ¢ Yoo :
: 1030TB—/43 ' C . - R Lv .
- . . . . . . ".(”‘ ” R . R N




.
- - .o .-
. - - - .
: .
.
( -
. ° ~
a .
.
n’ . A 2
T DR
- .
,
f
- - "
. .
.,
'
P

Linte of Calffernia ) " .
Vecaly of Los Angrelsz )

Tdoh

tes ey foar o) eneast eedract of

oo .".f 23 msen
=SDY QLAY N8 s

.

)

in iUCQQ-':'I ri .'..".'.' i""':'.‘ . - H ;.": n.‘ - -{: o 2 " -‘}::':r -’:C!}[l’
" thp chasd el e A et IO 3U1? 2 %ég
estmy hooal o oo sl N T e ...'_.'... e
tUAAL - . . . - . Beranor

L . R .o otnd for tie
v Doputy
A




T CS-/-c2 v

' . IN THE SUPERIOR gqqnaw?l‘ STATE OF CALIFORNIA - - -~
(O .

e
DY . I ANﬁi‘aéoﬂf‘i‘HE\ CORREE OF LOS ANGELES ] )
b\c,‘.\q R G.G-WMJUDGMENT B L
| . "* Department No___100 T e

. .

Yarch 8 1063  PreseatHon__ DONATID R_WRIGHT *  Judge .

e

}S THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Vs '
. : . -, . 26wzl
JOSEPH A MAZOR ) P . :

‘e . . % .
LN - .o av wem o e [N P « e .
D . . "

. Da.puty District Attorney Malcom Harris and the Defendent in propria
': persona, present., Rach couat: Probation denied, Sentenced as .
indicated, | ' : < o

N Whe.;r.eas the said defendant having : duly. pleaded .

-7, 7. guilty in this court of the crime of ISSUING CHECK WITHOUT SUFFICIENT FUNDS

we - (Sec k762 PC), a felony; as charged in each of the Counts L1y 2 and
-2 °=» 3 of the information o ) . )

g
1

It is 'ﬁierefore Ordered, Adju;:iged and Decreed that the said defenc'I-ant be punished by imprison-
», ment in the State Prison for the term preseribed by law, on said Countse. ’

" E:Sentences as to Counts 1, 2 and 3 are ordered to run CONCURRENTIY with
" § each other. . T : L. .

It is further Ordered that the defendant be remanded into the custody of the Sheriff of the County
of Los Angeles, to be by him delivered into the custody of the Director of Corrections at the Califor-
nia State Prison at Chino. : .. .

ol
]
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Staip of Colifornia ) o

Ceunly of Los Angeles ) .

{ ¢o hizraby corilfy tho foregoing fo bs a true ond corroct ‘absiract of

“the judgment duly mede and entored on tho minutss of the Superior Court

in the. above enfitlad oclion as provided by Penal Code Sactien 1213,

Aftest my hend and seal of the said Superior Court this JIAR 14 1323

WILLIAMA G, SHARP, Couaty Cletk and Ex-officio Clerk of tha Superior
Court of tho Stola O‘JCelifomio,_in and for tha

Y il iearenr . CoURty of 12(;3275, W e
By “ 3 . 5 : /\-—Ba/pxrry
Tha Honorabls /%ﬁf_m{r/ B et X

Judge of the Sup=rior Court of tho Stajgdf Califomia,
In and for the County of Los Afgeles
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' Gdan Crnforence -on- ~26-70 “with -Aosldtant U"z..i: Suparvisor Flacco
noted: “Gacd pazole adJLstmam.. Conticas prescal pregTam.

,RO’-SI‘R';Z' Jo s.mv’ P& IlJm s,qo.,:o

PR iy o sedurons - ..u.__. retean = -

S w.?.zm:cn o AOTIVITIES From 721-70 €0 12«14«70

Regidenees ™7 B.ivez:' o T e ..
Employuents ?u‘h«?' - - R

SuM.,._r* ision: Regulaw «Ggen

CLSE COHUTACTIS: . - . < N - -
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ﬁr'-estr‘ 'Subjeet was any csi:caJ on 11.30~70 oy i.h:a Anﬁ"zﬂ.x.a Yolice
Dopsrtwent at the Tequpst of the Perols Agenz on a charge of 30345 P.C.
The sroest was the zasult of fhe Pavole Agont iearaing that Subjeet 2ad
za:wej from hls gpartoent; eu;«.t i}z womtiis remt, bad three goe 3G1t caxds

belonging to Lia o-wife, had soid all of his and his wife’s fuvniturs,
and hzd airline reserva atioms for How Yok, instead of Dayton, Ozs.w.
Fox furthor detsila, sse attached board weo paz:?:.- ’

L:.-

».

Res;.dsaca. Ca &—1,@-70 Subject was gramted ‘an interlocutony jwjp‘z a00t

of diemclution of warriago fxom hia logal wife, 21:::7&‘?’0:. Maser. Shorely
tnewe‘_..tw. Subject Lo'?oc. jnto a cemop«ﬁ»a 4.\.3.&1»15.22134.? tw_z.n a 2\: dalinc
8. Royum {oz Willlams)o -~ Mes. Williems is 2 :o:.tj’n"‘“s:ce yeoT old, tiwico

d;ve"n-'-\ﬂ woman, whom ha Dgd beon goling with en his ;cee..mu paroie. On

11+6-70 Subjsct ard Mrg, Wililams woro ‘.io"a.'.ly parried. Throushoud tho

p'*'-‘::oq of thia report ey zosided at the Polynsalian Gaxdonz, whers oy
ronted a tucebosccom gpantmant for $160, 00 psr month. . .
Ezspioyment: A8 stated in tha provious Ju zation of aztivities,

w 1,,:::2: went ©o work for the iaw firm of Ja and Mallory on 5-4-70.
On approwimstoly 6-26-70-thi T oived a lovter £rou Mr. Jaffse,
szating the advantages of Subj ck sining hin sun dentity as &
renosrenr corsuliant, and themel cabiishing his buciness. NMr.
Jatfea sta ted thot chis would b agoous Yo © , a8 he would not

have wicaholding problisms regerding to Suviost, and Subjoct won 1 1d b
mve gore flogal ‘doductions from aun incomd tox polmt of view, plus
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COST. SUHM. OF ACT. From 7-3-70 to 32-16-70 ~ .
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

REFORT TO ADULT AUTHORITY 6 \ - i

FROM: Parole and Community Services Division " Date: Dacembor 16 1979
Neme: . MBZOR, Josoph Allen (2 T) Nombers . A~TT1534
; Fiet Chock CC WPT - Term paph ——
Commitment. zg bascx » sat. . ATRFA.J yrs CC W2T

. (Ccim) . )
Receivad: ... 22783 . Paroled: . 2213270, su cended: . Reinsiated: . Expires; [t l2
Present Lecetion: -Rivesazide County Jail SHO
SUBJECT OF RIPOBT: ... . VYQIATION ~ TICHNICAL

REVIEY OF PREVIOUS ACTIONS: 2-13-70 Parole date advanced from 3-10-70 o
. : 2-15-70 to acccmaodate employer.

REASOR FOR REPORT: Subject’s manipulatilcns will cause an actuval cash loss
in excess of $5,000.00 to vietims, plus near accom-
plisbment of criwminal acis, and an aboxrted attempt to
absgcond, ’

CHARGES SPECIFIED: .
1. Joseph Allen Mazor violated Conditien 10 of the Cenditions of

Parxols.az svidenced by his obtaining a passpozt without the
knowledge or pecmission of tha Psrole Agent.

2. Jogeph Allen Mazor violated Ccndition 10 of the Conditions of
Psroie as evidenced by his making reservatlons on a United Aix-
lirnes flight to New York, without tha kanowledge or permission of
the Parole Agont.

3. Joseph Alien Mazox violated Conditiom 10 of the Conditions of
Parole when he bouvghit a 1965 Jaguar without the' knowledge oz
permisslon of the Parola Agent.

&, Josepn Allen Mazor violated Condition 12 of the Conditions of
Parole as evidencod by his forging the sigmatura of his fiaancee
to her ircoms tax refund check in the awmount of $693.6Z.

5. Jeseph Allen Mazor violated Condition 12 of the Conditions of
Parcle by mzking a fictitlous automobile purchase draft in the
emount of $430.00, . .

6. Joseph Allen Masor violated Gonditioa 12 of tho Comditions of
Fzrole by writing and depositing a $300.00 check on a closed
account.

UAZOR, Jozeph A. A-77153-A  P&C3/RIV-2 Jm 12-16-70 Pag=z 9
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REPCRT TO ADULT AUTHORITY ]
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7. Joseph Allon Mazor violsted Condition 12 of th= Conditions of
Parole by attempting to sell furnlture which he had reated
from another iz,

8. Josoph Allon Mazox violated Condition 12 of the Conditions cf
Parole by drawing walfaws agslstance while he was employved.

9. Joseph Allen Mazor viclated Condition 12 of the Conditions of °
Parole by misrspresonting an autowmobile, and cemsequently
causing his employer & loss of $1,795.00.

10. Joseph Allzn Mazor violated Condition 1l of the Conditions of
Parole as evidenced by his being chargod by ths District
.Attcornoy's Office with failure to provide (270 P.C.).

11. Joseph Allen Mzzor violated Conditicn 13a of the Conditions of
Parole by establishing rukerous cradit accounts without tho
knowledge or permission of the Parole Agent, :

SUPPORTING EVIDEKGE:

Charge 1. On 11-23-70 the Pazolo Agent learnad that Subject had
obtainad a passport, through 2 colilateral vsasource. On 11-24-70
Subject was confronted with this fact. Subjoct raticnalized this
fact by stating he had previcusly diccussed with Parcle Agent ths
posaibility of obtaining employment in a foreign countzry. He had
just taken the preliminary stops to bslng able to eccept eoverseas
employment. It was pointed out to Subject that {1) he hsd not
yet rvsceived peormlssion to go overseoas, (2) as tho pasaport Costs
$12.00, this was an unnecossary expenciture, and (3} this is not
the act of a xratlonal person.

Cherge 2. Aftrer Subjoct had been arrested on 11-30-70, Parole
Agent learned from an attornzy in Log Angelss that Subject bad
regorvations on a United Airlines plsne for New York., On 12-4-70
Paroie Agont talked to a lMr. Morris, roservation oparating chief,
Ualted Airlines. Mr. Morris verified thset Subjosct had ressrvetions
on Unitsd Airlines, Flight No. 10, Wednssday, Decembor 2n3d, for &
party of throe, going to New York. Subiect end his wife weze quaa-
tioned geparately regarding this incident, and both adamantly
denied any such resscvations. Firmally, after tho wife was confronted
with the flight nuwmber andé the dato, she admitted that¢ they had oxigle
naily plannzé to £1y, but decidsd that it was too exponsiva, and for-
got to cancel the rescrvations. Subject stated ha vomemberad talling

. nes,senF

to ths alrlines :.“b.\.'\uc. the cost of the flight, but dogs ot e
(=] 3
>

e

Tyt .
Sawvatiiiae

e

meking the resexvations. Scbjoet further adwitted that be had eniex-

talned tho idea of sbsconding to Europe, but diamissed the icea.
Chargo 3. On 5-1i-70 Subject reguested permlssion to purciase an

MAZOR, Joseph A. . A-77153-A P&CS/RIV-2 jm  12w16-70 Rage 10
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automobile, shoaing Parole Agont a valid opsrator 8 liconee. Subject
ves informed of the insurance requirements, and additlnnnlly, a limit
of $50.00 a month was sot for automoblls paymonts. On 6-26-70 Sudjoct
showed tho Parole Agent a 1955 Jaguar, with a temporary registration
glip ‘on the window reglstered to the Iaw firm of Jaffee end Mallonwy.
Subject exzplained that the law firm had purchaesed thla gutomcobile

for him to use in his work for them. Ona 10-22-70, when several

othexr irseogularities came te light, Mr. Jaffes 1110;P9d this agent
that Subject was purchasging. thia auioncbile with paymaants o: $105.G0.
a month, and that it was purchased in thsir nams as Subject’s creditc
would not clear. Dus vo the varicus izragularities eng the tetal
indsbtedness of Subject, Mzl Ja;fee took possession of the Jaguaw

a8 securlty.

Chzrge &4, On 10-21-70 Subjcct s flzncee, Madeline S. Williams,
informed the Parple Agont that tnny had an a;guxont. Shoe ghowed
Parocle Agent SLbjec?°s businosz book, check stubs, and deposits.
Shez furthor informed the Parols Agmat tirat her incoms taz rofun
check hagd never boen reccived, and ghe had f£illed wicth ths Fedsral
Government for a tracor or a ve-iscud. cf the chvu . It was noted
that oa 5-25-70 SdDJaLt bad mads a Seoposit of §6435.62, which is
‘the exact amount of her rofund check, minus $50.00. On 10+22-70
Subject was confreonted with this fact. At {irst he denied sesing
or forg ing the check. After being informed thet a handuriting
expart would be called ia on the casa, Subject admitted forging the
check and depositing it to his sccount. Subject rmatioxalized this
by saying it was her investment im the Reseazch’ DSVGAO?mOﬂL Corpo*aa
tion, of “vhich she is a partrer, Mco. Wililews and Sudjpet wer
mzrried on 11—6-70 and she wvthd rowr hor clain ¢o tho govazmment‘

Charge 5. On 10-22-70, during ah .investigatlon into Subject’s
activities, Mr. Azthur Jaffea showed Parole Agent two sutewmcbile
purchaze drafts, g_vsn to him by SUDJOCL ags a requast for an entone
sion on payment of a draft. One of these drafts was made in the
amount of 51,000 friom Tate Motors, which iavestigation revealed to
be g bonagide dreft. The other draft was in the amount of $450.00,
allegedly signed by a William Johmason. The Parole Agent recconzged
the writing to be that-of Subject. Add*tioaally-a checL with the
Secu;xty Firgt Nationsl Dank rovealed to not have an account in ths
naws of William Johnson, the alleged maker. On 10-22-70 Subject
vas confronted with this fictitlous draft. Subjeet et fivst, strengly
denied writing 4t,., Again, wien cconfronted with its balng submitted to
a:bangwriting expsrt, uLDJGCt admitted writing ths draft. Subject
attempted to ratlonalize hie behavior by StuLlhs he got himself overe
extended deponding upsn accounts racaivable. Subject was reninded
he had oaen ccunao’;ed on pumerous occasions regarding overextending
himsclf. (Soe Addondum $1) . -

Charge 6. On 1Z-4~70, while o} klp, into Subgﬂct°~ banking ectivi-
tice, Parolis Agent learnad from a k's Tuttlie of the MNorth Gary Branch

MAZOR, Joseph A.  A-77i53-A P&CS/RIV-2 jm 12-16-70 Page 11
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of tho_Pank. of Aweorica, that Subjeat had.dopositéd & $300.00 chock .-
vritton on a closad accovat. Thls check waz writton on 1l~5-70.cn
the Invastmant Researcih Dovelopment gccount at Wells.Fargo Bank in
Pomona. Oa 10..22~70 Parole Agent leazrnad that the Wolls Fairgo gccw
ount wag _overdraua_in the amount of $455,15, At that ciea Subject was
informed that L.R.D. wag vuk of business, and he was not to issue
anymore chacks, and fyrtrher He was to_maks up the ovendraws at tha
bank. - ¥es. Tutile statod. that chocks had, bazn.written om this.
$300,00 deposit, which made hls account at the Banik-of America

‘overdravn. ¥hen conizonted with thia faoct Sublect statzd thst he

had "heazg" that ho still had wonsy ic tho Wolls Faxgo BRenk, &nd
this_was_his way of attempting teo retriove it. .

