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STATE OF NEW YORK-BOARD OF PAROLE 

APPEALS UNIT FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION 

Name: Rodriguez, Rodolfo 

Facility: Shawangunk CF 

Findings: (Page 1 of 1) 

DIN: 95-A-3656 

AC No.: 12-021-20 B 

Appellant challenges the November 2020 determination of the Board, denying release and 
imposing a 18-month hold. Appellant is incarcerated for multiple offenses. In one, Appellant was 
committing an armed robbe1y when he shot and killed a police officer who attempted to arrest him. 
In the second, Appellant robbed three victims at gunpoint in two separate incidents. In the third, 
Appellant sold a controlled ·substance. Among other things, Appellant argues that the Board failed 
to specify the COMP AS scales from which it depaiied. 

A review by the Appeals Unit reveals the decision fails to specify the particular COMP AS scales 
from which the Board depaiied. 9 NYCRR § 8002.2(a). As such, a de nova interview is appropriate. 

Recommendation: Vacate and remand for de novo interview. 
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