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SENATOR LOUIS F. KOSCO (Chairman): We are going to
call this meeting to order, and address the issue in the report
we received. I will ask for a quorum call. '

MS. SZILAGYI (Committee Aide): Senator Smith?

SENATOR SMITH: Here. |

MS. SZILAGYI: Senator Matheussen?

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Here. -

' MS. SZILAGYI: Senator Girgenti?

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Here.

MS. SZILAGYI: Senator Cowan?

SENATOR COWAN: Here.

MS. SZILAGYI: We have a quorum, Mr. Chairman.

SENATOR KOSCO: Is there anyone who needs the report
who does not have a copy of the report yet, because they are
available? The Commissioner has made them available. (no
response)

Please note that Senator Scott has come in. It was
nice of you to come.

SENATOR SMITH: Nice of you to invite me.

SENATOR KOSCO: The purpose of this meeting is to
review and discuss the May 18, 1992 independent consultant's
report on the Electronic Monitoring and Home Confinement
Program administered by the Department'of Corrections. Let me
open today's proceedings by thanking the Depattment of
Corrections' Commissioner, Mr. William Fauver, and his staff,
for appearing for this special meeting of the Senate Law and
Public Safety Committee.

Given the urgency of the problems with the
DOC-operated Electronic Monitoring and Home Confinement
Program, we must begin today to review the report and its
findings in a careful and deliberate manner. It is my opinion
that the review of the independent consultant's report on the
New Jersey electrically monitored Home Confinement Program and
the implementation of major departmental changes will help the



people of New Jersey begin again to have confidence in the
management and the operations of the program.

Our goal 1is 'a simple one: New  Jersey must have
confidence in the Department of Corrections' program. People
want to know what went wrong. Whether it was simply a failure
of the equipment or human error, people want to know that these
mistakes will never happen again: Our commitment in our
Committee is to find the answers to these concerns. After
people read the consultant's report, they will find that there
are serious problems with both the equipment and the management
of the DOC program. In my opinion, no electronic monitoring
program of this magnitude, as was identified in the national
consultant's report, should be run by interoffice memos,
without a policy and without a procedures manual. These .
practices are wrong; wrong as management péactices, wrong for
the people of New Jersey, who want accountability for programs
that safequards the public well-being.

Frankly, I don't understand how the Governor and the
Commissioner could have implemented and made plans for the
rapid expansion of the Electronic Monitoring Program without a
well-coordinated management plan. Therefore, given these
misquided priorities, let me send out a directive: We have no
cheoice. The Electronic Mdnitoring Program must be made
shipshape, with all the major reforms we will agree on, by
October 1. The Committee feels that is plenty of time to give
to the Department to make these changes and get the program
back on course, so we can continue with the program.

On behglf of the Committee, I have asked the
Commissioner to provide me with written updates every two weeks
as to the changes that are being made and how they address the
problems in the report. I expect specific references regarding
how the 20 report recommendations are being satisfied through
major policy changes. The crimes allegedly committed on April
2, 25, and 29 by inmates in the Electronic Program should, in




my opinion, not have happened. Furthermore, I am outraged by
the apparent 1lack of coordination between Digital Products
Corporation, the electronic bracelet company, and the
Department of Corrections. How such confusion, misinformation,
lack of information, and possible contract renewal could all
have occurred without the public or the Legislature being
informed of the problems, is unbelievable. It is a shame that
major public policies, which should have been in place prior to
the expansion of the plan, were not.

How could the New Jersey Parole Board be granted
permission from the Attorney General in 1991 to place parolees
in the -electronic bracelet program? This practice is
especially troublesome, as the following passage from the
consultant's report indicates:

"Program administrators report the Parole Board has
since sought an opinion of the Attorney General, who advised
that they have the authority to place parolees in the program,
and are not bound by Corrections Department restrictions. It
is their opinion that the Parole Board has, in the past, sent
them questionable clients."

I am shocked about this point. We, as a Committee,
are already debating whether the criteria for eligibility for
the Electronic Program are the right ones. I find it offensive
that another agency can unilaterally disreqard the public's
will or the guidelines, and place inmates in the program who
would not normally be granted parole.

The November 16, 1990 memo on eligibility guidelines
for the Home Confinement Program set forth four major criteria
which make certain inmates ineligible for the program. New
Jerseyans have a right to know to what extent these guidelines
have been ignored. Let me highlight what I believe to be a few
of the key quotes within the report which wunderscore the
seriousness of the problems in the electronic bracelet
program. This is in parts of the report:



"The program was run by interoffice communications-
forms. No policy and procedure manual has ever been
promulgated by the Department. There ‘is no collection of
policy and procedure memos maintained in a central location
which is accessible to program personnel."”

Page 4 of the report says: "The program has a poor
management information system." Also on that page it says:
"The Parole Board has bequn assigning parolees to EMHC
irrespective of the program's exclusion criteria."

Page 6 says: "Nothing the inmate did allowed him to
escape detection of the initial tampering with the transmitter
and subsequent curfew violations. The failure to detect these
actions was due to equipment and supervision failure."

Page 5: “During the summer of 1990, there was a
feeling among field officers that the equipment did not work,
with the primary problem being an excessive number of tampering
problems. In the fall of 1990, Assistant Commissioner Howard
held a meeting with Commissioner Fauver in which the Monitoring
Program was discussed. Commissioner Fauver had been requested
to expand the program by the Governor, with a target of 250
inmates by January. Assistant Commissioner Howard stated that
she believed the program had lost credibility in the Department
because ‘'EM never got 1its act together,'" and that 1is in
quotations. "There was a perception that the Parole Board was
incapable of running the program."”

Page 10: This page reported that: "“The contract for
the electronic monitoring device runs out on June 14." We will
address that as part of this meeting today. If it weren't for
the report, we would not have been aware of that, but I
understand after discussion with the Commissioner that that has
been handled, and I believe it has been handled satisfactorily.

"Prior to the Palmer incident no one from Digital
Products Corporation informed employees of the New Jersey
Department of Corrections of the problem's existence, or that




they had changed the system's software. This information was
not learned until after April 3."

Let me jump to page 15, where the failure of the
electronic bracelet monitoring equipment to work properly in
all cases, was discussed. Recommendation 17 on page 38
states: “The Telsol hardware problem should be addresséd-
immediately by the Department and the equipment manufacturer.
This problem is allowing violations to go undetected on the
incident monitor screen. Until all equipment problems have
been addressed, it 1is imperative that the on-line printer be
continually monitored."

On page 17, it says: "Training for field officers and
monitoring center staff is conducted 'on the job.'" We .should
have a training program in place. I don't believe this is the
type of a program where on-the-job training is effective.