Charge 7. On 12-4-70, wnilé taikKing to a Me, Jerry Edgazr, of

&~
Businzss Interiors, Hr, Edger infeor:s this sgent that Subliect bad
tried to sell his {Ix. Edgar’s) réatal: furnlture to Paiion Sales.
The Pargle Agent talked T Tva Millsr ‘of Patton Saleg.. Sho states

Subjsck-calied thsa to soll pome furnitura to them on ox about.
10-28-70, The furnitugc comsisied of a larsze ozscurive deck, a .
high-backed .loather judge’s chalr, two 'sofas, a smali deek, sea il
occasional tebies, lamp, a two draver ‘legal £iling cobinet, and G
tni-filov. . Thoy.savae. an extremoly low offer of $300.00. . After
inquiring at another offico, they loarned the furnituzo was routed
from Businsgs . Interiors, end informsd them., At that time Bueliness
;nteriors camo and ropossessed their furniture. . L

“ Chacge 8. On 12-4-70, while investigating Subject®s banking ectivi-
tics, it was .leazned that Subject’s wife had dopesited a chack from
the Los Angales County Welfare Department mado ocut in Subject’s nswe
in the ewount of $195.00. Hrs. Maxy Anderson of the Degpartment of
Public Social Services zeported to agent that Subjoct epnlied for
Aid vo tho Totsily Dizabicd on 21%7C, and hss baon wecsiving
$195.00 zince that; dste. Imasmuch as Subject rocaeived a parole
sdvancemsnt to accipt work and was relessed on 2-15-70, ba has

baen continuously employed or in business fox himgelf ducing the
sntive pariod of his parola, this matter was ruxned over to tha
Welfare Froud Division. . Thoy estimate that the amsunt of uhject's
freud is approzimately $1,950.00, Thay intond To go shrough thoir
usual precedures of fivst attempting to re~claim the wouoy through
civil action, :

Charse 9. In approxiwmately July, 1970, Subjoct was smployed by the
law Sirm of Jaffee-sad Malloxy. A divorce gottlewsnt had bzea won fov
one of the firms clisnts, & Ruth Elloa Hinza. Mcs. Hivee statod sho
was loolkilng for a geood tranapsrearion’ vehicloe. Subieet offozed tu
goll hor his flancea’s 10686 Thunderbivd, and guoted how a priceo from

{

the Koliy Blua Book of $2,250.C0. Mra. Hiunse bought thw automedila.
She subsoquantiy lesrnad that the caxr wag not in gocé ruoning coudie
tion and, irp addition, had beorn misquoted in valua, She went To T
MaZOR, Joseph A.  A-77153-A - P&CS/RIV-2 jm  .12.16-70 Pazs 1
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REPORT TO ADULT Avﬂamrr‘z'
PAGE 5

law firm end complalnad to Me. Jaffcs. Not wanting to destroy tha
rolatlionchip of a claepr, Mo, Jaffes refunded hex monsy out of his
,ocﬁot end rotucrad the cer to Suujoc Tho Parolis Agent chechked
the Rolily Bluo Bool and Zound the retall value of +his cox to bs
$1,250,00 2nd the whols °a1a value of the car, §1.405.00. Vhen
ones?ioneo rogarding this incident, Subject rquO“"7‘ cd hig bohavioxr
by stating ©hat hoe mush bnve looiod et the wrong biud bocX. Quodcc
has paid somz casn and has dona gome work for M. Jaffeu to raduce
this amount. the pmesent time Subject still owes Ix. Jalize
$§1,795.00. L

the ecocurt to pay qL40000 pﬂr

Charge 10. °wogoct ig ?eﬂulrﬂ by
ort of his giz chilérsn. Sublect
Her

od
BDs
wh

_montn to his ex~wife for ths ou dect
has made no peymonts since Septomber, 1970, On Novombar 16, 1870,
a criminal avbroans weg issued to Subicct ordexing him to appest in
court on 1222« -70 on a.cha wge of 270 F.C. {Sze 2ddondum Item 11D

Chazrgas 11. Without tha Parole Ageﬁt’

is

Subjoct eztablighod credit at nuwerous plﬂcoa of bqs¢;zas, in comiace
tion with both kis business and sarsonzl 13fe, ALdditionally, Bubjent
skippad out on went and tolephone billa. See below for a listing of

thesoe dsbes and ios, ta the victims:

H & H Photo Service $§ 592.00
Chevron Cradit Cawxd 71..00
Azco Credit Card . . 42,62
Moblle 011 Credit Card 731.326
Pomoneg Valiley Statiocnazy 263,73
lovenz Jewelers 335.45
Don Meyars (uﬂﬂﬁﬁ”it ng Expert 150.00
United States Euchengs Coxp. 72.32
Buziness Intexiors 3056.00
- Terzy Yerbrough (Weddimg Fhotos) 76,95
Excaisior = Log zal Statlcnary Co. 32.93
Telophone Compkny . 473.00
) Polynesien Gardens (Apt. Rent) .230.00
Sub-Total .~~~ . . $3,363.26
Arthur Jaffes - ASttorney 3.785.00
TOTAL $5,158.26

The above doas not include Welfaras payms ats Si Dj ot recaived
in ths amudﬁt of $l,.50.00, and tiwee weeks zental of a I s7tz Ronte
A-’Ca'_ .

MAZOR, Joseph A.. A-77353-A  P&CS/RIV-2 jm 12=16-70 Page 13
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*lont selling of his £

z:aw TO ADULT AUTHORITY . S-1-C~s5¢ )

RESUKME COF PAROLZ ADJUSTMEWT: : .
Subjset roceivad a pavole edvancement from 3-10-70 to 2-15=70 to -
accept cmployment with the law firm.of Yousng, Hencis, end MeCanthy
ir Pomona. As thic area was uhder £ho Jurisdictlon of Eaglon JXiI,
tha cass was refarzed Zo Baglo Feck #2 office lwmediatoly. On
approxi@ately 3-25-70 the case waz weturnzd to ths Riverzide Office
dus to tho rsorgonization and roglonal. lines roallgumont. &t that
timo Subject was found to be werking foxr enothor law fizm by tho
ams of Morrimsn end Lanlcr. Oa 5-5-70 Subject wont ©o worik fozr tha
jev firm of Jaffc and Mallory a8 & regeszch consuliani. On 6-23~70
te. Jaffen wrots a lotter ¢o this ageut, suzgesting that Sudjest be
allowod to waintsin iz oym idontity as o mescarch conguiiant for
hivs, Thia would bo afvaniageous o both in that, as bugslnosy wen,

they would not o hiolding prodiems with funds pald t£o him, and

3

ot

]

J

g,
R

3 ad

he would havo probably more logai doductiions frem gn JAncome o point

of view. Adeltiounsily, he could obix ok frem othey attornrays.

¥, Jaffoce fumthsr added that oll of his antions an wilong would

be under his supsrvisicn, end that they would provide hin with Fice
gpace dm thelix buliding " Subjoct eppsared o be wuking vory aatinfgc~
tory progrecs in all respects. Unknown to thig agent, o to ¥r. Jaffes,

f_?
i

4
A
it wvonld appoar + approzitately This
ambitlcus and overdxn
in his varioup Banip
These wanipulations
inceme taxm check, puy

srasontation end fraudia-
: ond gurckasa ef several
items onm unapproved cmedit. Igsuln a fictitious beuk draft o
10-16-70 aznd the overdraw of his B
hgent's attention oa 10-22-70. AT th
business end instzucted to work out
permissicn te icok for & job in a igv

wife, which would pay off soma of hin dobis, and leave him a balanmse of
money to g0 into business upen roturaing to thse United Szates. Sudjoct
wss given permlszion ©o 1o for this typa of suploymsnt, with veKy
gefinite instructimns that the ewmpleoyer must ve awarae of his parels
sratus and 'thet tho job offer b gubmlstad in writing to this c¥fica.
On 11-24-70 Subject roqussted poxnigsion o 30 ovorgezs with hic wife
5f oho got & oo first. TInis vas denied. On 1%-30-70 Subject was
given peraission o go to Davten, Calo, in an automobiie on a businsag
trip. lator in the day it was icerned Subject had moved fzom his
apaztoont bullding, owing ono and ono-half months ront, and had oold
aill hig furpiturc. Ad&dltionally, it vas loszned Subject had thrce
eradit cerds, velonging to his enswlio, and it was folt that Subject’s
dopsrture was other than es stated.. An dntensive gearch was AR
gated gnd Subjact was iccated at his wife's mother's home in Anahedd.
Subjeet was pisced in cuztedy. Aftsr his arrest his many doizts and
manipalaticns cecmo to isght, His obtaining a passpott znd taving an
eirplane reservatlon to Few York, plus solling all of the furnliture,

ne, Subject wes put oubt of

2

MAZCR, Josoph A.  A=77153-A PE&CS/RIV-2 - jm  12-16-70 ; Page 14
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Hiate ot Caliiornia

(] ADULT AU@NORITY 5-/-¢-C -
Meeting .
January ‘8, 1971 :
EXCERPT FROM MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON THE 2ROVE
DATE FROM OFFICIAL. RECORDS ON FiLE IN THE OFFICE OF
THE ADMINSTRATIVE OFFICER AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA.
HELD AT LOS AHGELES TP&CS HEETIKG
TO WHOM IT MAY COMHCERN:

Present were: James H. Hoover, Member; Robert Del Pesco, AA
Rep.; Actions reviewed and concurred in by:
Haniey J. Bowler, Hember o .
**********_********i;***‘k:‘:****:

PARQLES SUSPE!IDED - RETURH TO PRISQi! ORDERED:

The Parole and Community Services Division presented reports

in writing in each of the below-listed cases (these reports

are now on file in the office of the Adult Authority at Sacrame:
charging that the below-named prisoners had willfully violated
the terms and conditions of their paroles,

The action in each of the following 1isted cases-was "Parole

suspended and return to prison-ordered for revocation proceedings

for the causes set forth in the report of which this order
is a part," .

A 77153 A MAZCR, Joseph A, (RIV 2)

Due cause being shown by the Parole and Community Services
Division, -it is.hereby ordered that the paroles heretofore
granted the above-named and numbered prisoners be suspended
upon the grounds that the above-nezmed and numbered parolees
have violated the terms and conditions of their paroles as
more particularly set forth in the Parole and Community Services
Division charges which are made a part of this order,

It is further ordered, that the Parole and Community Services
Division, shall return said prisoners to the custody of the
Director of Corrections to abide further action of the Adult
Authority.

It is further ordered in accordance with Resolution 171 adopted
by the Adult Authority on MarchN6, 1951, that the above-listed
prisoners who have terms fixed at less than the maximum shall

be refixed at the maximum until further order of the Authority.

In the event any of..said prisoners shall be found in any State
other than California, an application for a requisition for
the return of said prisoners is hereby authorized and the Chief
or Deputy Chief, Parole and Community Services Division, is
hereby authorized to execute such application for and on behalf
of the Adult Authority. :
******‘*********************
ADOPTED BY The affirmative votes of!
: James H. Hoover, Member;
Robert Del Pesco, AA Rep.;
Actions reviewed and concurred
in by: Manley J. Bowler, Hember

(Signed) JOSEPH A, SPAKGLER
S Administrative Officer
ATTEST -
Januay 8, 1971
ATTEST April 7, 1971

e

JOSEPH A, SPANGLER
_Administrative Officer

TR T AT ER T
.:.'"! ¢ ‘::‘-‘ .}::‘ S =Y :5 R
COC2HA S --L‘.J.U.,.L

¥
i

-

i

-

t(’)s .




U&GLU Ui vuu:.u‘.uul.

‘ ADULT AUTH RITY > '"CCe

lieeting. o
March 5,
EXCERPT FROM MINUTES OF ﬂﬂﬂiﬂIﬂ;Iﬂﬂﬂ)(anEEZABOV“
DATE FROM OFFICIAI, RECORDS ON FILE I THEE OFFICE OF
THE ADMINSTRATIVE CFFICER AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA.
HELD AT CALIFCRIIIA MEDICAL FACILITY-RECEPTIOH GUIDAKCE CEINTER
TO_YHOI IT AY COHCER{l:

Present were: Warren Ballachey; Frank 0'Brien; Actions
revieved and concurred in by: HManley J.
Bowler; Daniel R, Lopez’
***********.********** % % % *
ORDER OF THE ADULT AUTFORITY
5 MARCH 1971 PAROLE VIOLATOR CALEMDAR

IT APPEARING THAT THE following named and numbered inmates,
having been duly charged with wilfully violating the terms .
and conditions of their paroles and Tickets of leave, and
the Chief State Parole Officer having presented written
charges with recommendations that the paroles heretofore
granted to said inmates be suspended, cancelled, and/or revoked
and it further appearing that written copies of the charages,
notices of time of hearings, and notices of consideration

of revocation of all or a portion of credits carned or to

be earned, have been duly served in all cases; and the

Adult Authority, having considered each case, following the
submission of oral and documentary evidence supporting such
charges of parole violations, finds that the following in-
mates have violated the terms and conditions of their
paroles and Tickets of Leave,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT the paroles heretofore granted
are hereby revoked and/or the credits earned or to be

earned by each of the below-named and numbered inmates,

under Section 2920 and 2921 of the Penal Code’, shall be, and
hereby are forfeited, and the specific charges as stated by
the Chief State Parole Officer are made a part of the
revocation and/or the forfeiture of ¢redits in the manner
hereinbelow set forth opposite the inmates' respective names:

A 77153 A MAZOR, Joseph A, (PV TFT 1-14-71) Plead not guilt
to counts 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,

i 11, Found gu11ty of counts. 5 6,
7, 1]. Counts 3,8,10 subn1tted
for additional 1nformat1on.

e . Counts -1,2,4,9 dismissed,

. Revoked, Denied. Place on

July 1971 RR Calendar.

* ¥k k% ¥ k¥ ¥ k %k k¥ ¥ %k k k %k % %k ¥ & % % %k ¥ % ¥ % % %

ADOPTED BY The affirmative votes of:

Harren Ballachey; Frank O'Crien;
- . Actions reviewed and concurred

in by: Manley J. Bowler;

Daniel R, Lopez

(Signed) L. ROBERTSOH, Correctional
. Counselor II
ATTEST - L. .. :
March 5, 1971 e g 0t
: ATTEST © April 7, 1971
(\.‘}/-ﬂ.—.r.,- ,//l) ‘:7_—-/~——/,t- .
\-’ . /

<
JOSEPH A. SPANGLER
Administrative Officer

"‘:s‘o -N\ 1.--‘..-..,.-‘ t’"“
'.-.n MRS
b

P REESE f.‘. A\

~

Fap—




‘ . | . 1S CC . g

—_— EVALUA )N AT TIME OF ADU LT AUTE ilTY HEARING
1. Observations by Slaff Represenlal ve: /LM%_ /d-é/r‘g/ ,f,.)-fﬂ..?‘- &// K '&M

/aém -Z‘){ btomstaiton . ftt.. Bt et .. ... FEE T T -
f,/\f M 6—‘—5&\ ........ %‘M% ..... /@vdaacqf-/c/uz,e——-d o
S Aot pon A PP Sy g:/—«’( e e e A

RIS -~ a/éd/ﬁxwwwm«rém .....

.....ANL:W ,AJ /,QJ _/L‘u-g/ z w/,faa./~

T L S L«fﬁ Qézéa/-/‘-«//u%/—ﬂ—{ V¥ Sl

FERES 71/

wp/m ) Q\ / L LA W'W«-'{ .............. «7.')//(/«-

...... /Lﬂ“é /@H\vf - /égo 21, /”""\J‘
//‘" e ?% 7
Gogead. .. Celle ... 2
Ll “Hostodiod OV ey
............... g %{'{m //Jﬁ/.r 7 ot e D ,Z;éw/@
/ésﬁz\”ﬂé / Pt / 4’?7/)2?4 7 /éé&/ww /s Lo
AL e

///Lﬂ/» & o P4 /m«.m \Clhse s "
o &vmm_ //\4 é%r V“ F \/ 0
Wn /% 5( /Né'r o‘ 449.»,( 2

g e bl [ et
3. Program Considerations: Classification .7~ FL é 7 /4‘//7‘ ’LWM /@JQ

Specal Condion ba.. o 4

Institylj nal/Release 2 - :
/ ﬁ AW ,/\a5 49@. i e o

° 4
(W——;/C-
4. Panel Members: (INT) M-‘ﬂy/ ............................ Al LAl 5 ‘(. oo
Sta ﬁ R epte:
CoSgner (MBR) MR & ’q"t

nstitulion Date

rwmber "*"‘77153_A feveen, Calendar: .....occeeeecen ceenerccemmrsonses

’ —rt "Y'(“"‘" ",' "\‘N ’y’
€OC279 (Rev. 9,67 ,‘:..‘ s in P E PERMANE]\T ADDCNDA
N PLSSEURIE S «.

y




]
4

Tt

itew

ELISEIETY

uo1e’0] Jaquiny awepN
Ag puss :
€0-8 ¥S ¥3d 34 SAINLIVC IWIED Y04 647 DAD 40 AdOD aN3S
4 4301440 SqE0034 OL
----- 2L pue arnjeubis 19904 tojeQ

dn-mojjog Bunedy-jsogd -9

‘a2




" From:

: S'—./-C'"~'5_c

ope, Suparintendent Date: March 19, 1971
Califcrnia .

. File No.:  A-77153
L. H, Po rtsoen, CC IX .

- Sge attached letter from law fivm of Jafice & Mallory,
Gated 3-15-71, = 24 by Richard lallex; etie
clearly dsfines the busin2gs are <] C
with the law firm %o purchase t o)
stantiates this chauge. S22 A }

On 3-12-71 this agent contacted Jaaicz M. Lancaster,
Spacial Investigator, County of Los Angeles, Depaxt-
ment of Puolic So 1 Seryices. e, lLancastsw provi~
ded this agent with the following decuments which are
attached: Computatiocn of Overpayment inm amount of
§1926,005 his Spocial Invastigaticn Report, dated
2-18-71, and Supplementsl Iavestligztion Report,

dated 2423~71. In ceocovdance with Departmental policy,
the mptter has now bsea referr ed to the Buresu ef

Resources and Collections, for reiwbursemeant of aid

obtained illegally. Should reimbucsemont faill, the
matter will beo referred to the District Attornﬂj’
Cifice Tor prosecuticn under the Welfare & Institu-
tion Code. (Sco Addendum Item #2)

t "A" ,

On 12-22-70 a he eang was h2ld in Depextwent
Hunicipal Ccu“t County of Szan B”:ﬁazdiﬂo, Jusdgz Roy
E. Ch:pman presiding. People ox uLe State of Cslif-

rniz vs. Joszph Allen lazor 2 #95442, cn charge of
270 .C. (Failure to Provids 55.°

in ﬂov"*j jail and distrist Atterns :y’s kacwledge that

~ S W)
R TETERR H
EX I s ubpd
ORI (R

Vb

Subjcci: MAZOR, Joseph A.

Oq motion of the District
ttorney, the case was dlsmissad, CL° to Subject’s boing

- n P X S - . .
rstaof Salifornia . Boveimeni of Corenclinns
.

R




! * . - - Cv C
“ ‘L L. J. Pope ~Page . Re:-s méo’?\, J. A?c i
o . ) ) o

z N .
) Parcla Agont had submitted rocomsendation for
: PV-TFT. ~ . - )

- © The foregoirg imformation was obtainod from tha court clexk.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

The felloving eriwinal activities hisvo besn brought to this
ageat’s attontion since Subject's ratura to pricen.

3 contacted by the Mentclair
rding Joserh 4. Mezox. Apnar-
ently, ca 30-30-70, Sudject presented s $300,.00 chock
to Lorenz Jzwelers, for which h2 rceceived cash and
merchandise, This chack was wade cut to a Mrsy., Velwma
Rasho, allegedly endorssd by Mes. Velms Tasho, and a
gocond exrdorecusnt by IRD Corporation, Joscph Mazor.

Cn 3-2-71 this agent wsa
Folice Despartmant, rega

l.

Tha check was subsaguontly weturnzd to Loxanz Jowslers

as a forzad document.’ Accoupanying ths check wvas a nota-

rizad effidavit from Mrs. Velwa Rasho, that thoe check
not endorsad by her nor with her authority endoxsed,

a3

etc .

¥z,
and the cost to b
be too expensiva.

it 18 to be noted at tho

d to isgzua a cowplaint, as
3 4n S¢. Louvis, Missourd,
California to testify would

time the chock was dated, Mvs.

