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STATE OF NEW YORK - BOARD OF PAROLE

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL DECISION NOTICE
Name: Hooks, Daquan

Facility:-Livingston CF

NY SID

Appeal Control No.: 09-056-18 R

DIN: 15-B-2823
Appearances:

Ann Connor, Esq.
Livingston County Public Defender's Office
6 Court Street, Room I 09
Geneseo, New York 14454-1043

Decision appealed:

August 17, 2018 revocation of release and imposition of a time assessment of 15.
months.

Final Revocation
Hearing Date:

August 17, 2018

Papers considered:

Appellant's Letter-briefreceived January 3, 2019

Appeals Unit
Review:

Statement of the Appeals Unit's Findings and Recommendation

Records relied upon:

Notice of Vioiation, Violation of Release Report, Final Hearing Transcript, Parole
Revocation Decision Notice
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The undersigned detennine that the decision appealed is hereby:
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_Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated
Modified to _ _ __
acated for de novo review of time assessment only
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_Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated

.Vaoa·ted for de novo review of time assessment only

Modified to _ _ __

.t%firmed . _Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated
_Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only

Modified to-- - - -

If the Final Determination is at variance with Findings and Recommendation of Appeals Unit, written
reasons for the Parole Board's determination must be annexed hereto.
This Final Determination, the related Statement of the Appeals Unit's Firidings and the separ te fi
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Distribution: Appeals Unit -Appellant - Appellant's Counsel - Inst. Parole File - Central File
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STATE OF NEW YORK – BOARD OF PAROLE

APPEALS UNIT FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION
Name:

Hooks, Daquan

DIN:

15-B-2823

Facility:

Livingston CF

AC No.:

09-056-18 R

Findings: (Page 1 of 1)

Appellant was sentenced to three years followed by three years post-release supervision
upon his conviction of Assault in the second degree. He was released on community supervision
in March 2018. Several months later, he was charged with violating multiple conditions of his
release by (among other things) violating the law by operating a vehicle with a suspended license,
failing to notify his parole officer of his contact with police and arrest, and possessing drug
paraphernalia. Appellant’s parole was revoked at a final revocation hearing upon his unconditional
plea of guilty to a single Rule 6 violation for failing to report his police contact and arrest. The
remaining charges were withdrawn. This appeal ensued.
Appellant challenges the August 17, 2018 determination of the administrative law judge
(“ALJ”) revoking release and imposing a 15-month time assessment on the following grounds:
(1) the ALJ failed to consider any factors pursuant to Executive Law § 259-i(2)(c)(A) – which
governs discretionary release on parole – other than the violation charges without considering the
circumstances of the charges or other aspects of his adjustment; and (2) the 15-month time
assessment was excessive.
The record reflects Appellant, who was represented by counsel at the final revocation hearing,
pleaded guilty to one charge with the understanding that the ALJ would impose a 15-month time
assessment pursuant to the parties’ agreement. The guilty plea was entered into knowingly,
intelligently and voluntarily. Consequently, his guilty plea forecloses this challenge. See Matter of
Steele v. New York State Div. of Parole, 123 A.D.3d 1170, 998 N.Y.S.2d 244 (3d Dept. 2014); Matter
of Gonzalez v. Artus, 107 A.D.3d 1568, 1569, 966 N.Y.S.2d 710, 711 (4th Dept. 2013).
Recommendation:

Affirm.
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