Oon pages 18 and 19: These pages outline how the
Electronic Monitoring/Home Confinement Program was bent to the
needs of the Parole Board. In fact, the Attorney General's
Office sanctioned the eligibility of inmates for the program,
who normally did not meet the criteria. That is on pages 18
and 19 of the report.

On pages 28 and 29: These pages illustrate inmate
Tony Palmer's record, and the fact that while on the electronic
bracelet he was actually arrested. Why wasn't the man removed
from the program? Why was the incident report absent from the
inmate's file?

On page 32: Palmer is 1listed as allegedly teaching
another inmate how to tamper with the transmitter band. In
fact, the other inmate did succeed in tampering, and was listed
in the report as having been included on the March 9, 1992
computer printout as having committed a tamper. According to
the report, officers did not know that a tamper occurred, due
to equipment malfunction.



In the independent consultant's report one message,

and it is the following one, is very clear: "“The DOC program
needs significant changes." Therefore, let me conclude my
opening remarks by announcing some emergency procedures. On

behalf of the Senate Law and Public Safety Committee, I would
like these procedures followed in 1light of the stern and
critical tone of the report. I anticipate that today's meeting
will yield more critical material, which we will discuss during
another hearing before the end of the month. |

I am asking the Parole Board and the Department of
Corrections to identify for me, by the end of this day -- and
we will be here all day -- all Parole Board-recommended inmate
participants in the Electronic Monitoring Program. According
to the consultant's report, the Department was notified by the
State Parole Board of their intention to begin using EMHC to
release inmates who would not normally be granted parole.
Furthermore, DOC officials were quoted in the report as
saying: “After the Parole Board was denied the right to place
a sex offender on the Electronic Monitoring Program, the Parle
Board sought an opinion from the Attorney General's Office.
The Attorney General's Office ruled that the Parole Board had
the authority to place parolees in the program, and is not
bound by Corrections Department restrictions." This practice
is outrageous, and it must stop.

I am concerned that the contract with the electronic
bracelet company is about to expire. I do not want to see any
contract approved at this time, except at the way they have it
approved right now. I just found out that the Commissioner has
that handled, so we will remove that one from my statement.

On behalf of the Committee, we want written updates
every two weeks by the Department as to the status of changes
in reference to the problems we may address. A policy and
procedures manual must be developed immediately. We expect the
Department to restore the public's confidence in the program as




expeditiously as possible. I intend to see that major reforms
are in place by the October 1 deadline.

"For three weeks, my staff has requested a breakdown of
all those currently enrolled in the DOC Electronic Monitoring
Program and the category of crimes they have committed. On
behalf of this Committee, we also want that list by the end of
Friday. I would like, also, a list of any crimes or tampers
committed for each of the years the program has been in
operation.

On behalf of the Committee, we want the Department to
forward to our attention all memos and statements listed in the
footnotes of the report. We want the material by the end of
this week. Those are all listed on the bottom of each report,
as referenced.

We are also asking the Department to provide the names
and addresses of other vendors who bid on the original
contract, so we can contact them regarding their contract
proposals. In particular, we want to know how these vendors
handle training the employees who supervise the inmates. To
Commissioner Fauver and the representatives of Digital Products
Corporation, we are asking your assessment of whether or not
the report was fair to you, and your reactions to the
recommendations.

Starting today, I intend to lead the discussion by
reviewing the report, section by section, or however deemed
appropriate, with the Commissioner's approval. I am also
pleased to announce that Dr. Joe Vaughn, the independent
consultant, has indicated that he could not be here today, but
he will be here at a future hearing we want to have, as we
continue working on the program.

Again, Commissioner, and your staff, thank you very
much for being here. Do any of the other members have any
questions or statements they would 1like to make? (no
response) If not, I think my first question would be to the



Commissioner. Why don't you join us up here, Commissioner? So
that we have a beginning to this, I would 1like to ask the
Commissioner if he generally agrees with the findings of this
report, or is the report-- Whose beeper is that going off? Is
it yours?

SENATOR COWAN: I'm being monitored. (laughter)

SENATOR KOSCO: He just went 150 feet from his wife.

I would likeb to ask  that question again,
Commissioner: Do we agree that the report was important and
fair, and that the recommendations are on-line -- on target?
COMMISSIONER WILLTIAM H. FAUVER:
Senator, I agree with the recommendations in the report. We
are prepared to discuss those with you today. But all the
issues in there-- Before going into that, I am just going to
briefly make a statement saying that before I discuss that with
the Committee, I would like to address the statement that was
in The Bergen Record the other day alleging that the
Corrections Department knew the program was not working and

that the Governor ordered it to be continued.

‘This is not true; it 1is absolutely not true. The
Electronic Monitoring Program has operated under both Governor
Kean and Governor Florio, and neither Governor has ever ordered
me to place people in the prcgram; or to expand the program.
In my tenure as Commissioner, and previously as the Director of
the Division of Corrections and Parole, I have never had any
one of the four Governors that I worked for attempt to
interfere in any way in the administration of the Department.

The goals that were established for the people in the
program have been clear for more than a year and were contained
in my budget presentations to the Appropriations Committees of
both Houses last year. I have copies of that with me, starting
with March of '91, where the number of inmates and the dates we
would try to make with those numbers are there. That includes
the 250. '




My personal position would be -- and I would think the.
Governor's, too-- If a Governor ever had to order a
Commissioner to do anything, he ought to get rid of him, or the
Commissioner ought to have enough sense to resign. I don't
think that is the relationship-- It is certainly not one that
I have ever had with any Governor.

Having said that, I will be glad to go through these
one by one, Mr. Chairman, if that is your prerogative. The
only other thing I would say is, keep in mind, as I told the
Committee at one of our meetings before, that we are really
talking about-- Of all the people under sentence 1in New
Jersey, not just from the State, but all over, over 100,000
people in this State are on alternative programs, whether they
be probation, parole, or some of the intervention programs -—-
pretrial intervention. So, the majority of those committed are
not inside. That is a trend that 1is true throughout the
country, not just within the State. ,

At your pleasure, Mr. Chairman, if you would like to
just go down through the recommendations, or—-

‘ SENATOR KOSCO:" What I would like to do first,
Commissioner, is to address the contract status right now so
that this Committee has the same information that I have, which
I just learned a few minutes ago. I had a quick discussion
with the Commissioner. For the Committee members, the
contract, as we know because of the report, expires the 1l4th of
June. What the Commissioner has told me is that the Digital
people wanted a three-year contract. The Commissioner then
agreed, with the Department of the Treasury, that they will
extend the contract for one year, but with an option to
dissolve the contract in 60 days. Did I state that correctly?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: That is correct, Mr. Chairman.