Rasho was cumployaed at tho acme lsw firm as Subjeot and

reczivad hef mail thers,

The check was

a chilad support
syment from hor huchund, who works in Saudi Arabia.
?gee attachcd Adéeadua Item "a')

On 2-8-71 thlsz agent was coutacted by a Paul Willoughby ,
of Royal Typewriter Company, 1931 Scuth Manchester, ;
‘Anaheim, California. Mr. Willoughdy informed this

agent that Subject had purchasad a Roysl Typswrliter on

2-25-~70 for $341.25, on a 90 Jay conditional Sales Con-

teact, ¥ith no monsy down. The serial nuwber 9323-380.

No monoy had bsen zecoived as of this date. M. Willouvgn~

by was informed that Subject had bzea returned to peison,

and it was--bsalicved Subject had sold the typeuriter on ov

abeut 11-30-70, to'a usdd furniture store in Powong,
» about 2-3-71 the typewriter was located at Hart's
Furanleure, 835 West Holt Aveonue, Pomona. M. Willovgaby

2.

o
i1

wae netifiad., Ho stated he iatondzd to £ile a charge of
£87 P.C. with the Pomona Police Departmsnt. Complaint
vas £iled 3.12.71,

ATFY.OVED:

I ATTEY

I
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:
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State of Califorviar;. -

P

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE, . v
SACRAMENTO 85814 i,af 23 l,x : "I ’y
: Ci\__ll . HIE I
- o ; v[' x-r
GOVEIRNOR T
lMarch 23, 1971
Re: MAZOR, Joseph A, e

A-T7153-A

:

Superintendent Lester J., Pope, M.D.
California ledical Facility

Box 2000

Vacaville, California 95688

Dear Superintendent Pope:

Please inform your inmate, Joseph A, Mazor, A-77153, that his
recent letter to the Governor has been received, Please also
inforim the subject that the subject matter of his lebter is
the responsibility of the Department of Corrections and the
Adult Authority.

I an inform»d by the Adult Authority that the subject'’s parole
violation charges are extensive and very criminal in nature,

I an algo informed by the Adult Authority that the Medical
Director .of the Department of Corrections, John E. Gorman,
M.D., has recently uritoen to the subject in regard to his
physical diifficulty and that the medical staflf of your instle
tution are fully aware of the subject!s medical problem.

To the end that you may follov through appr opriately, this

subject!s letter is called to your personal attention,

>}

Sincerely, . f§ N
. %\

.
. r$‘ ’\J
K

. : B \\ .'"

Herbert E. Ellingwood 7,
Legal Affairs,Secgetqry

\\, (6
m.xIcDonald, C&PR~CITF
e = Toe My PAR G Lzl
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ET°  ’7J RIVERSIDE GEHERAL HOSPITAL o UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER
O ’\% 2851 MAGNOLIA AVENUE @ RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA © 92503 © TELEPHONE 689-2211

‘ . i .
-
=~
'
~

Tot Northern Reception Guidance Certer Dates: January 26, 1971
California Medical Facility : Patient: “Mazor, Joseph A,
Vacaville, California 95688 . Birthdate: el

Your Ho: A77153

Cur No: - —I90=866~—

Your request concerning the patient named has been received and appropriate action
taken as checked below: : <

. XXX* ‘The requested information is "enclosed.
THFORMATION ON TO YOUR CENTER IN THE HOPE THAT IT WOULD BENEFIT THE PATIENT BY

. PROPER TREATMENT.

This patient is in-the hospital.’ The requested information will be sent aftex
the discharge date.

Since this patient is a minorx, it is necessary that wé have an authorization
signed by thie parents or legal guardian before information can be relecased.

We are unable to identify this patient. Please Furnish additional informa-
tion such as: Hospital number, birthdate, approximate dates of admission
and discharpe, and verify spelling of the name (please type-or print) s

Since medical infotmation is confidential by law, it may be released only

on written consent of the patient. Please return the enclosed guthorization
form after it has been dated and signed in ink by the patient or his authox-
ized representative. Below the signature, please type or print the patient's

.

name.

The charge for copying the enclosed medical record is $ « Please mske
your check payable to the Riverside General Hospital. :

Sincaorely, .

Richard M, gutler . .
Records agement Supervisor

1b

S~/-¢- el 7l

#NOTE: DR, STELLER ASKED THAT WE SEND TRHIS

i

i
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. RIVERSIDE GRIERAL HOSTITAL
D1l UniversitylMedfeal Canter”
- Riverstde .- _Califorvuia

]

DISCHARGE STRAHARY S . ' s

Dr, Dictathg: Pobert Steller, ™MD © Signalvret

_ Patient's Namey HAZOR, Joseph A, - . L
*. P¥.Nombers © 190-36€ .
Adnitted: . 1-5~71 ~ durpatieut cl
‘Plephegnedt  -einz- oo . - zis
Dictated: -, .

se 0 T Tl .-

- e T
b¥

b “l o wma 5 ESruie

3¢ = 1::-)-5:71.-/“-':’. .. L !

Famen L v
e deas e

Final éiaéncsis:

7 - HISTORYS - - This patient wde first seen in the Uphthalaslegy Clinic
. ~_._", s e mmmomemte s ooocal Riverside General Hospital_ on 1-3-71-with chief -
._cosplaint of pain and censitivity to 1fzht in ris lefr eye for appreximately one
“month, fThe patieut i3 a 36 year old Cavcasian male with history of maacular dszenera~ S
- tion in both eyes since 1955, which has Iimirzed Wig wision to count flugers vision - ‘
. .THE 3 feet, ‘'the patient's maia problem now fs pzin in the left slde of his head which -
_:. patlent seems to localize in his left eye which is sccentuated by 1light and motion,
*  He further states that the visfon in hi: left eye has decreesed over the laat mounth.

. WS

) "_“I'?AMILY RISTORY: . -+ ‘the petient has a9 year old-davghter who clso has-
T e L e e e . . macular deganeration aud count fingers vision since
: .. approxinately 6 years of age, : : - . .

5

. . [ W

Patient had marked phofophobia in both eyes,-but woxe
Cod . : go in the lafr eye znd szhows moderate pain on movement’
.. %" 4n the left aye. Brows, lids and lashes clear. Corned and conjunctliva media nlear, - !
+ ':' Lens clear, Extxa oculnr muscles exetropia, left eye dominent) spproximately 36
“ prisimdiopters, Pupils equal, round, v2gular and reant ‘to 143ht and accowmodation, {
.- "Fundus - vessels 2-3, discs clear; nsqyia - no vhobia 1light reflex was noted and I
. . EsEyst
.. . mottling was present, Yrepresgrion wes faacular degensratioa both eyes, possible
“optic neuritis in the left eye, T e mem nt GmEaTIEN WM e e -‘,':l
'

“HHYSICAL EXAMINATION:

- - . e - R I
— Patlent w2a put on Prednisone 8 tablets q.od. and glven
. . . .25 ~a retvobulbsr injection of 172 cei of stersids. On
1-7-71, the patient retrrned to the clinfc essentially unchanged and was reviewed
by the staff who coald see no objectiva reasow for the patient’s pain et that time. ‘
{

+ * HOSPITAL CUURSE:

Routine skull serics was ordercd with views of the orbit snd the patieat was felt to

hsve 3 large degree of psychologlezl overlay and wes put on Valiua 10 mg. daily. -
_Coaseguently the skull x-xayz were veviewed by Radiclogy aad feuroloyy staff and . gy
thera was noted to Ke & large, radiolucent area in the right gtde of the bxsin aud ft
-was felt rhat this could be Leptomeningesi cyst, neningioma, a vagcuylar diasorder
and the Neurology Staf folt that the paiient deserved the following workup: :
.1, Investigation by the Neurology stafif, 2. Consideration for angiograw studies. l

! - {cont:inued on next page)
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Although our acquaintence with lMr. lazor wes brief, he proved to be an zlert snd -
cooperativa patienc and I believe furthar investigation in his case is warranted.

- ' ces. Prison whera patient is . . e T .
i - now counfined, P .,
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-7 . " CONSULTANT'S RECORD
HOSPITAL.... C¥F:. RGC......... -
me ...}M4ZO0R,.Joseph..Ge. - i No. A=77153... Date .. Harch 1,‘ 1971

sson for Consultation:  Interview for medical evaluatione

’

M ‘ " CENTRAL FIIE CHRGLO

P

3]

'NSULTANT'S REPORT . ’ ) Re Es Prout, s De

. . (Signature of Refarring Docler)

This 36 year old NRGC inmate was interviewed in B-2 Doctort!s office at my request,
in response to his letier +o the Superintendent, Dre Pope, of February 10, 1971, and
his letter to me of February 18, 1971, both of which are filed in the central files
The patient is bitter in atiitude, and is frank in expressing his plans of litigation
againest the Depariment of Corrections for sending him to a camp center following his
last guedence center processinge Ke states that he fell down stairs on July 11, 1969,
while at Sierra Conservation Cenbter and that his condition has been aggravated because
of this. His current diagnosis is hereditary Macular degeneration involving primarily
the left eye for which there is no known treatment. I quote our consulting ophthalmol-
ogist, Dre Frank Hull, He Do, in his consuliation of February 10, 1971, "o therapy
jndicated other than wexring a patch over left eye". This is being carried oute There
is also a history of abnormality on skull X-rays and the possibility of cyst, tumor,
or vascular disorder have been considered by neurologists in the past. In conversation
vith our consulting neurologist, Rodert Herrick, iie D., who interpreted Mazort's recent
EEG, Dr. Herrick tells me that other CNS cougenital abnormalities sometimes accompany
this disorder, and that it is unlikely that the skull X-ray changes represent a compli-
cation of his alleged falle. Our consulting radiologist, Re Fe Chambers, li. Ds, inter-
prets the recent skull X-rays of January 27, 1971, as “abnormal skull evidcnce of
atrophy invclving the right hemisphere with probabdle vascular malformation®. Contrast
studies would probably be informatives Subpject had contrast studies in fall, 1970,
at UCLA Fospital but refuses™to sign a release for these records upon advige of his
attorney. It is highly unlikely, in my. judg&ment, that a surgically correctable
lesion is present, simce in all.likelyhood they would have proceeded upon such a course
at UCLA if such had been the case. He is to be seen by our consulting neurosurgeon
Dre John Vright, e De, tomorrow, but has pointedly stated that he will not consent
to any arteriograms or similiar procedures, here or anywhere in the Department of
Correctionse In summary, his medical condition is stable, and although he is not

camp quzlified by medical ressons, he can be adequately cared for at other institutionse

His needs are mainly domiciYary type care due to his visual limitationss

cc: lMedical Jacket éf
Yre Kane |
NRGC Case Manager

Yeuro Depte, Dre Wright ’ - ’
B-2 File R / g 5~

{Consultant’s Signature)

Re E. Prout, M. Do
Chief Medical Officer
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Name ...MAZ0R,.Joseph..Ge . No. 4=77153..- Date ..March 1, 1971

lleason for Consultation: Interview for medical evaluation.

2

Gt LLIT " CENTRAL FIIE CHR®:O .

CONSULTANT'S REPORT ' : Rs.Es.Provts. Mo Ds

A (Signature of Refersing Doctes)

This 36 year old NRGC inmate was interviewed in B-2 Doctor's office at my request,
in response to his letter to the Superintendent, Dr. Pope, of February 10, 1971, and
his letter to me of February 18, 1971, both of which are filed in the central file.

The patient is bitter in attitude, and is frank in expressing his plans of litipgation
againest the Depariment of Correctiqns for sending him to a camp center following his
last guedence center processing. He states thot he fell dowm stairs on July 11, 1959,
while at Sierra Conservation Center and that his condition has been agzravated because
of this. His current diagnosis is hereditary Macular degeneration involving primarily
the left eye for which there is no knowm'treatment. I quote our consulting ophthalmol-
ogist, Dre Frank Kull, M. D., in his consultation of February 10, 1971, ™lo therapy
indicated other than wearing a patch over lefi eyve". This is being carried oute There
is also a history of abnormality on skull X-rays and the possibility of cyst, tumor,

or vascular disorder have been considered by neurologists in the paste In conversation
vith our conswlting neurologist, Robert Herrick, iH. D., who interpreted Mazor's recent
EEG, Dre Herrick tells me that other CNS cougenital abnormelities sometimes accompany
this disorder, and that it is unlikely that the skull X-ray changes represent a compli-
cation of his alleged fall. Our consulting radiologist, Re F. Chambers, }i. D. » inter-
prets the recent skull X-rays of January 27, 1971, as "abnormal skull evidcnce of
atrophy invclving the right hemisphere with probable vascular malformationv. Contrast
studies would probably be informative™. Supject had contrast studies in fall, 1970,

at UCLA Hospital but refuses to sign a release for these records upon advige of his
attorney. It is highly unlikely, in my Jjudgkment, that a surgically correctable

lesion is present, since in all.likelyhood they would have proceeded upon such a course
at UCIA if such had been the case. He is to be seen by our consulting neurosurgeon

Dre John Vright, k. D., tomorrou, but has pointedly stated that he will no® consent

to any arteriograms or similiar procedures, here or anywhere in the Department of
Correctionse In summary, his medical condition is stable, and although he is not .
camp qualified by medical rezsons, he can be adequately cared for at other institutionse

- His needs are mainly domici]fary type care due to his visual limitationse
7,788 wo.

4
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cc: ledical Jacket g/
Mre Kane |
NRGC Case Manager

Yeuro Depte, Dre Hright ) -
B-2 File ~ . a >

et | /L,C"‘-a.
‘ . {Consultant’s Signature)

Re Es Prout, M. Do
Chief Medical Officer
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| K70, Josoph A<T7I53 . BEC . Hovel 2, IG7L

... Tha-pationt Iz Gaveasizo rale, 36 yoovn oId, who ia een du compulinticn Zam ths Fol- .
Imfng syovieto,  Lovs olemding vieusl @5FPiculty begloaling S . IY56 or 2957, feur which

ba 23wt o7 2 exhilicTnologist ‘and was rot 512 of zxy vevviculnr diaznoic awd
" pogific thivipy was offcrod wmbil 1653 a% uhich 4imo on ouirtheluological cumadnosion . !
Q4 povenl wach ¥aa Solt o Bo meculmr Qejperavica dmwoiving hoth coyen qmd Tho pos=
Eions uon Lofd thet ks hod a degencrabive condllion that wmidd net b henefitsd Ly
spacitio Soeaivent. Mo hod eb Yhol timo pobicsd rrozezsively foiiing visicnm, Ix
g3y o 3653 ¥y patient, who at izt timo wos ab Sierra Consexvatien Cazmpy hoving
promicandy boen $934 by cphinslzolspiosl cosgritabion &3 ko veealls, that ko had 261209
Criom in hig 2485 oye o=d I0X dn the-wight oyo wed ot fosiing k) Veos vioually abls %o
negotinto plaivg, Bouowcrg wad omoigned to etoad $looy quoliers end vhile pogoticling
o stedvs Gowmrord olizmod on sozd wet stalvs end £ell ksod leng dove gpgroxtuntely --
ten steire shediiag hig kead halioviag be wes for @ vory chovd poriod of vimd wacon=
. .otiony end thon bolng asainted To his foot &b vhich dimz he folt ks &id xnot have any
¥ ~ymokon Bonso oF Guvicus injwriess Ee stabes th2y ghortly Tollowing Yhin opisods, fod .
yithia Yho movt day, btus witkin the naxct SO days, be aoticed furizor dogoriozabion in
_his viseel aynitys Tho pationt, howevers was thoan 2 %0 3 doye following the Ladl did
hevo Eovere hoadachon. . Thesa headeshon weve wowleR znd subgveipliisl-in Zocabicte
s &% shis vimo (ko patient vas hespitalized and ko conbimed To hove hesfaches on &,
.. J@oily bagis exzd the patvlent Stopes that thezs headachos bewy cortinued ia ¥he ind :
" "ing two-yoarn, nob on & &aily dasis, tub Tuo Lo three $ivos a uobk lesting soveral
Thewws et e Wzs, Thers'd Beea £o assoolistod dzeinons, aeEica on vomiving. or .othst-
“nowrologicel misay with %he hoadachss, The patioal states ¢hat theveafter Yhora was
“eone Ylvigntion mblempt; bub thab physlicizns wore urable to assseinte eny progressicn
L34 ¥s vicuad Jozs with feausa, Tno paticnt doea stato that polor %o his foll ia N
""N668 o was exmnined by a privaty pbysicima ia Los fugeles an  electmoencopha Sore
‘vas cvteined ap veve eiull £ilvm, The patiest was told ¥halb these eranizabions tore
“peffecily novnale Tusn.in Sepbest s% of 1970 ho wont on povole. The patient had res
-~ “ezaminntion and again by-o private physisciwm In Ios logoica in Scpiexbor of 1970 “and
‘at this ting bs had siwil zEraysy oSectrosredphaiogem, el a leld .eided porcvienoous
‘eanotid eoglonzests o patient oboiss he does aot huve e $fezily bhistoxy of hevoditory
_zotinal problomgy howevod, he hms Zowr childzen, tho youngest o giwl ase ‘Ecvon yesrs. |
T"apd g6 is blinzd &F the present tivo prosuwsshly from mosulir dogenmrations H

i

. Brysical guacrinotion b this dimd rovoals the paticnt €o bo alert and cokerent to give
| " reaSopably de%ailed historye The gemeral physical exsminaffen reveals the pationt to
| wear o patch over the 1cft eye bécause of increassd light sensitivily ia the left sye

| manifested by brepro spasm toaring and opparent discosfort when 1ight inmpinges updzd the
| retika frem this sideo Az far’gs viglon in the 102t oye is comcermod the pabicnt can
| eoumt Pincems at oo feet end ¥islon-in the »ight eye sppoars to ko even less than
Pinger covriiog at two feobe Tho pationd paveoiving oobion and Yergor objeets U .
tho Zinger .at cav to wwo Yeet. Bramdnation of the optic {undi do not indicabs popille
edera oy wozeuler eheormalitless Palpation of the crexiua rovealed roiablss bonsy
poominonse in the right fvental parisial amproxizately 7 cm pupecior to the ptoviod,
Thie was polanizoly loealizod ehout 3 ¢o & oa in ciemobor and vos non fonders She
rrozfaonco appcared Yo bo smooth end bomey hopde Auscntindion of the skull and nsck
revorl no-dreitd. The extra osculax movemenis wers imbect with nystagmold movements
presant in tho straigat ahead gaze poaiticn provably sscondary to the decreased visuval
acuitys Thero did not appear to ba marked Qimivasion fa gase divection, The patient
was oble to clovate and depress the oyos into adduct aand abducthdg welle learinpg was
geoscly intacte Faclal sensation was grosely intacts There appeaved to be full ronge
of motion of thz cervical sping. - The examination of ths parivheral sspsory rodality
and reilexes, gailt, and ebility to stand oa ore foot ot a time and abililty to perform
rapid alternating covements vas adl within normal limits. There ampeaxed to be no
inb ataxia, Tae reflezes were syumetrical and intact. Review of the patients most
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.-?_1 zon; ew-nb. A-(?JSB T (Cm\,i:'“ed) — March 2, 1971
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nt o“ec;,:*oc copralogren roro"!; =v-:___oblo {.o oo as :7.m:92’b""{, b'y Dro Hovrisk,

