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PAROLE BOARD
LEVERETT SALTONSTALL BUILDING, GOVERNMENTCENTER

100 CAMBRIDGE STREET, BOSTON 02202, NOVEMBER 6, 1973

Honorable John F. X. Davoren, Secretary ofState, State House,
Boston, Massachusetts

DEAR SIR; In accordance with the provisions of Section 33 of
Chapter 30 of the General Laws, as amended, recommendations for
legislation are submitted herewith, together with drafts of bills
embodying the legislation recommended. The form thereof has been
approved by the Counsel for the House of Representatives.

Very truly yours.

PAUL A. CHERNOFF

HOUSE No. 98

Chairman
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1. AN ACT RELATIVE TO THE INCLUSION OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES
OF THE PAROLE BOARD AND THE DEPARTMENT OF CORREC-
TION IN GROUP 4 OF THE CONTRIBUTORY RETIREMENT SYS-
TEM.

This is the same bill filed this past legislative session as House 907.
The Parole Board Personnel whose positions would be reclassified
perform duties which are as hazardous as those positions already
classified in Group 4. Because assisting parolees in making the
transition to the community is extremely difficult, parole personnel
constantly work under pressure which may lead to physical
disabilities. This bill will provide an additional option to those men
who, because of injury or poor health can no longer maintain the
exacting pace required of them.

2. AN ACT RELATIVE TO THE TEMPORARY DETENTION OF PARO-
LEES.

The existing language of G.L. c. 127, s. 149A, which permits
parole officers to detain individuals on parole up to fifteen days,
appears to be of dubious constitutionality in that it provides no
readily ascertainable standards to guide a parole officer in making a
decision to detain a parolee. The proposed bill tightens the existing
language.

Secondly, the proposed bill allows individuals to be detained at
state correctional facilities, rather than only at local jails or houses of
correction as is the case now. Because of substantial transportation
and funding difficulties, parole officers are often severely inconve-
nienced in locating a place of detention near their assigned areas,
particularly in the case of women parolees, who must be brought to
the Suffolk County Jail from various parts of the state.

RECOMMENDATIONS.
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3. AN ACT AUTHORIZING THE CHAIRMAN OF THE PAROLE BOARD TO
APPOINT LEGAL COUNSEL AT PAROLE REVOCATION HEARINGS.

This proposed bill is similar to House 6680, filed during the
current session, which would create a right to counsel at all
revocation hearings. The proposed bill being submitted for the
upcoming session is more consistent with the April, 1973, decision of
the U.S. Supreme Court in the case of Gagnon v. Scarpelli, which

the appointment of counsel at hearings where the hearing
body (the Parole Board) believes that, with respect to the issues
involved, it would be fundamentally unfair for the parolee to
proceed without counsel.
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