, SENATOR KOSCO: I felt that was a fair-- We have to
continue the program. We can't just stop it, so we have to
have a contract in order to do that. I just wanted to get that



section cleared up before we got started, because I know that"
was a deep concern to the members of the Committee; that we
were going to continue with a program we might be having some
concerns about with the particular type of manufacturer. I
wanted them to understand that. We can now go on from there.

What would be the Committee's choice on how to handle
this? I thought we would just—-— If anyone has any particular
questions you would 1like to ask about the contents of the
report itself, because it is pretty much in-depth, and then we
can get to the recommendations. In order to discuss the
recommendations, we really have to go back to the contents of
the report. Or would you prefer picking a recommendation and
then going back to it? Whatever 1is comfortable for the
Committee.

SENATOR COWAN: I think, Mr. Chairman, 1if the
Commissioner-- How are you prepared to proceed? Do you want
to address the recommendations in order? Is that what--

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, not necessarily in order,
but that was my intent —- to discuss the recommendations.

SENATOR COWAN: I have one question. I really haven't
had much of a chance to look at this report over the past two
days. When was this report requested by you? I assume this
was all done at your requesting?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: That is correct.

SENATOR COWAN: I would 1like to know when, and what
the purpose of your--

' COMMISSIONER FAUVER: The purpose was—- This was
after the Palmer incident, when the arrest occurred. Rather
than doing it in-house or using the Attorney General's people
or anything else, I wanted to get an outside expert's opinion
on the program, which is what we have. So it was requested.

and was done-- Well, it was not done, but the consultant
actually came the very next weekend. This was done prior to
any, you know, any committees or anything else -- anybody else
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asking me to do this. I wanted to do this. I made that
decision on my own.

SENATOR KOSCO: Senator Girgenti?

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Commissioner, you know the concerns
I have had with the program. We have talked about them in the

past. The one thing, as I reviewed the document here-- If you
go to pages 68, 69, Department of Corrections, Interoffice
Communication, "Subject: Eligibility/Exclusion - Home
Confinement Program," evidently that is the criteria. It's,

like, in the appendizx.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: That's the eligibility criteria.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Right. When you go to the backside
-— the second page of that-— We talked about this in the
past. My concern is, when you read this-- You give the
- categories of individuals who cannot be on the program in here,
in terms of what is laid out: convicted of rape, sodomy, and
so forth. The second one: "Inmates presently convicted of
criminal homicide,"” could mean that a person who had been
convicted of homicide in the past, had served his time, is now
back having committed another offense-- He is not presently
convicted of homicide, so he 1is eligible for the program, the
way that reads. 1Is that true?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: That is not the intent. That's
how it reads; you're correct. ‘

SENATOR GIRGENTI: That concerns me, because, you

know, I think either you have to go over this type of-- I
don't think these things-- I think they are inadequate, first
of all -- the criteria. I think this has to be finely tuned.

For instance, you could have a career criminal on this program,
according to the way this reads, if you go on. It is not very
clear. There are people in there—-

When you came to us, or other people have stated
continuously that it is for nonviolent offenders. When I see a
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guy who was previously convicted of murder, in my opinion, he
is a violent offender.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Right.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: If I see a guy who had a prior
conviction for aggravated assault, if he had prior convictions
for armed robbery, in my opinion, that 1is not the type of
individual I want on the program, not only if it 1is this
offense, but if he has done it before.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: I understand.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: That is one thing I picked up. I
know we talked about it. That is one of the reasons I feel
that, well, even the legislation I put forth now that spells
out the different individuals who should be qualified for the
program-- I don't know if you looked at it yet. I think we
have to tighten that up.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: If I may, through you, Mr.
Chairman, respond to the Senator: One of the recommendations
in here from the consultant is the policy and procedures
manual. I believe you will see, Senator Girgenti, that these
changes are made in there. We do have that manual developed in
this period of time. So, you know, I think that will address
most of the concerns. I'm sure we will not agree on
everything, but at least they will be something formally in
writing, and, as the consultant said, more than just an
- interoffice memo.

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay, thank you. On page 5 of the
report, just to touch back on what we had said about the 250
people we wanted to increase-— I indicated out of the report
here that in the fall-- But in the paragraph before that, on
page S5, it says: "During the summer of 1990, there was a
feeling among field officers that the equipment did not work,
with the primary problem being an excessive number of tamper:
alarms. Assistant Commissioner Howard instructed Paparozzi to
address the equipment prolems. He contacted the vendor."
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Digital told him that the equipment was okay, and that the
problem was a lack of knowledge and training. Then they went
on to explain that they knew they were having the problem, but
that they couldn't troubleshoot to correct the problem.

In the next paragraph, it says in the report: "In the
fall of 1990, Assistant Commissioner Howard held a meeting with
Commissioner Fauver, in which the monitoring program was
discussed. Commissioner Fauver had been requested to expand
the program by the Governor, with a target of 250 inmates by
January of 1991. During this meeting, questions were raised as
to whether Parole or the Institutional Division should be
responsible for operating the program. Assistant Commissioner
Howard stated she believed the program had lost credibility in
the Department because, 'EM could never get its act together.'
There was a perception that Parole was incapable of running the
program. The issue had been discussed as to whether the
Department should run 1its own program or contract out the
monitoring responsibilities to a private service provider."

This, Commissioner, indicates to me that the Governor
gave you not only the number of people he wanted on the
program, but the date he wanted it done by. So, either the
Governor discussed this directly with Commissioner Howard and
didn't talk to you about it, and then Commissioner Howard
didn't give you that information at the time, but gave it to
the person who was writing the report—— My guess would be that
somewhere along the line there was another miscommunication.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, there may have been a
miscommunication, but as I indicated in my opening statement, I
mean, the number 250 1is clearly in the February 26, 1991
statement to the Appropriations Committee -- the Assembly
Appropriations. It was our goal to reach that by the end of
the year, and the money was appropriated for it. As I
indicated, I had never had a conversation with the Governor on
putting people in -- any Governor.
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SENATOR . KOSCO: Do  you know whether Commissioher
Howard had a conversation with the Governor? When I say "the
Governor," I should say, “the Governor's Office." '

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: I don't think so, I don't know.

SENATOR KOSCO: Because according to this report, the
person who wrote this report--

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, you know, it is possible

‘that he misunderstood, too, if the first part of it-- That is
one of the reasons I want to try to go through the
recommendations, because the second recommendation is: a

decision should be made to place the program in one division or
another, and there should be more responsibility placed on one
person so that there is a focal point that everything comes
~back to.