-, o e «

. ——— e == a0 .

inﬂa.ca’ca:’( nn fo"afi 2mozanllly xather gory dncroane in srtifact Soom hig;. moTousnt
-~ plug goporel Sicuizg controily a;d Loonorally, "m: votdas '5!'..’.2\-'7.3 Thero iz notring
- x:s*wd.tc'&l"-m;e:mwc*ni goneoTring this Er_uq-‘ Tra 1.3"7: o of-tho slmll filus oxd th

,,

= ropost by Die Richord Chnzbsrs indicabos sswe dofixdte csandnl chmormeliticns Those
= cﬂmr't of spparont asym—ebry of tke e}mlli. ccn"cou_‘»:zs with prsonivenss o e oishi with
s-glod g.mvsa.r.._,ve o7 <mla:gtzd ceeas of Gecrentod bone dozsity Ia the »ight frontal poge
. jetal erea vith contoura supgsesti ng. vasculay channels, the above is the radiologists
Z'. interpretaticn, My own isgpression is that such dull appearonce is donormal and-I
-'--hould think it very z.mrorta:m to have *prev:.ous il films for cooparicon but that
--1f this abnormelity-did irdesd develop .im the intervering few years-froam what was:
- oth°rm.s°-noxm.. skull £iins before that this probebly represents either an intracale

_veria A7 fistula perhaps oz a ¢roumatic basis or-i% might repre:ent 2 lcpiomeningeal
“cyst The possibility of cemgénital b“or::ala.ty of the slul} and dura is ceriainly
so::zeth:v.r'g t0 consider but vithoud previous svll $ilms for cemparison I can not be
“sure about this. ot having the report and not having dizect infornation from the
;nglor'mn‘\y that the paticnis states was pev‘fo"méi o t"°*lef'b cideq I 23 unable to
be fwily sure that no traumatic lesion exist, I kave rade the I‘.‘.,J ent fully avarce-of
_ this and he is a% presant reluctant o ungergo further angiograpby here elthough he

<~

i

- readi_ly admits he was told ke bzd a-lesicn which needed swrgical correcticn he believes

T on the left side of his head but he is pot sure aboub the ]ocerion? IIls wvas told this
1e°3.o- ucxs some type of a cyst which might lead to his demise if surgical. correciion
vere not undertakion, At the pre ting in bis exsninaticn I em unable to confivm

- the presence Of any 5pace oToUDY

ng pass consing cunn'*e::s:‘.c: oi:‘ neurs fiszues.t AL

T ieast fien the s":::no‘}.nc of gross r.eu;si‘ngic:l (e} seouxichest Z éo no% feol that kis
: visunl, Glificuidy vepresonts sxy latra-crenisl pathelogy, howevors macvler dogouore~
--=, _tiez is a condition vhich may ke asscelebed m':'ch other cont‘si'&ic'.:s uot trexmasic ebice
5103%' e e S ST ce e
‘. s D - - . .~ = e, ."- - - .
- Ths molem aa I intorpreted :x:l, a2i this bine -cazw.,ouz axly invslives the cuestion of
¥ vhat the patientfs scn.cjms a., recently as Sceotexbor of 1970 showed azd 1L the pee
< tient is t..wllz-"” o allow this iaformation Lo bo ‘.:e:sm;an %o me moeelficelly then
: I can oniy. advise zim thay I c..z unebls to roodsy a :::vaul cpinion at this tize
"“on the bmza of 4n2 Informaiion prezeatzd %o t:a but that L wml d »recommond ¥o him
fm:z the skc._dpgz'.n; cf troatmornt 23 long s he is 9"1,13 in ¥hip inztitution that
. such-infermabion ©e made aveiirble 't;a e vaa.lzz:’ ch;.z; and 9:3.;‘ 2 ke will ot consent

7 %o sngiography 1 csulc‘-. only yecomanend cxo furthor "*bi.."ae:( do Loliovo that the pree

< gont planldd, 233us, 2% }zmv‘gh Lhey a:'> quito éafinisely a‘mom:.le might bo furdhor supe
Y125 ed by a vepend emsminetion of the il with a dasel vieu io shov vascuisr chane
---n3ls 3in %he base %o bo added ad well s more oitontion paid to v)'c*:on":;,m:n yosition.
~ ing bacsuse I nobico there is e*“g mild degroe of roistion on his ypresont stwmll Films

» This mokes it Gifficult for as bo infeorp re‘t complot 1y the alwlil contours aad ca.‘lcn,fa.a
. catimzo ;-_;' . - .
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CERTIFICATION

> wve e m wm e e mew m e e —

I hereby certify that my name is D. H. Francisco and
that I am employed in the Capacity of Records Officer
at the CGalifornia Medical Facility at Vacaville, Calif-
ornia, an institution of the California Deparitment of
Corrections; by virtue of such capacity I am custodian
of the official records of said institutions that the
attached documents bearing the officizl seal of the
Department of Corrections are true and carrect photocopies
of the official records of said institution for:

JOSEPE A, MAZOR  A~77153-A

Done at Vaca%ille California, County of Solano,
Galifornia on this _Sth day of _ April , 1971 .,

K// // (Zmaxyéd

D. H.. FRANCISCO
RECORDS OFFICER III

.




[ ADULT, AUGIORITY 5/

. Anril 1L
EXCERPT FROM I\*IIH‘TU’I‘Eq CF I{’IE TIN‘" HELD ON THE ABOVE

DATE FROM OFFICIAL HECORDS ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF

OFFICER AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFCRNIA.
THE AD%% AT %I’thuﬂ INSTITUTION FOR MEH -

TO WIIOM IT MAY COLICERN:

Present were: ILeland M. Edman, Member; Robert R, Hiller, Rep.;
Actlons reviewed and concurred in by: James H.
Hoover, Member

'********ﬁ***********:ﬁ*****

A-T77153~A MAZOR, Joseph A. Submit to Adult Authority En
Bane for discussion. :

LR A R B B R R A R 2R R BE EE BERE R EEEE R TR e B N

ADOPTED BY ° The affirmative votes of:

Leland M, Edman, Member;

Robert R. Miller, Rep.; Actions
reviewed and concurred in by:
James H, Hoover, Member

(Signed) - ©. M. BRETT, Classification &
: Parole Representative

ATTEST
April 14, 1971

ATTEST May 7, 1971

9"‘"‘/’1’/. < ;" e i

JOSEPH A, SPANGLER
Administrative Officer

»




ADUL LA I EIUIREE Y

Heeth . e C -
‘ April 20, a2 7/ , :
EXCERPT FROM MINUTES CF X NG HELD ON THE ABOVE
DATE FROM OFFICIAL RECORDS FILE IN THE OFFICE OF
THE ADMINSTRATIVE OFFICER AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA.

LD AT SACRANEHTO (SCECILAL Mlm
TO VHOM IT HAY COMCE s

Present were:  Curtis Lynum, Vice~Chairman; Leland M. Edman,
Vember

***************_******‘*****

A 77153 MAZOR, Joseph A. (CIl) Parole violation charges 3
and 10 in report dated
December 16, 1970 dismissed.
Found guilty charge #3. -

****%*****.***%*-‘*******X-**
ADOPTED BY The affirmative votes of:

~ Curtis Lynum, Vice-Chalrman
Leland M, Edman, lMember

(Signed)  JOSEPH A. SPANGLER
Administrative Officer

ATTEST
April 20, 1971

ATTEST lMay 7, 1971 _ :
‘(’Q""”'}‘t{é (c/'(ﬁﬂ‘?’)éf

JOSEPH A, SPANGLER
Adminlstrative Officer

b
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EVALUATIO. T TIME GF ADULT AUTH Y HEARING .
- : N M A. B
Name: /W/é) 2.0 /? . e Nurbar: /9 ....... 7 .......... Ca!endar (e

1. Observalions b/ Staff Representative: u’fi:./.'.....‘.'.‘.ﬁ'.l.'/_f)"fkdgé....é%....”,{" Tt [ P F AT A Ze)-

715_54 ’/,1/0 o /// ““““ U-ﬂ'— £ ,7/ _/&L/é;'{,/.ﬂ’ -~ &;.‘—/ l/l‘(—(&é{{‘é/&é’ crne &/u/” (/’,_( 2

"4’/ ///P"/ '("/-; /Z‘W'&L‘ 3 Lv.f-!.//'i_ P l/ /\/ G"-—. N CO/». L2t aen /a«[(u\."
/'(J LTpantr. E— N _jl,{tf//lx,.,/_./ e 5L "‘-'m“/ L. Q//Zf?"fh(..( /bfl,é/ ﬂ(‘og/ ./ AG-‘..
7. " et ’Iu- Bt J//J“:"' . %u....é&{:‘ﬂ h&ﬁ.éé/ ¢- s /‘/ L0 SR (/./,5/17 /‘C..l7

L4 clesictnds At A
"l*f— @bl ("'*"/:(' R CRlE o...cr Ao Mitece. C//.'/v/,é‘ s

7/’,5’,// / 4 2. L!é:z/x.:{.../!’l%ﬁ....ﬂ@»‘”/‘wfﬁ L nai sarke... “'Lﬂ L. /\'/? “"//1 ek
"y ! 4 : 2.
.Jv(.! C; /w‘,&m‘ W'l//gd{/../’ ﬂ.j.«c{.l.« /A/((" - /l(Z/M(‘a......Z./ vZf, L5 %a<l«ci‘_[

J/ ...... ./:,:&.\,9,,(/ Wé’ﬂ«/ L.t C f&[f&//ﬂ@ ..... .;1-7 a //_a j Qe
74:!_'/.. ‘o /fwu AR /4\10 c//.a// &»:’&Z ...(/f.:'m,.« //.)/71424/ ...... éz/.z%a / 7,,‘.[

&./x// or ‘Z— Lotz -

\\

2. Comments by AA. Panel

N N - 6 Q * .
- * M f‘ - P‘ ~ ‘\: = - v / )
3. Program Considerations: Classification ....ecececeeeccensscssesnces .
. Special Condition 0O
Institutional/Release .
Priority o
'
L. Panel Members: (INT) LD MHAR = AL LLER. ’ .5 7 izt
Staff Represeatative
Co-Signer:  (MBR) . C. .l T e A 7/
Institution . Date -

tAL i, ne

Pe ¥ e N TIHE™
i’La\uﬁ L\. \li "i}Jk‘\JVA
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6. Post-Hearing Follow-Up:

date: Place Signature and Title:

L wand, Ay Inacd /"/..7,,;».1.:@ s lewede. alefo— At JLo -/L:{*,f/// e .
Mipiiey Amiectictyy " af Aotctilief Fasiin, kil Coclmunals) <ii
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KETURAOD 70, - €

¢

d - RIVERSIDE GENEPAL HOSPITAL
University Medical Center

DISCHAKGE SUMJARY ’ o _ 2/,,,_4” . I
. . f_a_%/ 4) /j

Dr. Dictating: Fred M. Fauvre, M.D. Signature: N\ d' A
! A . ) _

-

Patient's Name: . Hazor, Joseph A.
.P.F. Number: - 19-08-66 ° . ST
Date Admitted: . 4-21-71 ) . : . €
Date Discharged: oo 4-23-71 . . . - - .
Date Dictated: 4-23-71 . Date Trans: 4-23-71 m.r.
Final diagnosis: (1) Radiolucent area, right side of skull, etiology undetermined. €
. (2) "Headaches, etiology undetermined. . . <
(3) Macular degeneration, probably Best’s. ; . . €
(4) Aggressive paranoid personality disorder. ’ . ;
(5) Mo definite progressive abnormalities of nervous system.
. . &
- A3

{Skull films in two years recommendad.). v . SR oo
The. patient is a 36 year old Caucasian lawye:'c presently confined in prison with abnormal ¢
skull films and history of macular degenexation x 15 years with decreased vision in both

eyes and history of right headache for the past two years.

1

The patient states he had an episode of paralysi's on the left side six weeks ago which °
Jasted three days and left residual wealkness of left leg. The patient's daughter is
blind and several ophthalwology consultations in the past have stated that his visual d
defect is probably secondary to a heréditary type macular degeneration. The patient

felt while in prison in 1969. He had angiograms done at v.C.L.A. in 1970 and he refuses

to have these rcleased, He had a thorough neurology work-up by Dr. Harris, Dr. Prout '
and Dr. Wright which are also on this chart, done in the prison with a probable diagnosis
of probable left meningeal cyst; rule out vascular abnormality; rule out tumor.

. . e, - . C
The paticst f3ll down th~ roaire vhile at Sierra Conservation Center on 7-11-69 and

o

is apparently suing the MPRSAPIAE  vepatiueut of Coooo e for seadtsz him to a camp -

" center following his last guidance center processing. I think he feels that he should €

not have been sent there after a camp-incurred injury.

The physical examinatien revealed a man with a patch over his left eye who was quite | @&
uncooperative, throughdut. Both fundi were visualized eventually, although he claimed °
marked photophobia of the left eye and the opthtalmology consultant noted some physical
findings of macular degenerationm, although these were mot apparent on my examination. Ly
The ophthalmology consultant could not explein his photophobia on the basis of the
physical findings. The patient refused to stand up for me, but on other exaninations

by Drs Peterson he was able to stand and able to walk, although part of the time he €
dragged his left leg. No evidence of actual weakness was néted by Dr. Peterson,

although the findings were definitely varfable on the motor examination. The Romberg
was also quite variable., The paticnt was able to stand and do finger-to-nose with €
eyes closed, but when told his balance was being testcd he promptly fell over whem the
formal Romberg was done. His visual acuity was counting fingers, only at approximately
one foot. The sensory examination was also quite variable. Reflexes and arterics vere €
intact,throughout and equal, bilaterally. Sensory examination was alsb extremely
variable. - . .

Lo €
.Mazor Joseph A. 19':-"08-66

EYHIRIT K.+ - ¢
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} (cont. disch, sum, on Mazor, Joseph A,  19-08-G6G) . §~" - (2)
) X-ray and 11borat6ry examinations: The SMA was entirely within normal limits,

done fasting. The CBC was within nommal 1limits. The hemoglobin was 16.

The uan11y51§ was normal and the electrolytes were normal. The EXG was interpreted
) a5 within nomnal limits, Skull film report is not on the-chart at present, but

sas reported to show multiple radiolucent defects in the rlght cranial vault,
>‘ The cncst film was within normmal linits. : - - .
i A cerebral anglography was done for vessel gtudy from the right femoral approach

\J - pp

. . ° ’ .
- < 0. © . .o . S e T e o ¥, &
. R ] . L N . )
A - . - - -
. - L - ‘. =T . c e -

with no immediate complicatiodns.,

to midline structures, No gross abnormality was present, This was done at
Loma Linda University. ‘ - S -

Hospital course ~ the patient tolerated the studies well and was discharged back
r P 2 4

to jeil with recommendation to use Codeine for pain, only when extreme pain was
noted, and the above dlagnos*s. It was recommended a skull £ilm be done in two

The findimgs were subtle abnormality, only, 3£ -
any except for mild venticular dilatation, greater on the left but without shift
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L 7.l NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

" compliance with this order to show ca
V.

| | R Y et 7a L
FH.ED

T i o ME 1971
c vamsm Clerk

?-0.TT. 7 IN'THE UNITED STATES D;STRICT COURT

-

JOSEPH AJ MAZOR, . T LI ARSI

—c— “ . ey

- - petitioner, -

vS. No. C~71 8498 ACW
TPHE CALIFORNIA ADULT AUTHORITY, THE

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,
and RAYMOND PROCUNIER and L. J. POPE,
~in their respectlve official capacities,

vwvvv&o‘vvvv‘\-pv
.

Respondénts.

Based upon the petition filed herein and good

“

cause appearing: ;
) q
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that respondents file a

return wit? this cOure on or before the 10th day of May, 1971,
to show cause, if any there be, why a writ of habeas corpus
should not be:;;;ﬁed herein; '

IT IS FURTHER HEREBY ORDERED that counsel for
petitioner shall ferthwith serve a copy of thie oréer upon
respondents.-'

IT IS FURTHER HEREBY ORDERED that resﬁén&ents or

counsel for respondents appear in person before this Court

on the 10th day of May, 1971, at 11:00 a.m. to complete

DATED: -MAY §; '

~

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.FOR v

DI . THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Josﬁ?g A. MAZOR, S @ o5t ? ‘E_ % 9 [&C

Petitioner, .

No. = T

vs. P .- LN
. ) ) IN THE MATTER OF THE
APPLICATION OF JOSEPH
MAZOR FOR A WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS

THE CALIFORNIA ADULT AUTHORITY, THE
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,
and RAYMOND PROCUNIER and L.J. POPE,

in their respective off1c1al capac;tles

Respondents.

Vv&'fvvvvvvuv

1. JOSEPH A, MAZOR, on whose behalf this application for
Writ éf Habeas Corpus is flled, is 111egally and unconstitutionally
confined and,restralned of his liberty at the California Medlcal
Facility at Vacay;}le, California, by the Adult Authority of the
State of Califgrnia and by Raymond Procunier, Director of the
Department of Corrections and L. J.‘Pope,isﬁper;ntepdent of the

California Medical Facility at Vacaville.

2. Name and location of court which imposed sentence:

Los Angeles Superior Court, Los Angeles, california.

3. The offense or offenses for which sentence was imposeds
(a) -criminal case;

(b) the indictment numbers are not known.