I didn't get a chance to introduce to the Committee--
To my right is Mario Paparozzi, who was referred to in this
report. We held a meeting just yesterday to reorganize some
things. I asked Mario to take up the running of the Electronic
Monitoring Program. He was with it initially at its inception
a number of years back, and has been working on ISSP and other
programs —-- community programs -—- more recently.

Also, the decision was made at the same time to place
this program under the Chief of the Bureau of Parole, or in the
Division of Policy and Planning, and it is the same Assistant
Commissioner in charge of both of those. My feeling is that
there was substance to the finding of the consultant that when
a program is in-between two divisions -- in this case, the
Adult Division and Policy and Planning -—- you are always going
to have gaps. So my intention was that the people-- Excuse
me. My direction is that the people who will now report to Mr.
Paparozzi will be-— Also, there will be some Adult people in
there -- Adult Division people -- but they will come under the
Bureau of Parole. He and the Chief of the Bureau will, you
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know, ultimately have the responsibility on this. So I think
that addresses the structure. |

If you would like a comment on the equipment issue
that you raised in that first paragraph-—-

SENATOR KOSCO: I have a question on your Department
as it 1is presently functioning. We are dealing with one
Department, or one aspect of the Department of Corrections, and
that happens to be the Electronic Monitoring Program. Now,
here we have a person from, wherever, Colorado or someplace,
who came into the Department and spent a short period of time
-- a relatively short period of time -- in the Department, who
came up with 20 points that I think we all agree are pretty
strong, directly to the point, and correct, if not word for
word, at least in general theory. And here we have people who
are in the Department on a day-to-day basis -- six, eight, ten,
twelve, whatever number of hours a day. Why didn't our
. supervisors, the people who are supervising this program, see
- that these things were going on?

I mean, this stuff -is so obvious, where you have
animosity because he gets overtime and he doesn't get overtime;
he gets a company car and he doesn't get a company car; and,
you know, she is allowed to take two hours off and he is not
allowed to take-- I mean, some of the things that were taking
place in the Department, according to this report, were things
that any manager who has any kind of common sense at all would
have been able to detect and correct, so that the morale in the
Department itself wouldn't be so bad. Why did it take an
outsider to come in here and tell us we had people who were
upset because they weren't getting overtime ‘because they didn't
know how to use the program, because they were getting
on-the-job training instead of being instructed as to what
procedures they should follow? '

That leads me to the next par. of my concern, if not a
question: Do we have other divisions that have the same
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problem, and are we, six months from now, going to be sitting
here doing a hearing on another division in the Department of
Corrections that has the same kind of morale problem, the same
kind of personnel problem, the same kind of lack of reporting
problem? ‘ '
.COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, there are a lot of answers
to that. First of all, I really don't think there is a morale

problem. I am aware of the issue on overtime, and have
scheduled a meeting with the union representing the parole
officers. I had one meeting with their President, and 1I
scheduled a meeting -- there isn't a date yet, but before the

end of the .mbnth. I told them we would meet with them to
address the concerns you are talking about, such as the
overtime concern.

I would like to point out, though, that when you say,
"Why wasn't it--" I mean, the first recommendation in here is
to stop the program at its -—- to stop the growth of the program
where it is until we have evaluated it. That was done prior to
the consultant's report. It was done when I first came to your
Committee. I agreed to do that that day. So, I think there
are other things in here-- Part of this may be just the old
"forest for the trees" issue. The people working on it are too
closé to it. That was one of the reasons I wanted an outside
person. I didn't want the people here to have to be defensive
and defend their program, but I wanted to know what was really
going on. That is why I chose to do it that way. I did that,
again, prior to anything else happening.

Yes, you're right. There are four divisions within
the Department, and this is one of them: Policy and Planning,
under which Parole comes, and under which Electronic Monitoring
comes. As I said, to address that, at 1least part of it, I
think the management issue is to put somebody specifically in
charge, and then he is the person we can all go back to and
fire when something goes wrong. So he was glad to be told that
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he was going to have this job yesterday., and then the bad news
was, "We have a Committee hearing tdmofrow, and you better be
there with all of the answers." o

But, seriously, I think there is no question that that
was a shortcoming. We had two divisions within the Department
kind of vying for where this program should be, and somebody
should have picked up on it, particularly me.

SENATOR KOSCO: You have settled that problem?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: In my opinion, I have, yes. I
think that when you see the updates we give you, you will see
that that is true. }

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay. You are going to set up-- As
far as this program is concerned, you are going to set up an
organizational chart showing exactly how the program -- whose
responsibilities are what for the program. The person who is
in charge of the program -- who is Mario, I assume -- 1is going
to be responsible for developing this manual —-- the procedures
manual you said is already in the process of being developed?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: It actually has been developed.
I did not bring it because I haven't had a chance to go over it
yet, but it is developed.

SENATOR KOSCO: Can you have a copy of that for us by
Friday, when you give us some of the other information we asked
for?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: It is in draft form.

SENATOR KOSCO: That's okay.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes.

SENATOR KOSCO: Senator Girgenti?

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Mr. Chairman, I know in your
opening statement you made a few comments. I am just curious:
Number one, in your request did you ask for, from the
Commissioner, the background of all inmates who are presently
in the Home Monitoring Program?

SENATOR KOSCO: Yes.
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SENATOR GIRGENTI: I would like to see that.

SENATOR KOSCO: We had asked for that three weeks ago.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: I think that is important. I think
beyond that, we would also like to know if you could provide us
with the name, criminal offense, and other conditions of the
sentence, such as being allowed out for work? Like we had a
situation, as you know, in the Paterson situation, the guy
said, "I only have to report in from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.,
and I don't have to on weekends." I mean, this is a prison--

SENATOR KOSCO: Senator, we have a letter here. You
gave copies to everybody, didn't you? (addressed to Committee
Aide) We have a letter back here from the Department of
Corrections, because we had requested that a long time ago.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: OKkay.

SENATOR KOSCO: But, here's the problem: This is a
part of-—-

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Doesn't paragraph 2 answer the
question?

SENATOR KOSCO: This 1is part of the problem we are
having with the Department. It says here: "We cannot provide
the specifics you requested in your letter, as it would require
staff to physically audit each offender's record for the
information. We can tell you, however, that in January 1992
there were--" But they don't have that in a consolidated
form. So, whenever we go into a problem or a request for
something we are 1looking for, we find we have a managemenc
problem. If we can't ask for something and get it, obviously
you can't either.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes. That 1is covered under
number 6 in the recommendations, that a management information
system must be developed to be able to retrieve this
information.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: See, Commissioner, my problem is,
from my experience-- You know I have been checking into this,
especially with the situation in Paterson.
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COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Right.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: You know, our local Police
Department has no idea who is on this program. Now with the
legislation we passed, we may have a handle on it. But I am
reading through the report and I see that there were between 58
and 62 people in Paterson. We don't know who they are, or
where they are. I know you are making an effort to notify, but
right now we have these people in the community, and we are
very interested, obviously, when we see all this publicity, and
with three events happening in the city already. People are
beginning to question it. It must be mostly in Paterson and
Passaic if it is in Passaic County. We have, I believe, 62 in
the program at the present time.