4. The date upon which sentence was imposed and the terms

of the sentence:

N

i
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{a) Maxch 8, 1963; ,
(b) Petitioner confined to Debartment of Corrections
for period provided by law. ’

5. Check whether a finding of guilty was made:

(a) after a plea of guilty _ x
él) Petitioner entered a plea of guilty to two
counts of P.C. 476 (a) in the Municipal Court &hich pleas were
certified to the Supefior Court for sentencing as above.
. (b). after a'plea‘of not guilty:
{c) after a plea of nolo contendere.

6. Check whether hearing was by:

-

Jury

‘X Judge without jury.

7. Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction or the

bt pes
N O

18

imposition of sentence? No.

8. Not applicable.

.

9. TIf ‘the answer to '(7) was "no" state the reasons for

not so appealing: Petitioner did not and does not now challenge

19
20
21

*

any aspect of the trial or préconviction_hearipg procedures.

’

10. " State concisely the grounds on which vou base your

contention that[you”are being held in custody unlawfully:

22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

(?[f“OQ or abou; June 27, 1969, Petitioner waé declared
by the State of California to be 100% legally blind. Thereafter,
while in the custody'of the Department of Cénregtions, Petitionerx
was ordered to work in the California Conservation Center at
Jamestown, California. This order was issued by the Department of
Corrections over the contrary recommendation of the Departmént's
medical officer who exaﬁined Petitioner prior to such ésgighment.
While at thé Jameﬁtown facility and on or about July 11, 1969,
Petitioner sustained a fall, aggravating a pre-existing congenital
brain conditioh and proximately resﬁlting in injuries variously

diagnosed as a cystic clot which formed at the base of Petitioner's

-2
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brain and appeared to'endanger his life, or as a "radio-lucent”

area of unknown etlology on the rlght 51de of hlS skull. Enclosed

s

herewith and marked Exhlblt A is an extract from Petltloner s
medical flle ;n Vacavrlle substantlatlng the ‘fact that Petitioner
needed exploratory surgery long berore the tlme when Habeas Corpus

proceedings were brought ln the State Supreme Court.

P3N -

Prlor to the flllng of a Petltlon for Habeas Corpus

in the Supreme Court of Callfornla, Petltloner was 1nformed that
1n the absence of lmmedlate exploratory braln surgery, his then

life expectancy was approxrmately srx months. Petltloner advised

the medical authorltles at Vacav1lle of thls fact. The medical

authorities at Vacavrlle acknowledged that there were no medical

facilities w1th1n the correctlonal system available for such

exploratory test{ (See EXhlblt B. ) Slnce Petltloner was unw11]1ng

to have braln surgery performed on hlm at Vacav1lle, prlor to

the flllng of the Habeas Corpus petition 1n the Supreme Court of

Callfornla, Petltloner was 51mply wastlng away in ant1c1pat10n of

death .'_'__... - . eva e o arn v ———————— . adta el “« . e

. . - -

) Four days after the flllng of sald Petltlon for Habeas

Corpus, the medlcal authorltles at Vacavrlle agaln examlned
Petitioner' s;medlcal file ‘and recommended ilmediate release of
Petitioner and his restoration to parole on medical grounds.

(See letter of br:'Prout dated April 1, 1971, attached hereto

and marked Exhibit C.) Insofar as Exhibit C states that testing

on Petitioner could be performed within the correctlon system of

Callfornla, 1t contradlcts the statement of Exhlblt B, suggesting
that such testing be carried out in San Francisco.

Following the filing of Dr. Prout's letter (Exhibit C),

land in consonance with the Pendenta Litae relief required by

Petitioner, Respondents transferred Petitioner to Chino, Califor-

ia, from where Petitioner was taken to a private facility at

iverside General Hospital for -exploratory testing and surgical

-3~
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prair and appearsd to ‘enga ngcr i life, oxr sx a "radio-lugnant”

procedures:n--S Said: testlng-resulted 1n three dlfferent'dlagnoses.

Thencommon denomlnator underly;ngﬂall.the_dlagnoses-;s~$hat khe

etlology_gﬁ~Pet1tloner s cond;;lon_;emalns ungerta;n,,hlchondltior

4is. extremely-serlous and- fur;her‘;g,ﬁs and closegmgdlcal observa=

P a s 4 wes me -

to Vacav:.lle'.-'.n =0 wne Sifine oL € ?e:':_

- - o R . R ]

P 4 LTy
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in oL Ea p; +(b).zPetitionex:' s,parole_was_formally_suspended by_Lhe
Parole and-Commun1ty;Serv1ce Division: of: the Adult_Author;ty on
November:303;1970,;and;was subsequently;xe?oked:by:the"Adult:;saiv
Authorlty-on-or aboﬁt—March *55:1971, after. Petltloner had:been.
confined. for: a period.of approximately.90. days.in various-penal
institutions_pursuant to-ithe-order suspending his. parole.._While
iﬂ said:penal: institutions,. Petitioner:brought his: medical ==_.. .:
condition-to; the:- attentlon-of the authorities,-who: ;giégt.to
confirm his: diagnosis;: and.did: nothing: £further: other: than:-placing
a.medical_hold:on_Petitioner.:::At no: time ﬁuripg.said.period was”
Petitioner afforde& a hearing or an opportunity to convey to the
Adult’Authérity~£hg nrgeney that;his:peed'fqr”su;geryfand_possibly
imminent degthzlent to.the pgoceedipgsz";The State of: California
doegtngt:ha%g<prdvisipns;tQ.expedite-hearipgs;ofarevocation!of
parole-so. that every_arbitrary action of any parole officer who
"violates"” a-pagsié~}automaticaliy-results in incarceration for
approximately ninety days.- “: - . . 7t rmTEILoT o LTt

- .t:oi- Petitioner was given a list of eleven allegatlons on
which the reyocation-hearing was based, but the actual revocation
was made on the grbunds that Petitioner has violated one or morxe
of the conditions of his parole--which condition Qas not made
known to Petitioner for gpproximately 45 days after said hearing.
.ee e vsee—. This_determination of revocation pursuant to Penal -
Code Section 3060 and Aéult Authority Resolution 279 was made

summarily, in_violation of Petitioner's right -to counsel and due

process provided by the Fifth, Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments to

g
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the Unlted States, Const:.tut:.on.:._~

(cL Eetltlone: 'S, sentence was redetermlned ‘auto-

G [ad l‘t"'h'
cons P

-X

Authgrlty_Resngtlgg %z% %Eg.rq_V1olatlon of Petitioner's rights

to due :pxocess . and counsel as. afqresald

e vacat .- .{(d) Because Petitioner was denied_counsel, a full and

faix hearing,uopportunity tQ.present witnesses in support of his

contentlons,.and the.rlght to confront his &Ecusers (partlcularly

gg@egigrrgqmstéqqes3yhere;P%trtrqner was at the time of the
Egrgggted Qearrpgig;;n@;ggé %R pain), a material error was made

in.the proceedlngs, namely.: - Petitioner presented to the Adult

Authorlty representatlve documentary and other evidence conc1u~

s;vely exoneratlng hlm from the eleven violations brought against

him,..In response to_ the tender of the documentary evidence, Mr.

Valachi of the,Adult Authority stated- "I hate this damned

-t et samw v emw Sl —————

bapergqrg We cannot substantlate the charges and we will

g&eggegstg the.heg{lggzgﬁflcer, or to attempt to substantiate
themgiuPetitrqneE_vae unable“to_read this gocumentary evidence

to _the. representatlves due _to. his bllndness. Petitioner's

evidence was.thereupon.returned to the Petitioner and was not
examined by the'Adult ,Authority. Despite the statement that the
Adult Authority.will "investigate" the charges, they did not
retain copies‘qf:evidence which would have exonerated the
etitioner. This evidence is at present in possession of
Eetitioner's ﬁresent counsel who stands ready to present it to
and to call witnesses before the Adult Authority in a proper
hearing. . . ...... .. ——
§yeﬁ'§h§;e_t§e_?etition for Habeas Corpus was pending
in‘the Supreme Court of palifornia, Resgondents conducted another

parole hearing at Ch;no; at which two Deputy Attorney Generals

were present. Petitioner's counsel was neither advised of the

‘~5-
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hearing nor invited to attend it, although all the evidence of
Petltloner s innocence was in, counselor's posse551on, and both
the Adult Authority and the Attorney General of California had
knowledge therxeof by virtue éf a statement to. that effect in the

Petition for Habeas Corpus in the California Supreme Court.

11. State concisely the facts supporting each of the

grounds set forth in (10).- : e .-

... One central fact in the. case of this Petitioner is his’

3

medical condition. His illness and imminent death colors both

the present urgency of the relief sought in this matter and the

impropriety of ﬁﬁé time and form.of hearing afforded to Petitioner

by the Adult Authority.’ TettaiTron o T e o ST e o
Petitioner was originally:convicted in 1963 on the basis

of his piéa of-guilty éb one count of P.” C. 476(a) which prxovides

a sentence of-not ﬁore than'fouréeen‘years. He was paroled from

that‘convictiqn in 1964, was:in'1965 charged with a seconq count

aris?ng out of the séme transaction. Petitioner was again

paroled in 1966. At no time since ?he“lQGé conviction has

Petitioner been charged with or convicted of the commission éf

ény criminal: act.. In 1969, Petitioner's parole was viclated on

the basis of technical cha;gés of non~cooperation with his

parole officer. At that time, Petitioner's sentence was

summarily reset to the maximum and he was returned to the

California Medical Facility at Vacaville, California. There he

was examined ‘and because of his blindness, the e;aminiﬁg physician

Dr. Hual, ordéred a white cane for Petitioner and recommended

that he be sent to the California Men's Colony West or Chino,

which had-faciiit;es to proéide safe care for a blind prisoner.

In spite of this‘¥ecommendation, Eetitione¥ wés sent to the Sierra

Conservation Camp on or about July 7; 1969. Upon arrival

Petitioner reported his.medical cogdition to the persons in charge

of said facility but they refused to take any éteps for his

6=




o w}:‘ 0O NI Y™ QT DN G RS e

o
1
\
.

S N .-':' koA puifed pdlll pafid  fuakieh  pedvd kel gested
O WOW 00N N OV ONY B W NYN e

N
)

4

XD
NG

N
w

o
g

K]

N
o -

NN
~N oy

Qo W Y N
et o w

©wy
N

' o S-1-c-94,

R4 4 :l - A Ie L2

safety. On or about July 1 969 Petltl n.r

=5 ioper 't AnnOCEnie i

'1n3ured, as above stated

= rpar o 23 pho sesifomns o
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tin Résili Ruihority.end. the ntiorney Siner:l of Californis izl

Petitione? attempt d"epeatedly to_ obtaln proper medical

erarlafos Ahorns® R ovirtue ol L whafemsnd Lo ot 2T Fos .
228 IR T lws < TOZTLEEST H e A

‘care through “the Department ‘of Corrections, but was unable to do
Sveezwa e

Fo_anion ol BLbea: CoDnn & CEirloriaa SUILEn:
so. This deprlvatlon led to hls filing of actions both in the

13 S-n—o r—-——--cxn s Trpes o Turwerriees znor o =i

United States DiStEict Court—fbr‘VibIafiongdf"hI§'CLv1I—r1ghts

ot zae- fForsy o de 3o
o = =

and in the San Luis OblSpO County Superlor Court, petltlonlng

.- Qne germrzi Spemem iy TRz ozoe of __.._.‘&_;.-_:.,.'.a— Tm e
o< T=rTE

for investlgatlon:' After the hearlng on this actlon and whlle

e .:-’.‘4---.--'~-1r:-' =3 Aiirnzs. 2ml oxsy - & ¥

the decision thereln was under submlss1on, Petltloner was advised

wrmm pransr— vrosnou-oS the wei:sf. soushT tn thifF miibar znd wha

by CMC West that His parole Would be reinstated if he “dropped the

imeeamrizoi cT.the =ime. =nd Srr~ oFf hozrine sifordsc ~ Tz -

‘pending “cases. On the basis of this representatlon, Pet;tloner"_

- - : s e mm e e amx -
et ) .’...--‘l_ -._.._.n‘--- oo,

did file a dlSmlssal and was in fact forthw1th restored to parole.

ce—ionzy wanT ormicios CcoritLemss L DTt oy mrz vz

Upon belng paroled Petltloner sought private treatment

s tsz oF oulli oy = = ~ e wm el memnis o

for what at the tlme had manlfested 1tself as severe heéadaches and

: mzm=aroe oF moT mars therr Sairisss iz VvIE movaled ==or

dizziness. 1In or “after September of " 1970 thls condltlon was

.- = o anoe
sz monteLTLIOn - 2 cmm =
n ==

,....-..-1.- g - R R

medlcally diagnosed as a cystlc “clot apparently’ resultinp from the

premzesme oeme, oF = ales memems et oy Sa=:—iponnc AP

fall described herelnabove.-ﬂietltloner was told by a qualified

cpeee T2 e I me grres - T3 2 o

phy51c1an that his 1ife expectancy i{n the absence of immediate

Arzaei 3 trim o anserss mend SF pez smmes e me =S

exploratory surgery was approx1mately ‘six ‘months. . Petltloner was

g ez Ao

in the process of . consultatlon of spec1allsts and preparlng for

,.._.._ S e mem——- - ---....-- e = ee - - .

surgery when hls parole was v1olated. e

[ s st e

The v1olat1ng charges 1nvolved To crlmlnal act1v1ty on

the part of the petltloner. ~ Their falseness would be ea511y

demonstrable 'in an 1mpart1al hearlng.

Petltloner was plcked up "for lnvestlgatlon “of parole’
v1olat10ns ‘on or about November 30 1970. He was conflned to

the Riverside County Jail from December l, 1970, to'January 4,

1 1971, “ Thereaffer, he was transferred to the Medical Facility at

vacaville, whence‘he.was'tfansferre& ‘to the California Men's ™
c°1oﬁ} at.Chino; and then_returnedjto the Medical Facility at
Vacaufile;:where he is presentlf in custoép. ”Approiimately 90
days after Petitioner had first been picked up he mét £6r the

e
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first time with representatives of the Adult Authority. At that
meeting, Petitioner entered pleas of not’guilty.to all charges and
requested the aid of counsel since the fa9tuél issues to be deter-
mined were numerous and complex, and particularly since Petition-
er's condition made it.Qifficult, if not.impossible, to present

a complete 9ase_within the_time_alloweq for his own defense.

At that meeting, in Ma&ch of. 1971, the représentaéives of the

e

Adult Authority were éti}l unaware of Petitioner's physical
condition, although the staff at Vacavillé had order;d a medical
hold placed on him wifﬁ the intention of performing exploratory
brain surgery at the earliest possible date. Pétitioner's

medical jacket was not made available to the Board representa-
tives nor was Petitioner able to present any further evidence in
substantiation.of his medical condition despi£e the fact that
Petitioner had requested in writing two weeks before.the hearing
éﬁat the Vacaville doctors provide said information to the hearing
dfficers. L - - -

l Petitioner d4id attempt to présent documentary and other
evidence of his complete innocence of the-violations charged
égainst him. This evidence is 'presently in the hands -of counsel |
retained by Petitioner for the purposes of this writ. Upon
presentation‘OEJEHe evidence, Mr. Valachi, one of the board
representatives, statéd, "I hate this damned paperwork. We
cannot substantiate the charges and will investigate." Since the
evidence was.Feturned to\Petitioner, it is unciear how this
"investigation® was to proceed. Petitioner's blindness precluded
his reading and explaining the evidence to the Board representa-
tives within thq;time allotted for this hearing. The hearing
procedure was additionalli handicapped by the absence of the
parole officer to sﬁbs?an?iate or at least explain the charges to

the heariﬁg officer-—-and to your Petitioner. At the conclusion

of the 23 minute hearing, Petitioner was told to wait in the

-8~
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hallway, which he did. His tendered evidence was returned
unacceptéd by the hearing officer and unread by.him. Petitioner
was not advised of the specific findings of the Adult Authority
as to his guilt or lnnocence of the charges._ He has been advised
only that his parole was revoked and denied, and that he is to

be placed on the &uly, 1971, parole calendar. On the basis of
knowledge then available to the Adult Authority, this resulted in
a life sentence as to 'your Petitioner; this‘gentence was imposed
by the Adult Authorlty without full knowledge by the hearlng
officer either of the exonerating evidence tendered by Petltloner
or of the fact that the sentence as in fact re-set by the Board

was unwittingly set at a term of llfe.

12. Have any other appllcatlons, motions or petitions

been made or filed in regard to this same detention or restraint?

Petitioner filed two actions after. the initial revocation
of his pérole and prior to the revocation;broceedipgs on which
the within Petition is based; Petitioner has also filed one action
in the Superior Court of California challenging the present parole
revocation. . . ..

13, If you answered "yes" to any part of (12), list with

§
-

respect to each petltlon, motion or appllcatlon.

(a) " the 'specific nature thereof:
(1) civil Rights Action -
(2) Petition for investigation

(3) Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus.

(b). Name and location of court in which each was
filea: ‘
-(l) Federal Dlstrlct Court of the Central
District of Callfornla at Los Angeles, California
) (2) Superior Court of the State of California
in and for the County of San Luis 6bispo

(3) Supreme Court of the State of California.

-0~
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izi(c): The-disposition’ theteof: 1o Was roivrnes | |

~-The: ciselwas -dismissed onfithe motion of-f

& by 133 s $eqne
12 o - Ene, Aqnit hutnezice

the'basis of a representation’made.by>the -Adult Authoritythat

if héfdiémiSSed-the'hctibﬁ):paiblé=w6uldﬁ5e forthwith réstored.

NS S8 *““:?“V— %3 (3) YThe applzcatlon qu~den1ednon agfour;to=$

two-votel (see .Exhibit. B) ,.aout -u___nhs<;£;s- LY TLEe Laa

-

i o tne fact :ha(l)JESeptember 3 219695 rm—TET ;y‘::e Edotihgd
Was uWITTIRZLY £9Y2)% Febitary 61970 - - .