I think it is important that people know who is on the
program, what they have done, what their background is, and
what the conditions are. I understand your problem, but you
have to understand our problem, too. You know, we are dealing
with a problem.

SENATOR KOSCO: We are going to continue to insist on
that information update, so somebody better get started getting
it together. That is something that-- I don't know how the
Department can function without knowing that information.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Let me mention that by stopping
the admissions, or the count on this, the number of people in
it has dropped almost 100 in the period of time we have done
this, so that will continue to go down. My intent is not to
start putting people back in until we are comfortable with--

SENATOR KOSCO: OKkay. Senator Scott? _

SENATOR SCOTT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Commissioner, I have two areas I would 1like to address
quickly. One 1is, as Senator Girgenti alluded to, I am at a
'loss. Someone has the record of this guy who is going to be
put out with a bracelet on a parole. I mean, am I correct in
assuming that?
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COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes.

SENATOR SCOTT: You have his record; you can look at
it.  We cannot get this from the Parole Board? We cannot get
this from somewhere? It can't be documented so that the local
police will know who and what they have done? I don't follow
why that seems to be a problem. It seems like merely going to
the Parole Board, whoever wants it, saying: "Here are the
guys. Here 1is their record. Type it up, and give us a
synopsis of it." “

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, the problem is, it is not
computerized, and that would have to be done manually. Let me
tell you, what we can give you is the name, the offense, where
the person is from, what kind of time they are doing. This
request went further, though, and asked for background
information. The basics we can give you right away. That is
not the problem.

SENATOR SCOTT: I think I'm right. In other words, I
think the police-- I know, if it was in my town, I would want
to know something of the background. I don't think we are
looking to get each detail on the crime committed, and all
that. We want to know the type of person who is out there and
what he has done in the past. I think that is what we are
asking for. I don't understand the problem. Even if it is
manual, there are still people who type pretty well. I don't
see-— If it is a matter of time--

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: All right, but Jjust as an
example-- As I said, it is our intent to do that, to get this
material together where we can. But just to give you an
example of why it is a problem, we have 15 major institutions
spread throughout the State, and that is where the records are
on each of these cases. It is not like they are in a central
repository. That is what we are attempting to establish, which
is one of the recommendations in here. Until we can do that
electronically, we will do it manually.
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SENATOR SCOTT: I want to persist in this question,
because I am trying to dget my own mind satisfied. In each
institution -- each of the 15 -- there 1is somebody in charge

~and they have a clerical staff.

'COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Right. | ,

SENATOR SCOTT: If they have 10 or 20, could they not,
on a phone call, compile this information rather quickly that
they know who they sent out onto these programs, and then
forward it to your office, so that you, then, could say, "Here
is the total"? I don't see a problem in time. Decentralized
work doesn't mean that nobody has the information at that
place. Decentralization really should help, in that each of
the 15 would be able to apprise you of who is going out on a
program, what their background is, and so on, rather quickly, I
would imagine. You know, we're talking about a couple of.
hundred. If we were talking about tens of thousands, I could
say, well, now you have a major problem. But if you take the
500, or whatever it is that are out fhere, between 15-- I fail
to see the problem on that. Perhaps we could expedite that by
notifying the person in charge of the institution that you want
it quickly.

There is one thing: 1In your letter of June 10, I
guess you are giving us a message regarding the costs of the EM
program. In 1990, for 140, it was $213,000; 864,000 for 495;
and $3.5 million for 537. Of course, then the message, I
imagine, to this Committee is that if you did not have the
money, the one, instead of $213,000, would cost $3 million;
instead of $864,000, $10 million, and so on. I do get the
message that if we appropriate enough funds you will keep them
in.

I don't think anyone here, however--— I think the
message we gave the last time was that people already have told
us, in the bonding on prisons and so on, that they want the bad
guys incarcerated. They don't want to hear about the fact that
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it costs an extra million dollars. I think the public would be
well served to spend money on incarceration for the bad guys.
Senator Girgenti has 62 people up there, and I know he 1is
concerned, and I know the Police Department and his
constituents are now very concerned about it. They are not
asking the Senator how much it costs. They are asking, "How
much are we going to pay when we get mugged, or are burgled, or
whatever may happen to us?"

We are fully aware of the costs of this. In my
opinion, we have been given a message by the people before that
money for this program is well spent. While I appreciate the
total figures, I want you to Kknow that as far as I am
concerned, I will vote for appropriations for the Department of
Corrections to put these people in and to keep them in.

That's about all.

SENATOR KOSCO: Thank you. Senator Matheussen?

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: With all due respect, Mr.
Commissioner, I have something that concerns me. You are by
far the expert; I am not. But I need to clarify something in
my mind. When I first saw this letter of June 10 this morning,
it concerned me, regarding paragraph 2, where it says the
Department could not comply with the request. We now have
something like 450 people on this program, according to what
you said this morning, because about 100 people have come off
since May. We are dealing roughly with about 450 people.

Correct me if I am wrong, Commissioner, and, again, 'I
am not coming as an expert; you are the expert. In my
background, I believe that the police departments, even on a
local level, can get what we customarily call a "rap sheet" on
someone within seconds by just putting into the computer that
every municipality is centralized into.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Right.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: So the State has available a rap
sheet on all offenders. I would hope, and I would suspect,
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that these 450 people-— We could have immediate access to what
their background arrests and convictions are. Granted, it
might be very summarial in nature, but that should be available
within seconds by your Department. |
’ If, in fact, your Department were to require something

a bit more detailed, what we would normally call in the court
system a "presentence report"” so that a judge can sit down and
take a look at a more detailed report on the background of a
particular offender, then sometimes that can take up to a week
or two for Probation or for the Department of Corrections. or
for the police department to work up. But, and correct me if I
am wrong, 1is that information not immediately available as to
how many arrests and how many convictions, and basically
categorizing what kind of offenses that person has been
convicted for? 1Is that not available within seconds?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes, it is.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Then why would you respond to our

request—-

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Because that was not the
question. The question was for all the people who have ever
been in the program -- the 3000-plus people, many of whom are
now out, paroled, and the records would not be at the
institutions. The people you are talking about-- If you are
only talking about a rap sheet, which is the current arrest,
the previous arrests, convictions, etc., that is retrievable.
That can be done exactly as you said. But the request was for
more than that. It was for more background information which
we would have to go through. That is the reason for that
response.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Then perhaps it should be more
clarified.

SENATOR KOSCO: Maybe we should revise it to just 1look
at the people who are on the program right now.
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SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: I would think:- that by tomorrow. we
should be able to have every single name with every rap sheet
attached to it. .

SENATOR KOSCO: But we need more than just a rap
sheet, Senator. ‘

- SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: We do, but if we could at least
just initially-- I think the public has demanded, and the
public should know by now what kind of people we have out on
the street on this bracelet program. Certainly, in a cursory
manner, this Senate Committee can have that information by this.
afternoon; by tomorrow morning at the latest. If we want more
detailed information, then granted, I would suspect that the
Department of Corrections would need more time to prepare full
background sheets. But I am not so certain that we need full
background sheets for at least our initial inquiry as to the
kind of people who are on this program, and the kinds of
records they have.

Certainly Senator Girgenti asked some very directed
questions. You have a criteria that has been set out in the
report that says that, in fact, these people are not eligible.
That cursory report that is available within seconds certainly
would determine whether or not we have met that criteria.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Oh, yes, yes.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: In all due respect, I think we
should have that information, and I would hope that you would
share that with us immediately.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: We can get that, yes.

SENATOR KOSCO: We can get the narrowed down version
of what is there now -- the people who are on the program now,
why they are on the program, and what crime they have been-
convicted of.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: And also the conditions of the—-

SENATOR KOSCO: And the conditions. Okay.
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I would just like to go back to the contract fof a
moment . ‘ | |

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. He can
do it for all of them. It doesn't have to be just the 450,
because all the inmates-- You must have all the inmates' names
who participated in the program, whether they are off it now or
not. All it takes is a name and a Social Security number, or a
driver's 1license number, and you can access that information
immediately. So we should be able to do all—-

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: On rap sheets, but not on their
additional--

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: All the rap sheets. We should be
able to do all 2693 of them on the rap sheets.

SENATOR KOSCO: I think right now we are interested in
the people who are not there on the streets right now.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: That's a priority.

SENATOR KOSCO: Let's get more information on them,
rather than less information on a whole lot of people. I think
it would be more important to this Committee to have as much
information as we can on those people who are--

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: There now.

SENATOR KOSCO: --walking the streets right now--
COMMISSIONER FAUVER: OKkay.
SENATOR KOSCO: —-rather than to worry about the

couple of thousand who have been out there. Did I sum it up?

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: You're right, yes. I think that
is the immediate--

SENATOR KOSCO: I would like to-- Are you finished?

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Lou, if I may-- Like you're
saying, we want that immediately, but I would like to see the
total at some point.

SENATOR KOSCO: The total developed, yes.

SENATOR SCOTT: Yes, right, to get a pattern.
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SENATOR KOSCO: I would 1like: to get back to the
contract for a minute. We are going to expand the contract for
at least one year.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: There was one follow-up question.

SENATOR KOSCO: Oh, I'm sorry. Go ahead.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: We had given the Commissioner, I
guess, like a two-week period for a follow-up report. Is,
within that two-week period, a full background check available-
to this Committee on all the 450 participants?

SENATOR KOSCO: We had asked him by Friday.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: All right, but I am not talking

“about rap sheets now; I am talking about the full background

reports on each one. Would that be available within two
weeks? I know when you order a presentence report as you
prosecute someone, cértainly it is available within two weeks
to the judiciary. I don't know how fast your Department of
Corrections can do it.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, again, if you are talking
about something 1like a presentence report, which 1is already
done and in a form, yes. But if it is compiling-- See, I
mean, understand that inmate folders can be three or four
folders stacked this high (demonstrates) and you would have to
go through the material manually.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: I understand that. Some of them
have colorful records.

SENATOR KOSCO: Why don't we be specific. I will give
an example of what we are looking for-- |

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Okay.

SENATOR KOSCO: -—-and then the Committee members tell
me if they agree. What we need is-- We are talking about the
inmates who are on the program as we speak.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Right.

SENATOR KOSCO: We want their names, the date they
were released, what the crime was they were incarcerated for,
and what their sentence was.
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COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Okay.

SENATOR KOSCO: Does anyone want to add to that?

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: I would want more, yes.

SENATOR SCOTT: That will give wus the names and
addresses.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: The other conditions of being on
the program. I saw somewhere the hours that they are on the
program. I want to know, you know, what are the conditions?.

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay. So we want their name and
address where they are 1living, the date they were released,
what the conditions are that they were released under, what was
the crime they committed, and what their sentence was.

SENATOR SCOTT: Or their rap sheet, which would give
us the background.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: We want a rap sheet on them,
too. We want to know their prior convictions.

SENATOR SCOTT: Yes, prior convictions.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: The rap sheet will give you the
date of birth, the date of the conviction, the sentence,
previous sentences--

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Criminal background.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: --criminal background. It would
not cover—-—

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay. So you need the rap sheet, plus
the conditions of the release, and the date they were
released. Also, where they are presently released to.

SENATOR SCOTT: Yeah, what town.

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay? :

SENATOR GIRGENTI: When I say conditions -— and I
think I am clear -- are they supposed to be on a work program?
What are their hours? I notice where some people are confined
to their houses, where they can't work. Other people can get a
job. I would like to know who is out on the street. You know,
what their conditions are.
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SENATOR KOSCO: Okay. Going. back to the contract: we
discussed, when that contract was renewed, or is going to be
rénewed, certainly there are a whole 1lot of things in this
report that refer to the equipment.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes.

SENATOR KOSCO: Is part of the new contract we are
\ going to sign with them going to include the changes and
updates in this equipment immediately, that this report
addresses? Those are things that your Department physically
cannot do, and you physically cannot do. The only thing that
can do that is the company you have contracted with, where
changes have to be made in the hardware, software, and the
programming of it. 1Is that going to be spelled out in the new
contract, so that we just don't sign an old contract? Are we
going to include in the contract the provisions where they have
to be responsible for certain training and updating of the
personnel who are going to be involved in the system?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: The answer is yés.- Some of the
upgrading has already been done. When I last appeared before
the Committee, you were told by me, and by the representatives
from Digital, I believe, that one of the things we were going
to do was go to the other kind of wristlet, _which is a
one-piece, instead of the rivets. That is being done, or 1is
done, I am not sure. I think it is totally done right now.