;_LApIiLPZ" 1197137 F . nATIgnT ti o wsligiInre

Py - ms mussa— = s e ae

= Re)~icitations! of’any written opihionsst: ZS¥mTi: oot

Ti Li: £345l:Has” afy groundTin this’Petition’ Been-presénted before

to"any- court?: Seétbelow:,¢zi: Istlulinel Less aLs:

.. Ti: 2153

Petitionéi's*physical condition-was_the:basi, qu the_*

conflned.

condition (other than blindness) had not been diagﬂbsed, nor wvas

F2Tiilon&rNdnel s TWS &ITiUn:-

" The- case was dismissed by 'Pe'titione'r on-t -

w— e sy meem s areg S o, o

m

I If You- answered-Yyes!: to.(14):, identify:ress. T 2ezils

(a) Whibh'grounds have been’previously presented:

At the time of said actions, however, petitioner's

he aware of the terminal nature of his injury in the absence of

prompt corrective surgery.._The grounds set forth in the within

petition were presented only to the California Supreme Court.

le.

If any ground Eet forth in (10) has not previously

been-presented- to:any cburtv»state-or federal',--set forth the

ground and

previously

state concisely the reasons why such ground has not
) . Tt
been presented: - not. applicable. :

17.

In the proceeding resulting in confinement was

-10-
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there representation.by:an attorney at any time during the course’

of: (1} The case was Gismissesd on the motioen oI
Gefendnr=e, (2)° proceedings prior to trial " No.

{b) trialvor hearing. -.z.:szuzl v ;ez_i_go,_ i
tns moz:s oF icle“_ﬁﬁiéﬁgiﬂﬁ. —ude Ty itoe Raulz Ae:aorlﬁP':I;:
1F bhu ;is:_seeq)-'appeal"lf any- . :-u=ia me ifgroowoTh,oNQeirzzll
Gopon sismissaie): preparation, presentationj OL:: rzszoral.
consideration of any.petitions,.motions orh;ppllca— s Fovs =o

tions-with respect tb ‘+his conviction, which you filed No.

18. - Name ‘and address of each such attorney:

None. ;.. Eroet , rzat

19. Is thefpersonuinucustodv-preéently represented by

an attorney in any way relating to-this confinement?

Yes. ¢Ephraim Margolin and Ramsay Fifield, 445

Sutter Street, Suite 501, San Francisco, California.

= gz ~2Q$;;Pe§it oner has no plain, adequate or speedy remedy

other than by-this application for a-Writ of:Habeas- Coxpus.

There is no appeal from the .decision of_the_adglt“Authority‘and,

to what amounts t0~§-llfe-sent@nge,;;___ fimszaiiozt Ml: oLtioo.o

.- :":;;lee_By:;eferenge_;he;accompanyingiarief is made a part

hereof. e o= oTIne o CIozaELIOLLLLTL S S S e
~: ;:_;nWHEREEOREL_Eetitiqne;_;espectfully prays:-n::=.. . :
.. .- 1,That a Writ of Habeas Corpus issue out.of this

Court to Raymond Procunier, Director of the Department of
Coxrections and L. J. Pope, Superintendent of the California

Medical Facility at Vacavxlle, commandlng them to brlng Joseph

Mazor before thlS Court and to .show cause at a time- and place

to be set by . thls Court why the sald JOSEPH MAZOR ls so detalned,

all in accordance w1th the requlrements of Penal Code Section

1480; - - . - e em, C . - et e e
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_ 2. Petitioner be restored to his liberty. In the

alternative, .
3. A hearing be held to examine all the records and
proceedings in thig_gasenﬁgglpg inguire into the cause and
legality of the imp;iqﬁnmqu.of Petitiongr; -
4. Petitioner be admitted to bail, or released on his
own recognizance pending ;_ging}_deggpm%pagipnsof the issues

A

raised in this Petition; ...

.. 5. _The Adult Authority be required to hear the issue
of Petitioner's spspensioq.gng revocation of parole, providing
him with full constitutional protections including a speedy
hearing,.due process and_counsel under the Fifth, Sixth and
Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Const;tutién;

6. The medical hold placed on Petitioner be dissolved;

7. The Court declare whether the present California
system of parole revocations is constitutional on its face and
as app;ied to thisnéetitioner; -
8. Petitioﬁer be granted such other and furtﬁer relief as

to the Court seems just. . .

Dated: May ¥ , 1971.

- T EPHRAIM MARGOLIN
RAMSAY FIFIELD

_ By - /2 ) :

Attorneys foijPetitioner

=12~
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. . -E. P, ¢ chmcy, H D ..
) T°= Chief ‘lr-dlcal 0fiicer —_

Laliforala ilens Ca lony

b

Box AW, T [ -
: San Luis Obxnno, fulf_coﬁi
B 62‘ - ?e:::-;.f':.

y - G et "= Se 7 Raed S o rdeis s Faoeale 1 SLY tnE ozecoul

b . I “am L cnceigL ¢f your wmems of xovuuber 10 1569 requeating neurulOdczll _exom-~ o3

. 1daciony electroencéplialogram, ahd” Ieccroretinonrum exsnination on the sbova-

unmed 1nma'e of your {nstitution. We do have focilitler fox neurological cxam-

‘ination #nd -electrodncephalogran at this institution, and I vould be glad to
rc’ceive the fnnste ou & medical and ¢eturn basis; for ChCSL exa-n:.nations. e do

t have Tacilkities- for® performing "an clcctrurennogra-n, but I save discussed

.j:his subject with our ophthdlmolegic’ cowsultant ;ur"nﬁ’( M, -Hull, M.5., who

adviscz we-that theé closest hospx tal for'thifs examination ia’ in'San Francisco,
te ,‘rhe necessity for_.this, exAminarion caa be re- evaluntcd herx., after the net wro-
. 1ogicn1 exnminu\.:.on und }:EG ‘are petmrned. T e

R._B. PPOU’I‘ I*..D. - ;
.. Chief Mcdical Officer L .

Zéet - Dr. Corwaq.sor ~ i
- Cenfral File
e Hedical Jacket -

et

-I‘\-: -
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. . . . .
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ceen by our coasulting neurcsurg
Dr.. ¥ fgat, who fecls éhac Furthior etodivs-ond previous rucordr shauld be obtained. Tuzs
poscibly {gr provably) will reluse these recoctnirdotions, but for the, coopletion of our“
.neuroloﬁc«l evalustion - :x 0y’ snou_l Be, Qflered to him.:. If-eo ins pitutiousl dibposltio-\
dociswg,,,ga ‘qgggﬂagry.,_.tq _tgc'.xm:d-,» ;x:--.h... tiae, 1 cucnmdend U encegory D neurol

. - o .
e v o .

Besslan
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RIVERSIDE GENERAL HOSPITAL e UNIVERSITY MEDICAL' cspn'sn ]

0 b ‘ 9883 MAGHOLIA AVENUE S mvsasma’.cuwoaum e 2503 ® TELEPHONE 689-2211
. Y “a - - -
u .:: '. ~-... .::.':. .v.’-'-: .“: ) _.t,.‘.o = A ' Harch 22‘: 1971 MR R ".—.‘ . ::
- . \ - A " MAZOR, JOSEPH A,- .
. b Coe e . = PF- 19-08-66 .
Q < . To the Supreme Court’ of California: -

The records disclose that Joseph Mazoxr was-semin the

" Riverside General Hospital Out-Patient Clinic., A possible diagnosis

. 'of leptomeningeal cyst or hemangioma was made and the patient was
scheduled for additional studies because of the probability of a
surgical condition which would require prompt attention. We have
since learned that further studies have shown a nced for {mmediate ’

- surgery in order not to endanger his life., The medic%l staff at

Riverside General Hospital are willing to give the patient the e
Do necessary medical treatment -1f the court will so allow, .. et
. . LI . N . P P . -.
st . . The above statement is signed on pain of perjury at -
.. %" :Riverside General Hospital, March 22, 1971,
S W 9%
-."’-:_‘: “‘. ;I"r
. ’ :
Ky ,.‘."‘ ’ ' ‘., :
. e EERJELREYISE ’ .
- ) R L A I £
Uefds auiitt g
N ) o 7 ’
. .
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) CAUFOANIA—HUMAN RTLATIONS AGENCY ) . RONALD REAGAN, conmar

ASNT CORA-— PN
‘OQO\FIAM ALFACILTY . i PR AL 7N @

ILE, CALIFORNIA 95668 - .

. : . <
A R -""Apru 1. 1971 NPT AUV, S S :
#r. Henxy W. Kerr, Cﬁaimn STl d '-_'.‘ - '.'";;.-:, .,:-.'{-;'-:.-: £ . o
Adult Autho..z...y . L R SN P L \ . .
Beporiceat of Co.roctione ¢ Fe s ) Rox MAZ0R, Joscoh (A-77153) aw '
714 P Stzeet, Room 523 . Lk S Requast for consideration of i
Sacrazento, CA 9583 , . T . .. - L. parole for modical reasons
Attention: MNr. Joscph'.Spang'lot. - T . e T e et . -

Dea...r.Kerr. CoTTeT .- .

. . . . N

“ sreuas =

Pursvant to my teclophona -convcrnatiori ‘with Mr. Sbangler th)’:o worning concern=

ing this CF inmate, I em writing to briag to your attention redical information o
vhich was not’available to the Adult Authorfty vhen his case wag heard here by tha -~
Parole Violator's Doard on March 5, 1971. . . . .. .

Inmate Mzzor was seen this morning in follow-up neurological coasultation
with our counsulting necurologist, Robert Herrick, M.Ds Dr. lizrrick and I zevicwed
the mon's neurological condition at the present time, along with a review of his -
x-rays and sccunulated medical data to date at this institution. %he medical .=
hisbsry ig complicated, but briefly he has blindness in both eyes due to bilateral

caculay dcgenevac cn of several yecars standing, complicated by x~xay and neuro- | / .
logical findings of sn intracranial lesion of the righe skull., On Januaxy S, 1971 = 77 AN
he was scea for this problem at the Riverxside General Hospi tal, Riverside, Ca..:’.f-
oraia-and plans were in progress for his hospitalization there with investigatio ”
by the neuzology staff snd consideration for angiogram (diagnostic ncu;o*‘urgical) DI
studies, These studies can be performed within tha Department of Corxrectfons, but
only with his cousent, which he is unvilling to give. - He is willing and able to
be hospitalized at Riverside General Hospital and has rveceived written assurance .
£ron Carter Noland, M.D. of that hospital that they are willing to adnit hia to -
the nospital there. 3Inmate Mazoxr has hospitalization insurance and is williag to

areng

.

assume the fimancial obhgacion of t‘ﬂs hospitalization, s‘muld his parole bs xa=- . d
‘ns..a"ed. oo . ) . ) ’ i
I 2 ot in a no*‘it on to comment on the wisdom, or lack chereof of inmate . ..
¥azox's refusal to accept fudther dfagnosis and trestment in tho D..partmcnt of o
Cor:cctz‘.oas. Hewever, I do have an overriding concern for his health status, and . S
feel that this is one of those rare instances where the inmate's dolicate medical <.
ard ;.rg:.c.;}’. prodleas con best be landled by those doctors who have pru.v..oualy . L 5

cared for him, and in whca he has the confidence and willingnoss to agree to what- .

ever neurosurgical proceduros are indicated in his casa. It is for this reason oLt

that I request that the Adult Authoxity favorably cons:.der n\y requast t:hat: bis
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ba-»rcuevcd, wit‘z t“m hope ‘that C’.xe Aduit Aut‘mority vwill see fix: to re= - :
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s Tclease

Tim ©o Che e

TouNs venT :"' "
W / 9274 -2 41" , .b8ing i‘lrst sworn under oath,

/ reséAts that he has subscrl‘bed to the forego:nng petifion and
does state that thd/information .therein. is.true and correct to
the best of his krowledge and beln.ef.,",.

PRUJEEA

. % -~
nisiia SIfiel

/Vu—ru/ &ﬂ’l /’[/ :

Sﬁgnature ogﬂu fiant

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN o .
. " before me this 45]—!’- day
0 2t 1777 . :
A %{th) Goary '
7)’7/6,«-%/ 2/ }_:74,4// -
) :., Y, Lotary Public

= "'My Commission expires: . .

-

CH g2 -7A - :

(Month, day & year)

| .

-~

.

" MARY ANN NEAL )

NOTARY PUBLIC- . CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SOWANO
My commission expires Apr. 22,

1972
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C - onDI:R DENlING WRIT, OF HABEAS CORPUS
_ - ’;':. i "’: . Crxmm'\l No 15”85
. .: “ e *. ) . . EN - ~ oo

CIN 'mn SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN BANK

SRR __4._ v FIDED
G ‘E. BISHEL, .Clerk' .
\‘ ‘ S. F. Depuly

"+ on Habeas Corpus,

Wright, ¢.J., diad not p'a'rti'c:ii)ate. ” ) e

H
. ‘ * B
1
i

Pet:.u:.on for \II‘lt of habeas corpus DENIED.

“Peters,  J.; and Tobrlner, J,, are of the opn.n:.on that the

resnondent should ‘be order;ea to show cause’ Mhy the relief prayed
. - i -
e, for should not be grtanued. . RV o . TR

Toed

-
"1, G. E, BISTEL, Clerk;of the "x preme Co 1t of R
“. State of O armin, do hio¥el by ccmf that the preccding o ‘
" iz atme copy. of an o" er cf this Cc.u't, as shown ay Do . c v -
.. the recoxds of 1y ofF . . .

.~

Witness @y, hand a;.d the seal of l‘*c Co.xr‘ t..;s e L / '
saM—Cop " ips? ﬁ%b 2
A , e i T Clucf Justice
RIS B:%% s n 7
. . Depx.‘yCcrk . N L
’. -\“\‘..-.: ' ' N :
S J
l;us.uu 3.70 2K ;or i . ) -
. : , i
é K./7l/ Br7 $ .
. -
i
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- || JOSEPH MAZOR,

Iland RAYMOND PROCUNIER and L. J. POPE,

EPHRAIM MARGOLIN

RAMSAY FIFIELD B .-

445 Sutter Street, Suite 501 = ...

Ssan Francisco, California 94108

Telephone: (415) 421-4347 ) o .

P - - e -

- . & Tmaa -

- aAus L

- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

P

Petitioner,
VS.e .. . -
. No.

THE CALIFORNIA ADULT AUTHORiTY, THE
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,

in their respective official capacities,

Respondents .

S A e e
.

BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLICATION
OF JOSEPH MAZOR FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS ) :

L g
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" 1| EPHRATIM MARGOLIN . e .
RAMSAY FIFIELD )
2|l 445 sutter Street,, Sulte ‘501" oL .
San Francisco, California 94108 -
3|l Telephone: (415) 42174347 S
4 .- . -
A
. 6.
i .
v7
P8
1 E
110
{15l TOSEPR=MRZORHEEE ) .
i: ] K3 e - - . )
121 - PetJ.t:Loner, e o e etmmeed aes )
TN s e Seeaien [IZIIRINETC ) Mo
:13'- - '-“Vs - J‘ )
.0 ) BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF
214 THE- CALIFORNIA-ADULT AUTHORITY, THE ) THE APPLICATION OF
ol CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, ) JOSEPH MAZOR FOR A
15. and RAYMOND PROCUNIER and L. J. POPE, ) WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
I -:.n«thelr respect:.ve official capacities,)’
16 R P )
Respondents. )
.17_ = e ) Donioem )
18l .. .. I. INTRODUCTION
’15 EER -—Iga‘;;:.ng stated his facts in the verified petition
20. 'h'erein, petltloner w:g._l_l_ make_no extensive effort to re-state
21 them :Ln this bnef As to the law petitioner seeks to apply to
22 these Ffacts, we draw “this court's part:\.cular attention to the
23 _following cases of recent vintage: Judge Zirpoli's square
24 holdlng on r:.ght to counsel in Ellhamer v, Wilson, 312 F.Supp.
25 || 1245, sept. 12, 1969; and Mays v. Nelson, N.D. Calif. No.
26 C—-70—-]:029, Feiaruary 16, 1971. See also: Hinnington v. Department
27 || of Coxrections, N.D. Cal., C-69-149, April 17, 1970; Wilburn
28l v. Nelson, N.D. tal., c-70-1402, November 25, 1970, and Judge
29l Warren Feynson's square holding on right of confrontation in
30| Hester v. Craven, C.D. Cal., 70-832-F, February 17, 1970;
31y /// R _ « /17
320/// /77
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Sc:“roelli. Ve G:..gnon, 317 F.Supp. 72; COmmonweald'x v. Tinson

247 A Zd 549 (Penna:).. : Copy of the as yet unpublishea opinions

kX - -

in b‘avs ancl Hes..er caseu a;e enclosed horein foz: the convenienc,o

of the cou*‘t. ~-.‘ 4 :' L. :;"_'

A

f}.; zza . LEGAL, cowszounucus oF wnvocamzod oF PAROLE

-’

In 1871, the, Virga.nie_. Couz:t gtated that a prifsonoz‘ B

~

“iz for the {,.ma being tha slava of .tha State.” £€in V., v. _'—:fi'-. <

CC:nonxqeal&, 62 Va. 790, 1871. Drm.ing the 9ucc°eding century

it bocame axioma..ic that pn..s.soners Aetain a cora of fundamoﬁ{,al '

rights, . g. 'In ze Browm, 67 Cal 2a’ 339 (1967) holding that & e

revoca'xtion of parole-cannoo ba beaged on a subsequent conviction

Rl

of' reli.gi.ous freedom. ~Nolan Ve Scmatz. 430 Feo 26. 548 (lat

Circ. 1970) ; U.S. ex rel Schustexr v. Herold, 410 F. 2d 1071

'fox..nd to be illegal; Cooper v. Pata, 378 U S. 546-——deprivation i

R
-k. ‘.

{28 Circ. 1969) c\,rt den. 396 v.S. 847 (1970); Jackson v. Bi shop_,

..