On the other things, there are time frames in there.
They talk about problems in the report with Telsol and the
reporting. The company has devéloped a way to correct that and
bypass so that the computers are notified. We are still doing
the manual 1look at the printout, but they have made
improvements already, and there are time frames for them to do
others. For example, 60 days, 90 days, whatever.

I think the advantage of the contract, the way we seée
it now being worded, is that if things are not done, then, you
know, obviously we are not stuck with a three-year contract.
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SENATOR KOSCO: Yes, but if it is not. in the contract
in the first place and théy don't do it, you really don't have
anything to say. If it specifically says in the contract that
they are responsible for teaching the people——

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Oh, the training, yes, it does,
and they are doing that.

SENATOR KOSCO: My other question about the contract
is, I am having trouble understanding the relationship between
CSS and Digital; why we have not heard anything from CSS. What
exactly is CSS? What are they providing to the State? The
contract was issued to CSS. Is that correct?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Say it again, Senator.

SENATOR KOSCO: The contract that the State has is
with CSS.’

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes, yes.

SENATOR KOSCO: Where does Digital come into this?
What is the relationship between Digital and CSS?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: They are the parent company, I
believe 1is how they come into it. I think there 1is a
representative from Digital who could probably explain that

better than I.
| SENATOR KOSCO: Does our contract allow for us a
contract with one company, where they can sell the contract, or
whatever, to another company?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: No, I don't think so.

SENATOR KOSCO: Because if that is what they did, the
whole thing is—-

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: - No, I think it is just a parent
company. That is my impression.

SENATOR KOSCO: 1Is there anyone from the company who
has an answer? |
RICHARD ANGUTLO: (speaking from audience) Yes.
My name is Richard Angulo. I am Director of Marketing——
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SENATOR KOSCO: You have to come up here. to speak- so-
we can get it recorded.

MR. ANGULO: My name is Richard Angulo. I am Director
of Marketing and Sales for Digital Products Corporation.
Computerized Surveillance Systems 1is our licensee for the State
of New Jersey. As this market has dgrown since 1984, Digital
Products, as well as every other manufacturer in this industry,
has changed, from time to time, the manner in which they
provide some of the support services, direct local technical
support, sales efforts, and marketing sales support, in
different markets. In New Jersey, CSS 1is our licensee.
Digital Products provides all the technical equipment support
and the training, and are working with them in a partnership to
support the contract.

SENATOR KOSCO: So, in essence, CSS is not affiliated
with Digital.

MR. ANGULO: They are our licensee.

SENATOR KOSCO: They are not part of the company that
we issued the contract to.

MR. ANGULO: They are the company you issued the
contract to. Throughout the country, many of the contracts for
electronic monitoring are issued to service providers and/or
distributors who obtain the equipment on a lease or a purchase

basis -- on a rental basis —-—- from the manufacturer, but the
manufacturer provides the technical support and the training.
SENATOR KOSCO: Okay. I didn't understand the

connection between CSS and Digital, because CSS' name has never
come up in the discussion; Digital's has. Suddenly I find out
we are contracting with CSS.

Senator Scott?

SENATOR SCOTT: All right, thank you. I would like to
ask a question of Digital: You manufactured the hardware for
the program. Is that it?

SENATOR KOSCO: No, CSS manufactures it; Digital--
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MR. ANGULO: We manufacture - the equipment and the
software and provide the fraining and the technical support.

SENATOR SMITH: And the hardware, too, right.

SENATOR KOSCO: Who is we?

MR. ANGULO: Digital Products.

SENATOR KOSCO: Digital.

SENATOR SCOTT: I'm trying to get to the same thing
you are trying to get to. Who does what to whom, when, and
why. All right. So, in other words, they, in effect, are
going to sell what you are licensing them for?

MR. ANGULO: Exactly.

SENATOR SCOTT: Okay. I have one big question.
Perhaps if you know the answer, Commissioner, I would
appreciate it. Do you have any study-- Do you have
information-- I mean, you are sales and marketing, so I am
going to ask you a negative -- I think perhaps it is your
competitors I should ask -— the failure rate and so on of your
product? Have you done any studies throughout the country in
the other states where you have provided this equipment? What
is their rate of success and what are the problems they have
had? Do you have anything like that for us?

MR. ANGULO: Yes. Specifically, we do keep track of
where we have equipment problems, so we do have information on
that. As a rule of thumb, I would say, keeping in mind that we
are dealing with sophisticated technology that is going into an
unfriendly environment, we have found statistically that with
the problems we have, tampering of the equipment accounts for
less than 1 percent. For the most part what we have is the
offenders trying to discredit  the equipment. ‘The
troubleshooting of that and identifying whether it is technical
or something the offender is doing, is not always specific.
But we find that that is less than 10 percent of the units we
have in the field.

SENATOR SCOTT: Ten percent or 1 percent?
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MR. ANGULO: One'peréent is tampering; 10 percent . is .
total problems. So, now, as that compares to our competitors,
Digital Products Corporation has over one-third market share.
We are in 44 states, with-—-

SENATOR KOSCO: All right, we will get into that at a
different time. We are not going--

SENATOR SCOTT: Yes.

MR. ANGULO: So we do have information as to our

success.

SENATOR KOSCO: We don't want to get into that right-
now.

SENATOR SCOTT: I know. We are going to get a sales
pitch.

MR. ANGULO: That is what I thought he——

SENATOR KOSCO: I want to stick with the things that
the Department of Corrections is going to be handling, because—-—

SENATOR SCOTT: All right. I would like to make one
request, if possible. If you would provide us with information
you have-—- I know it is going to be biased simply because it
is your company, and Sales and Marketing would have a hard time
_ putting a negative spin on their own product. But if you could
provide us with any information whatsoever on the results in
other states, and notify us what states actually have your
product, then we would be able to follow up perhaps.

' MR. ANGULO: Here is one example. This is one county
that just, in March, ordered a contract -- Merced County,
California. They conducted extensive field tests comparing our
equipment to all the major manufacturers in the industry. Here
is a copy of this letter for the Committee where they ended up
selecting us. Now, this is after, like I said, extensive field
testing. All equipment was tested for more than one week in a
side-by-side comparison, looking at hardware, software, and
everything else.
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SENATOR SCOTT: All right. Let me stop you there.
Field testing for more than one week is not the same. It is
like talking to a toy manufacturer who field tested a toy and
found out that a six-year old suddenly found a way to destroy
it in 30 seconds. Once it is in the field, then we really have
a field test; we really know what happened.

I think it would behoove us, Mr. Chairman, to get more
information nationwide to see if there are any studies; if any
other states are having problems similar to ours, incidences of .
tampering.