404 ?.2& 571 [{: ci.rc. 1968) .. Compa.rez - 'Revocation of probation ~-_:

based on violatio*xs of illegal condition of.’ probation. In xe X

Alle1, 71 ac 409 (1969), “In re Scarbox ough,-76 c.n.2d, 6487

Bevett V. b‘:o +h Carolina, 415 E‘ 2d 1316._. Parolees ara a class
L

P

of citi"ons whose freedoms have been conditioned , but whatever " - :

thae Stato 8 obligation on grz..nting a pax:ole in tha firut plac:e,

onca pa..ole is’ granted it cannot be revo\ed or auspanded "without

a CZUQB:‘ (r. c. Sec. 3063) and Califo*n*‘a courts will scrutinize

-

such a “cauae on habeas corpusg and release the prisoner if the

“cause” is nonoxictent (In o O"~iallgj_, 101 C.A 2d 80) oxr T

{nadaequate (In €a Brown, 67 Cal Zd 339; In re Schoonqarth, 66 )

PO S TS

-t
’

voy
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,and again, in Caféteria Workers v. chqug. 367 U.S. 886 (1961)

" see also, generally, K C. Davis, .

o = 0 .

cal. Zd 295, 302 (1967) )

s e
aem . .

Dlscretionary Just;ca, Baton Rouge 1969, pp. 126-133. L R

i - g%

have h‘s sentence reduced Fo. less than the maximum, once it is

.-c

8o raduced he acqui d a right to have his-aentence terminate on -

tha earlier daue estcblished abcent pome change which justifiev .

'-...

redete*minat*on. In the language of In ra McLain, 55 Cal Zd

73 (1960)' ._:;'5".:'3322} ,; v.J'f;-fn E-~ ?‘3:' "‘3 ;u: ;;

Setasie

at 1ess thun maximum, his 14berty, or denial

thereof, may not be mada to tur1 ,upon mere‘wﬁim,. )

caprica, or rumor.

- S Ny
R

55 Cal 2d at 87 (citations omitted).

—-a casa involving summary denial of access to plaintiff's place

.dep ivcd of 11berhy o‘ proporty b y tha

e e

Suporiﬂtendant's action, "6ne ﬁay not have a i;“‘x-J'

PRCN onstitu sonal right to go to Baghdad, but 'tha L

\ Wa subnit that the petitio1er ata not have a right to ':

.

"hus in redetexmining sent ance,_f-~a

-




"_of the a‘ctribuues of the sen’cencing a.t wnich counsel is
reqx.ired under }«:c‘nua v. Rhaz, sup"‘a, discu..sad infha, as to

'requ“e ra-—examination oﬁ oua procoss rights at revocation

-Govgrm"ent may not prohibit one from going
the*a unless by maans co*xsonant with due proces’é .

- .
<

of law T :567 g, s. at 894, * .- e

This position was zeaffirmed in Goldbexyg v. Kelly, 397 U.S.

254;. 262 (1970) ’ whcn the Cour?: sta'ced tha?: "[t]he\ constitu— .

tiowa}. challenc-s cannot ba an‘;zsered by an arglment that

public assi stmce be“ez:i.i.s ara a privilege and not a- “righi‘: s

See al.ao, shmi*o Vo 'I‘ho-np_,on, ‘394 U. S. 618, 627 n. .6 (1 59)."

It is im'oor*-ant %o keep in mind that terminad.on of

cc-mt::.ndanca o;. ‘a conas‘.tiom.l froedom" is not the only conue— .

quence of a parole ravocation hea;.ing in California. : L

‘l‘he fi.zz.t thing which hap-aens afte,. an alleged

pa?:ole va.olation i.s reported a.nd a decision is made to ”suspenc’i" .
\.
the parole ..nd Lake the parolee in custody pending a revocation

hearing is that his term is refi:fcd at maximum. See In ra Bro'm, -‘:

67 Cal 2a. 339 (1967). ‘I‘his procedure, we sunmit, has ‘so many .

Procceaings. ‘: '.~.: - :-_.

‘“\:

RERS

-

'u'-'-.\ It should also ba noted that determination o:E sentenca

1 at. 1988 than the ma;dmum is the almost univer.,al d" sposition

in COSC;; invo]v;ng indaterminata sentences. Far fro'n being zm

unugral, s—)ccial na.vor granted to a particular indiv:.dual by

a

foxgiving qovernmnt, i.t is the. usual moaa of dispogition and

tho penal'syz:tem depends .upon ;Lt ag much an the inmatos do.

o
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- ‘The w‘,akneus of rel 'iﬁg upon ‘the ri.ght—-privilege

(';"—!' -_‘.\w,-- o T PO .o
e A cm -

distmc..io*x in dec* d.ng dne processhqucsti'ons was pointea out

: . £ aa e 2
£33 S R LRt QA TR v—ro o -y - -
Lot ] .--.\-.n oo Tt .

law i"l parole *-avo\.a{....on heam.ng.. we"wz.sh co’ maﬂe clear one e

- - - —.-—-."—q.._ bt iy b
L WS SpUr T HERSR SniE 2 APRPRIR Syl T vz . o

m*’*tar v.hn.ch wa ara nol a::gumo'.' We do nou co"xte‘)d in this case

e oo -~

o5 g s :Z,‘ '.':' '.-. S‘yc
2ss hasaring

:-(by th g tez:*a ue

encompass :: presen’catio*x bf coun“el, confrontat:.o*x “of -evi ceﬁca N

= '..1:::‘-:‘"" eomE AL TR 5 K
and the r..ga +o ‘o-ec-em. witnes ses) on \‘;he ques ;.o. of " whet he*’*_
T iy frwadest

“"xis 5.@ a daci..io"x as '.,o wnether paro"e, o~1ca gran..ed, should

LN

D54 e
be rcvo‘ced. "‘he fo*me«. c'iac:.s on involve.. a‘juc«g’*ent of u.'
e RN \-... . ?.\-.-.-..-— - sY - *

m{. ngiblc—.-s of hman char ac..e‘. and banc.vior. " We ‘are not "besng "I

o e ek e e L
.- oo

c*it.:caz. but mex aly dascrip._ive Whot we ?desc :,be the decision to

fgran-'- {;:;;éla- ‘ao. &n 'e;.m-c;“p!{&:s. p*c;c;\s's-‘.i: Hiawever, g avocution of -
pa;fgl;em is’ a3 ma:tter of e"xtirely— “a_i“.-f_r.ere’wt é}z.azrac;.er. A fact,ual
dec.:s.;;"mt.st"'l;a ﬂmade as £ to ‘wnetr'x-e_r’ a apecific condi’d.on of .‘"_-:"
—p;_a:ole has beenﬁ:riolated A dec:.siou. 3 n i.h avea Vi‘*l ah*o.,t o

.o ) . o

a’w&ys be R‘ud@ on fac._ual evidance, In cther woro.s, *He

revocation decision is ezactlj that kind or. dacision w‘n.ch is besi

ade wa.t‘m.n the tvuthvf.m ng safegua...as ‘of those procédurcé ‘gen-

ra,Lly ch c eri ed \he basic gua:antv.e of dua process of

1‘..7.' Sﬁvc‘xt v. Pattercon, 385 U. s. 505 (1967)._'

‘“‘ho a.ac‘,s oSZ \_he p:esent caf‘e “fnvolve an 41l man,

po:.s;.bly as _[ing “‘o.‘. lack of sua.ge‘fy, who mu.;t wai{: 90 days bofo*e

P S et
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¥ 10

violgu.on of parole 8o that "investigation can, be had but no ._.- ..

‘one cares ‘to examine wnat is known, what co*xcai.vably could

yone passes on whather ox not ho ought to havc been pulled in
to cus tody imrediatoly prioz to plc.:'ned hospitalization; the

facts of h;‘.s illness were not prevented o the representative

3
.

of t]'l\.. Adulf: Aal.‘no ty c’lespita his timely wri’::ten raequest that.
« -l
they, be r*.u.ae aVailable. his ev,i.do-lca-—evonera-!:n.ng hinm of any .
' . ! .

ongdoi'xg', appaa..ed incorprehonsible o fthe repreee'n.acive of -

Adult Authozit y, who then decided to rule against the petitionox

wntil he could ‘ascertain the meaning of petitionex's defensesy

. .

yct, nei*-he;. originals nox coplas axe retainéd by the 2dult
Z*.uthor;.ty, pati(,io*xer 8 rcqx.est forx cou.ncel *‘:o prepare and . L
p::esc—nt his .testimony is den;.ed; petx._ioner was J.ncapable ‘of

zead:.ng aloud his co*:».en‘..ions to the Adult Authori*'y representa—

seen

t;..re, the wi‘cnesse against him cannot be questionea by him at: < ’

any poxn{.. r"‘ne whole “hea :mg‘1 is’ a mechan:.stx.c exercise in -

subte uc'e in wnich wna" we don't Lnow becom...s a cause for

3. A3

P .~*-

eXxonerate the pa citionex on the spote When the Aault Authority e
. o)

‘acts not because it is co*xvinced {:ha“- pati’c:.oner‘ ac..ed in a’ )

m.nrer requ...ring ravocation but because ixt did no’c bother to check

vnet_’n.er he 80 ac.,ed, wheﬂ the Aoalt Ru&or:.ty DOS _pones a ma‘cter :

.\‘

“foxr inve"'..igat.;.on“ {on top of the or...ga.nal aclay of 90 dc.ys)

e
e

withouf: con*idering patiticner's health cono:.tionu-oclcarly -

inju«*(:...ce is’ done. .

SR gt UL S LS e




Y P :,1;,, Y .:nTHE PAROLE “REVOCRTION DECISION +~-3F FIfnGi I
e T ‘FALLS WIRHIN THE CATEGORY OF C.LSIONS . P o
2 % o vnor REQUEIRING: An:DUE PRO\.L-SS HEARING--+ 635055 &
< L i . 1 ¢ .
=z ”Wo”elemmnts NUSu ba p“esent -£ox- the: Fcurteenth—ﬁmenameﬁt
}*‘ 41l Dre.! Process cLause to.app y.,~There_nu g béT boch’Sfﬁfa action and n
\. .- = B . - . .
: 5 éep*ivatiou af. "life, 11berny,~or"propertycuw-since -¢he 7
‘15 -X€ § erminaxlon oh_scntence—clea ly- 1nvolves state- action,*the ) )

. e~

_19,”1971, r*gh to Laep ona s nama o;f tho llat of excassiva’

only queStlonvis hhether tha paoceau*a LOLlowed by California-—~i

aeprlved the”pa¢olee of as p*oteched-*lght.hl«"*~ GERTLE ﬂ}_:-

nk s Since the. United StaLes—SuPLema .Court's" decision {...‘

-

on-the:right.to-counsel in-Giddontv. “Wainwzight 72 g8 3°S 2‘;EJ-
(1963)L the Cou*t*has axiténdéd the: 1th to Cdounsel“and- lother

procada al. guarantces of :anfalz. hea*ing uo seve*al proceeaiﬂg

other than the cr*minul t&ial itself.— These proceedings"Lﬁ %-:.”-f

lnclud“&;,all pre~trial.inter*ogatlon, .Escobedo V.- Ill*no*s, ::

378 U.S.,478 (1964), Ha ‘v. United States, 377 g. .Se- 201

(19641, Mirar .da e . Arlzo“P, 384 U S 436 (1966); any proceedingq

jLVGﬁ;’G conrt which m_gnt result in incarcera on, “In Ee ﬁ

Ghulu,~337 U.S. l- (cee belov) and senhencing, even when daferred

and handled at the tima of revocat101 o& parole, Vemna v.. Rhax,

supra; cCoﬁneYI v. ‘Rahay,. 393 U S. 2" (1968). Sce also Golébexg

v. Ke71v, 397 U.S. 2:4 (1970), rxght to con inuing welfa*e -¢5ﬂ::

c
{
I
z

-'.

paymyﬂts, and Wxsccnsin V. C01suaﬁtﬂncau, a9 USLW 4123, January

.

arinkers. See a’so Sca*asl’i V. GuanW, 317 P.Supp. 72 ( g\t

o counsel’:at: parolc revocatxow hearing) and COﬂmonw h. Ve hes

e et el ==L 0 T eEr o8 Pttt 3 e . L — a3 AU

. . . .
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o alléw the denial of due process of law, a one-man grand juxj,

s Coos Fen
e s.‘.. -t '&*q..\..~ L

”Hls language was ec\oed in a

=t:binding: dete

96, 103."

IERN .o

(1969) "o"nse’xd v. Burhe, 334 u. S. 736, 741 (1946) 5 Y

P T = s Al
h Y e T - A Y S .

Fanyﬂof “hase” dcciaions,

P PRGN
.. 2 =

e:...u...._.n TERRCT SO0 BRLLCDS

‘1\...,._-.7._..__.& La BTL SA

lunguage of the United States Sup ene Cou t in a caso involvxng

anothcr formerlv well~establlshed pLoceeding wnich was thougqt .

SNt : Soeses  nme

BT — TS

A ..u_..\......c.'- oD SETEETL L. Ll s

A person 's rlqht 0 reasonable notice of a charge

”His .Languaga occurs in In xe. ¥illiam Oliver, 333 U.S. 257, 275.

e .

= Ttizgainst him,- and &n’ opnortunity o be heoxd in his .
e ‘defense ~ a r*gnu to his day in court - akxe basic .,
&E Tin-our.systom of* it *ispruceﬂco; and those wignts . )
B ,incluue, as a minirum, a right to-examine the . ".°. = .-
N -.witnesses: against him,to ‘offer teS»lmOﬂy, -and T
. 7., to.be represented by counsel.‘ L . I_ S
oo tho Fighu el Seurssionn Siiic sl : - "

-
Rty \-._-..s- L IITTELIL

‘._- o tt = --.....‘.

procass.

procheolng, ¥anneh V. La;che, 363 U. S.

*{¥lhen gove*nrcntal agencies adjudicate'ér make
rminations which directly affcct the
legal xights. ok 1ndmviauals, it is imperative : .
that. those agencies use the procsdures which have
tradltionaxxy been assoclated thh the gudicxal

e, . T enae — i

In another ceczsion 11volving aamlnLSLrativa rlghts. the rivht uO

a secu*i“y clearance £or acc»ss to classm:ied informa;ion, the i

[Wlhere govevﬂ.angal actidn oerioxsly injuxres gn"
indiv*dnal, and the reascachleness of the gchion

derends on fact findings, the evidance used T

prova the government's

show _that it is_untrue.

casc

- Gx

mest ba discl o,ed to . - }'

the individual so that he has an opportunity to S

reena v. McElrov; 360

U S. 474, 496 (l°59) (enphas;s qcccd) .- .o T

Soe also h*llner V. Conmit ce on CH rac;o: ana rltn ss, 373 U.S.

And soce Jen <‘ﬂs 7. CKCl;hcn,. ) U s ¢ 23 L.Ed.

. R

v, Hew Yor:c, 337 u.s. 241 (1949) BT 2 N
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‘the revocaticn of

“'~'In «1~for11a our cou“ts have evidenced an incrcqsiug

. B -

concern with p ceaurul due process 11gh in admlnlst*ativa

: - . I

hearing““{gTh ign“ to teTthone sexvice nag not be removcd -

w;thout a QLS pvo s¢.hearing 5nc1vd ng COQfZOnLag*On,-baOSS*

examina ’loﬁ and coun¢ol.. Sea Sckol v. Public’Utili*

65 C*1.2d'"47.. In E

the courzt hud befovo it a claiﬁ to a dus p*oce;s hearing on §he

- - -, -

basis thut the Comm_aJioner o* Corpor«t*ons was inJ inc the

fs *lgh to'méﬁe'a lxvzng. -The courﬁ upﬁeld th;s riqnt
'ing, szating: e el S
* Fundemental | fairmess recuives that an inamvi—'_“_-”i
dual be pexrmifted to Gofend nimsalf publicly et
against cfficial chavqca, hewever informal,. - R
which threaten: to stain his pe *SOﬁal and pgofes~--
sionzl future. S
T : 68 cal.2d at 180.

_Any pex son whoze f£reedom to pursus his profes=—
‘siop-is seriously restricted dy an official B
. actdcn or course of conduct designed to dis~l . & R
. couracge ‘his employment ™My COR ovl the government’ -;1‘
to ﬂffo*d him a hearing complying with the ... - .-

xg.

at 1730 . . A
’ _Proccoural due procass rcqai“cs ﬂobice, ‘confron- . -
tion and a-£full pea:iﬂq whenevexr action by a - - ..

ue a pxivate c~cuoat10n. o
N o Id. at 172.. : o ST

IS t e .o . ,'..«,'-_.' A " PR . .
. N . . . . " N

. o . e . ., .

" £reedom to purs

L. Ve snbm*t that the .concexrn vmuh due proco»s richts

i !

in the cases vwe haVQ descex bvd must influince, aud be appl*cd in

i
**ole proceedivgo sincL these are of equal i€

cuncc thun tho procecdlrgs “chh hava already

no% grcatox signdfl

(O
(G}

been ‘accorded tha benefit of dua proceso hearingg. 2ot LN

.

*trad_ulonhl rcqui*cmenga of due PprocessSe- - . . - J;,Q3

ties Commissi.n}:

d’c* Ve Scrutvbark, G8 Ca*.-d 162 (1968), o

s
.

state SiQﬂ*LiCunulj *uya_*s an individual's . - - - .. ;
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In {:he casa Of In ré Gault}) 387 .5. 1 (1867), “he

d thc bencvoa.cn‘.. vencer of pa:ccns patriae, :‘r_oc:f.cd

. P JEF I ’ e .
az’ the .;ubst .ncc of juvena_’e cou;.t'p;.oueed:.ngs ~anc’1 their con~

[N [N

se .acncas, and c’ieue::mi ned ‘dla’c.'-"e “["}f_:....ure o observe U‘ze

fundarental r\.quirer:.e*n.s of due: p;..oce ss nas.resulfed-in instanced, -,
which mi"ﬁ- h«..va been avoidcd, of unZairness to individuals and

-

TR

inadecuate ox inaccurate fix‘dir\g° of Fackt and wnfortunate

387 U.5. at 19- 20. ,l ST

‘ -

.,

prescripticns of rem.,c.y,

«£)

. '.The :.mact o Gault in ‘&nal ccous areas vas emp‘uas:.:ed
2ovoh

.Jj the ‘.Eev.%.h C."cuz.t‘s dac:.s:.o*x in Herviord v. pa "’4\,_, 396 LY

\
.1"" case .:.nvolvaa a habeas c0'fpuf' -

=.2a 3903 (10th c~&L 1968) .

p..ocacdz’.ng o:::cugm. b_[ a x::o\.bcr on beh g of her 501 who Had S

LR [ -~ .o

'b b*z co'"'\‘ t’ced %o a <*taf;e t.....ivz.ﬁng .Jcrool :Oa. tne £eeb’ e-n..nced

PEER W — o

Tha cour"' noued Ulat"
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RIS & I ; ’:“[W‘c havo a situatfon in which the liberty of an°

. iruiv~’“al 13 at staké, and wa think the reesoning .
in Gault emnha&;chl1g -applies, It mattors not L

whethor: the. - procc;c*ngd ba lubCILd civil‘ ox

'érlmgna" oxr whather, thae subject matter be.mental
instability, oz ﬁ“veﬁl*o delinquency. It is the . ;
-1iklihood-of involuntary incarxceration -- whothox|’®
: for punichmént ag an a2dult for a crima, rehabilitdtion .. f.
uS & 3Lvenxle for &elinguency, oxr trecatment and BRI

s e »

training as a,fccole—m_nded oxr mental incompztenty—

w
,

I.K'
F N

;as'iiwhich commands observance of the constitutional

Pt osafeguards of due process. -Where, as in both proceedings
" for juveniles and mentally deficient perzons, the o«
state undertzkes to act in parens, patx f*ae, it has the
_inesc pable duty %o voucnfafe due process, »

DT 396 Fa2d at 346. .- C e LT,

~ oy Tt

a....‘. .. Lot P S > L :~ -

Hl'\ .-
.
.

n”Thié staté ment ig illumiﬁazed by the 001ca“r,ng opinion

B! of Juage Browning in sunrm v, Cal;;o:nza Adult Authority, 395 T

. . . . . ave a8

. Y C e
12 e, .28 445, 449 (Sth cir. 1967). : Sl CoL g T

"No Qoubt the State of C“liporﬁla nay ado R A
2 system of indetorminate se“-eﬁcing and craaue a -
“non—jnc*czal agency to “dmln stcr the systewm without -
violat:ng ne Constitution of the United States. N
But -the existence of this powexr does not imply a |
T further povexr in the State to immunize its acts,
- through its adninistrative agency, fron the 3tricuures
- of the Fourteenth Anendrent., | ’ S L

. -

. The judicial imposition of a life sentence upon ..~ -
"zppellant iz no more than a legislatively mandated o
- devide for u&angbcrrlng the senteacing function fron
~ the state court to the State administrative agency T,
with a grant o: jurisdicticn over appellaat's L.
pexson for a period suf:;c*cutly loa g to cnable the

T agency to.perform its anc ions uader the State's,
"indcterminate seatencing law. Use of. that device LRI
. cannot bo seized upon as a meang to valicddte ‘whatover

22 0 e ackion tha adh*n&utratlvc agency might ‘st b,cl"ﬁnhﬁy
AR : - _ ' choose to take, no mattoxr how seriously tho appellant |
' 23 " <+ 7 night be iajured, and without regard to whether the -
e e e Y agency's’ actlon was arbitrary, basically unfaix, - ..
26 1 ... oxr ind ividually discriminatoxy." . - o

25 L oe * vihen the Califoxnia aduls hor;tj enpcred e

. * oxder of July 3, 962 *c~zn_nq appellant’s sontenca
26 at ton aznd ono-half years, it snbstant;«lly axtended
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M=o

, the prxaon term which aapellcnt \ould ba reguired
.to - serve. Appollant's challenge to tho constitut ioﬂalit
- of ‘that ordor cannot be answvered by protending that
. .+ s*nothing-xroally occurred, wmercly becarwse.a state couxk;
~cl.- f£ive ycars carllp_,.had entered an. ordox £izing
. 7. appellant’'s,meximun torm at iifo.+-The action of the
Board was- atate action. it deprived appellant of
; *libexty; if ‘it did so ‘without due process of law,' .
'f‘t ¢ 'or Genied appellant "the egual protect ion of the lawvs
- LL cffcnded thoe Fouruconcn XEcndﬁﬂnto

PRI ': - . .. T A A ‘

. . t vy
[y

.

PR H
. o7

IL mast bo uo“"d f\at the Suproma Court rezuscg Lo "

ate a?

acc;de conétitqtlonal quo stiong such as this on the basis Qf o

“lcbaléf."-lnstead, the Court looks at the following elements:
_”‘:“The ﬁreci e nuture "of the intorest that has beon
s <. ccversely fCCch, the manner in which this wags
‘done, the reasens for doxng 1%, the availeble
:alternatives to tha procedure which was followed,

e e o and the balance of hurt coqvlalned of and R
. “,good accomplished « ¢ o o7 AnL‘-Fc901 £’ Committee
. Ve I’IC\J th 341 U So 123( 163; (J.951) Justlce . .
__Z:rankiurter, concurring). . B Tt WA
N T L. S

] Ko
t

Thero can, be no queotion thac the precise interests in=

volved here-are life and ‘1iborty. But for the Aault Authority's ;
2 .
action the Petltioner woulﬁ not now ho in,arcerated, noz would

- TN
B AT

his sentenca havo bcen reset to a longor’kerm, pasod upon a
factual dctermination of events which occur‘cd out sido the pris Oﬁ;
The Adult Anthority ahonld not Lsolate from Judicial roviow tha
decision to redecermino senteDCcs by the procedural acvico of

ng 1t an automatic OCCUrrence upon the happoning ‘of cowma othew

¢
.

event, naﬂoly parole revocation. : b,n S .

Ye would like onco agann to turn to Menmva v. Moy, sunre

: ?ha Washingﬁon proccdurc-thera undox scrutiny requized tha trial

juége to sentence tha convictod falon to the maximum torm provicded

,-_‘.'..' R T N <




[P

by law in-ovezy cases Sinco this was tho judge's only function at

°cdtcrcing a2nd. since h*s ch1d well b cribcd as mini texial,
. e T j R
the si?té‘a*auea tho U. S. Supzom u*t +HaL the richt o councel
to e - K% .« o .

at this p:oceeding wis, a me;e.ﬁorzalit . Tho U.S. c"p*cme Court

re%ectc ¢this azgumeni, pointin b3 that-the sentencin vdgs mado:’
3 <!

a zecomR endation to the Boazd of Pa:o_c ag to tho actval mzscianm

term and, foxr the effect it would ha va on «his decizion alo .
couvmsel. wa S auvhnuaceous and requized Zo be appointed fox an S
Y - .. - - . . - -
indigent. C Mcroa is co::ect lt,c;n“ot b, argued that counsel is:
. HeEpe : g

not required whe*e a cccis‘oh is made Le—¢ih-hg a sen tencoi at _l
maximum and :evoking a co“d* ional freadom previocusly g ntcd.

Sea algo:' Burns v. U;s., 287 U.S. 216 (’932}—“evoc_txon o£'~.

v ad

probation; and Eleanos-v. Hammond , 116 28 982 (6“1 Circ. 1941)~'
.-“ . * . . ) !v‘
-t N . . ' , [P
wavocation of conditional pazdo y Govarnc Sco also, ; {
. . ' . X ‘. .". N
Sca:pelli'v.*Gaqnon,'“upra, Cormrenuaslith v.'Tinson, SUDTE. 2
e T e : .

ir Wilburan v. Nelson, z«.n. Cali.f..u.o. c~70 1402,

PR

coavicition of the use oc a stolen card wh le on paro’e c*d not

. . .

justify're—setting of ti burn’ g voﬁke“cc, tbe coa*t ho?a*ng uhat::

. . s, .

el Te L oo any ﬁ“ocboaang° wh:cﬁ, in essence may - .
DEAEARCUN S S enhance the possibility of incarceration
L% must be attendant with principles of due process, -

includ *ng "coreocqtut4ons of. couauel.“ (At; P- 2)»

o i -, .. -

" In Hays'v."Nelsoé,‘N.D. Calif.:No. c-70 1029, de. 1G,

1971, defendant was:convictcd of am de fotzy eleka w»x’e on parole and

. N .

pleadad guiltv to one chargc of violating his p*vo1o conditions but

the Couzt found that the £ Authox L; had bc’ove *iL erroneous

information cohccrnzng th pc iowe-, and s.atcd'
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,had witneoses to prove his case where hia docanentary avidenc

" consis tcd sololy of a written report submitted by a pa olo offs

e o o« Liad petitiomex “ﬁcn -affoxrded basic procoduzal
. afcauarug including right to counsel, ho coulé& have .

3 3
. adviced the Adult: ‘Authority that he had not beea T

.Q'
.

“chaxged with, aﬂsault with a deadly weapon, cotld have
A ‘axgued that, altuonrn a f“cchnical v*ola icn of .nis
S prroTc.contrach, the altercation was xeally in the
natuxe of & fanily dz outad « o, <" (Bt Ppe 2). ..

’

¢

ﬂ:},'f Tn Ellhomer v, Wilson, 312 F.Supp. 3245 (1969) dofendant,

was accuﬂcd of commlssion of a robbezry while ‘on parole. The Couzt

,set asida the rovocatloﬁ of his pazole stating that Cal* oxnia’

ate a8

SUb-

then the -

argurents to the contxaxry “partake cf the mystlcalr. o o if

Y N c .
s tarce 19 to have anj ln ’uﬂnc on lecal conclusione,

ztension of’a pxcvxoualy fixed "engenct to life must be dcemed

.

(NO«Q 5). . .: ’ . ." ‘... . e

.. . I’

a pgnalty.

seat case, Petitioner. naf;

By contrast, in the p vas

convxctcd of any act donc during his pa:olc.

-,

“hus, it could not

gucd *Hat he hud a 'trlal“ CSgaolxah*ng his guilt of an offens

B

ba a

wbich woald also °u£fice to c«use zeVOca ion of hls parole. Puxthe

i3 -

Pauztzone. did nog nle d gu;lty to tha chazceu.

phggica’ cv;dcnca refutl 1g and eaplalning all ‘of thc cna:ge

.

Pe toner

(Y
ptel

«
He

..\,

o

T8 was

not conclusive.' In the words o£ veno" v. Rhay, 389 U.S. 12 8, at

137, hx° prcdxcamcnu rasult ted’ in "

;”.:imgosxtzon of sentence

L] .

“e baeed on the alloged commission of of&enses fo* which the

.

. W - .'-.

accuscd [vaal nevez ‘tried.™ f- o f:,;‘: -'y

.
.

P
s

In Hoster v. Cra vcn,’supr“, ovidenca hrains“ petition

t)
Y]

{p- 43 (Lo do not Lﬁox w“ethor in ¢ha present case;cven “that w

avallabla against Potitionez. Only a list o cthgo was givon -’

[¢]




+o hinu_'The,court ‘chax caerized the iscue: . .

7, fyhether the Californiz Adu Anuho i¢y, cons i tent -

,xvitn the .Due ;Loc:sw Clause o; tho' Fouxtecrnth
‘Tmendrent, cgn rboebcrm¢re the schience of a

e pa;olee to a loscer term baced upcna a -factuol

DL det rermination of .eveznts which occcugrzed outside
.+~ *.%¢ha priscn without giving ¢he paroliee the

Wl rirnu <o confront and croas—a/amzra the witnesse

" jagainst him.” (p, 5) ) . \ .ot

4

.
« .. . .

Theve, &s here, petit lonnr chullcngcs the procvdu e invoked to

TR

aryive at the e-aetermin““*cn; tne facktual’ dete*mznut_on of

cvents upon ‘AICa the decision was basoa and the Lzoﬁu to a

éee proce ss hearing.” The couzt citea Green v. MCElroy, 360 -

U.S. 474, 496 (19)9) as follows: Y . Lo

J®Certain p inciples have remz:nca ralativaly
e ¢mmmtcbie in our jurisprudence. One of these © e
S BT ig that whexe govornmental actiox sericusly in-
. - jures an individusl, and the reascnableness of :
_ the acticn deponds on fact findings, the evidzace )
R iused to prove t{he Government's case wust be dis— .
Y “closed to the individwal so that he has &n .
© . opportunity to show that: it is untrue. While
.&this is important in the case of documentazy
evidence, i 4s even more important whexe, the
. . evidence consists of the tGuﬁ*mOﬂy OL“lﬁQlV"GUkls
., whoSe ®REmOTXy mlghit be fauilly ox who, in Fact, W
~ 7 might be porjurers OX perzons motivated by R
.-, malice, v~noict1vencss, intolc 2nce, ~cjnaiCﬂ,
. - ... ox jeslousy. We have formalized these protec— -
fi,5%--. " tions in the recui;cmewts of co1£ro#tatlon and
- ¢zoss —examinatlon. el e cin .

-

20 simlla& affect is Workman V. au:nar, D. Utah No. C*29968, :

gusb 12, 1909 holdixg that vy parolca hgs conbti UulCual

zights to e amiﬂe thnc°bes ‘undex oanhs,“ ba ‘conf rOﬁLca by his
S

)

accusersd and %o hava"a auupoona powhr during parole revocation

arings-—-and o hava pi ublic hcaLlng rathor than star chazbex

’:J‘

procecdings. Lt . ': :
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In the case of Auea .

rnntio"cd in the Sxauaue neans an “ef ecc*ve

3
[y
3

Lautlg, unde‘ +his sec ion we w;oh to doal with the

.o ?

argument +hat a Gue -process hear&ng on pa*ola-revoca zion would he
- . i .
1npracticab =0 ‘Tnis i Lrequvntly the on*y excuse put foxvia

block D“ocucural‘L;chis and is’ pa;tlcula ly-inaéﬁaL te 3n the con-

.-
. . -

xG to

e"“ of parole zuvocabion hcarlngs si.ca fedexral prisoners and

e
e

in

w

e

ghoab of:a m:‘abe,~ of sLatC° now-hqvb due process hearing righ

revocation of parole proceed;ngu. “ha development of the fcderal

Tasr *s p“r cu?arly illuminating. Congress-enacted a scheme - vexy

similar to that which W° have in Cal*fc*nxa st thng that a pazolce
vho is aller;d to have v1ol-“ed a co.é tion o£ his parole "shiall

te given an oooortunity to appeax beroze said Boaxd [0& pa*ole,.

Buttcrwo*th, 297 ? Za 776 (1961 D.C. Ciz.)d,

NS

is wording rneans “that the appearance zight

+ * -

the Cou hcld ;hat

thzs was a facﬁ—flnding process the paro’ee hqa the zlgnt to

anpoa* with, couusel and had the right to pvc"ent.witnesges. Evex

°11c0 this dccia;oﬁ the feue*al ‘parole ﬂroc eélngo have operatcd

A

withiﬁ this procLqua, and nod part‘cula 0qﬂpluin: has been h' x&

The claic

.COuCO ing the aifficuley in nanaglng ‘ede'al 3aroleoq.

PR

ox -ighto of conf*onta fon, croas-examlvatlon ana. coTouxsovy

v_Oﬁess fozx witreoees resulted 11 ‘a oplit declsion in Hyser v.-

Recd, 318 F.24’ 255 (D Ce CLr.), but apncars vind.cuned *n e gvc-

7. c&aven, Supxza, decid;a cnly laah mouth._ Tha State of M*ch*cun

“

allows f£ull procoduxal wigh ts"o a pergon accuced oA a pa*ole
. V.
zutes Annot. Sec. 28 2310 (195&)) and stll!

See Sklax,

v*olh ion’ (chhlgan st

has one of the hichest rates of parole‘of all Bcates.
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Tete »
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o
«

ot ._.nd ”*ac =ice in "ronag.i on ancl Parole Pﬂvocat:'.cn Iica rinq.,,

2007

55 JOnrxal ‘cf Cr.z.runal I.c.w 175, (’ 964). E\mong other states . 3
{

a;.’c*airg‘ 'u i pxocxadurql "'icrh'::s :Ln such hea:ri gs is 2laska
s [

- et .
(':{o..,mn Ve Sba\.c, 404 P.‘.d 7.,9) .. The Rep ozﬂ— of ¢he Prosideni's

¥

Cemmission. on f.aw Em.o b ofore; .en and P.dmi’zis'.:s:ag:_on of Justice titled

“the Challenge of Cri:r: in a I«‘;:ee Society“ states ak P. 150
.- - The cximinal & rial process is .‘nO\_ the only one
S in wsica 2 person may be Geprived of hic liboziy.
sis.e . - The rovocatzica of probatica, and ba;:o._e presents Y
.- '.: an egual threat, and though the ’icc i issucs in
e It ‘.,ucn procezedings aze seldon c\,..nl*ca.,co., the

7 factual issues may be « « « ’ec’al assistance chould

et p;.o..,ecd:mcrs. . o o .

Tor a ..hov”ox.c'h aiscuss...o*z of cur‘..ent'law 'in he arca see ...ne

élasenw.ncr om.m.on of J‘udc*e Celeox:ee‘,e in Rosa V. }as': ins, 368

.:s__:{ n::'.g.ﬂ 7T L. CONCLIUSTON -
A{: his pax ole revoca’d.o-x z:ca.ci*xg patit one::".was

en'c:!.‘c?.ed to those bo.SiO p:r:o\.cdm-al ~'.1¢'nts v’z ch insure the

“r "

i-a..,ecu.x.{:y of tne ct-f di.‘.g p;.ocess. Pet io“er was cﬁ’“i\,led :

to coxmsbl,_ine”rig‘\{_ to a sm.eay hccu:ing, tne right efs.cc'w.vely

"to p*arcmt evi&o*xce and to co*opel {.es‘cimony and aocm sents, "
f:ne r...gn:‘- to. concront accusers by near.mq ev:.aenc against ) .

him and c:-:oss—exam.ni-lg his accusexzs, ana ¢he rlcht to a

reasoned basis fox zhe aec...s:Lou to rovonc his pa roles.:

These basi.c ic'h\..., were not accorded wﬂ’-i“ioner, who

placed in grave danger by raason of this dcni.,.l. Accoxréingly,

[

wes
petitionoxr respectfully submits that t'rxc rolio‘. pzavcd for should

- 17 ~

—mmime g m et = - e
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.- be, p’ovv &ea in pavolie and px:o.ao.tio*x revo cation L
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be granted.

DATED:

l
«
IR

May 4, 1971.

S-/-.cvlg( :

Respectfully submitted,

EPHRAIM MARGOLIN
RAMSAY FIFIELD

v By i

\RAMSAY I;]}IELI}/