MR. ANGULO: Well, I think in the consultant's report,
he talks about that in the beginning.

SENATOR KOSCO: That is another subject matter we are
working on. Aggie has already contacted different companies,
and she is compiling a whole program. This Committee is going
to address that issue at another time. Okay?

SENATOR SCOTT: All right, very good.

SENATOR KOSCO: Senator Matheussen?

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: If I may. To the Commissioner:
Mr. Commissioner, your letter of June 10, if ‘I may refer to
it-- I have already expressed my concerns with paragraph 2,
and I think we, together, mutually, helped to resolve those
problems. There is another concern of mine, and perhaps I am
misreading it, or perhaps there is something in there that
doesn't jump out at me, or I don't know enough about the
background. .

In paragraph 3, it states that in Fiscal Year 1990,
the average daily population was 140. You expended $213,000 to
keep those people on the program. That averages out to
$1521.43 per year per inmate on the program. Fiscal Year 1991,
the average daily population was 495; that expenditure,
$864,000. That averages out per inmate, per year, for the
year, $1745. What concerns me, though, is the projection for
'92. With a daily population of 537 -- which we know might
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change now because of the: problems we  have  incurred-- Using-
that number 537, your Department projected a cost of
$3,552,000. That would estimate out at $6614.53 per inmate per
year. That is a jump -- a dramatic jump -- of almost five
times for inmates to be on the EM program for an entire year.

Could you explain the reason for that dramatic
increase from 1990 and 1991 up to 1992? . .

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Well, part of it is, initially
there was no base station, with the manning of the base station
24 hours a day, which includes a staff cost in here which was
not-- The previous costs were really just equipment costs and
start-up costs of the computers themselves, of the monitors, of
the bracelets. This is coming out now to $18 a day.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Eighteen dollars per day per
inmate?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes. That is about the average
cost now. We have it down as $18.12.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: So, in 1990 and 1991 we were not
monitoring them the same way we are in '92? The equipment
wasn't in place yet? I don't understand.. What didn't we have
in '90 and '91 that we now have in '92?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Do you want to explain it?
MARIO PAPAROZZ I: When the program first started,
and as it was growing, we had a need to monitor people 24 hours
a day, we realized. Actually, myself and an assistant
monitored the whole State personally on our pagers,
voluntarily. As the program grew, some staff still stuck with
us voluntarily, but as it became more and more cumbersome, we
had to actually institutionalize a central monitoring station.
So we could no longer do it as individuals, where I would
personally be getting phone calls around the clock seven days a
week.

Quite frankly, when the program first began, I,
myself, and my assistant, used our own cars to drive all over
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the State. As the program again grew and got more
institutionalized, we had a need to sét up a base station where
seven days a week, 24 hours a day, requires "X" number of
people. Because of vacation and sick 1leave, that was a
tremendous increase in cost. We increased vehicle assignment
to staff. Staff were also wearing beeper pagers. Because it
became a routine part of their job, they were given a stipend
to function in that capacity above and beyond what their normal
pay was. So all of those things initially were not figured
in. We were developing and growing at the same time.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: How much of a stipend to carry a
pager?

MR. PAPAROZZI: Two thousand dollars, I believe it is.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Two thousand dollars a year.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Two thousand dollars a year to
carry a pager. How often are they paged?

MR. PAPAROZZI: A lot.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Constantly.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: What would be the reason for the
page?

MR. PAPAROZZI: Shall I?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes.

MR. PAPAROZZI: To assess cases. If somebody goes out
or comes back a few minutes late, the base station people will .
call the officer at home and say, "What kind of a person are we
dealing with here? Do you want to call them? Do you want us
to call a supervisor so you can be dispatched out to the
house?" Those kinds of things; just routine ongoing
assessments of casework, just to make sure we have a handle on
the case. 1It's a lot; it's holidays, weekends. I know because
I have been on the pager, as have many of the other people in
this room. There is a 1lot of phone calling. It is an
intrusion.
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SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: If you could, would you give us
the breakout figures for '90, '91, and '92 so we can just-—-

MR. PAPAROZZI: A breakout of what?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: The costs.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: The costs, yes, to accumulate
$213,864 and the $3,500,000 figures.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes, Senator, we can get that.

SENATOR KOSCO: Senator Girgenti?

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Commissioner, I realize we are
skipping around here, but things that really jumped out at me.
when I read this report, when you were talking about the

recommendations--
COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes?
SENATOR GIRGENTI: Under the third one, it says: “A

decision should be made as to whether electronic monitoring is
to be used in a custody program or a reintegration program."
The question is: What do you feel it is, and how are they
different? How is this going to be determined, or has this
been determined at this point? There seems to be a conflict
throughout the report in terms of these two areas that were
mentioned earlier, between the two different divisions there. .

What is your definition of the program? Maybe you can
embellish on that.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: I addressed earlier, Senator,
the fact that-- I agreed that there was a conflict, and I did
place this within the Division of Policy and Planning, under
the Bureau of Parole. So, in a sense, where I would differ
with the consultant a little-- I don't really think it is an
either/or. I think I am looking for both. I am looking for a
‘control and a custody there, but also a reintegration. Let's
~not lose sight of the fact that to be eligible for this program
you have to be within a certain period of your release date.
So we are not talking about people who are not going back into
the community who are going into this program.
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So, in a sense, it is both. My feeling is, and my
instructions to the peoplé now runnihg it are, that the custody
part has to take place first because of the--

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Well, would it be supervised
differently if it was either, or, you know--

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: I don't know that it would. I
~ think the difference is that it clarifies who people are to
report to. There is no question at all that this now comes
under a person and where that structure is. I don't really
think there is that split as it appears that one is custody and
one is just reintegration into the community. I don't think
that has been the case. But perception can be more important
than reality, and that, of course, is what was seen.

Let me just give you an example of what I am talking
about. There would be a difference, for example, in due
process rights of people removed from the program if they were
inmates out awaiting parole as opposed to parolees who are
already out. They are entitled to much more in the way of
rights by bringing them back -- or before we can bring them
back, in the way of hearings and thingsblike that. Those are
the things that I think are cleared up by centralization of all
this under a unit and a person.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: On page 23 of the report, we have:
"Participants are required to be employed or actively seeking
employment. Although there is no written policy addressing the
issue, offenders are subject to a 30-day review process when
unemployed. If it is felt the offender is not making an effort
to secure employment, they may be returned to the institution."

How is this set up? 1In other words, somebody goes out
every day and shops around for a job on this kind of a program,
or, you know-- Could you define how this is brought about? I
am concerned that, you know, some guy it out there for 30 days
and he is supposed to be seeking a job, and he hasn't at the
end of that 30-day period. How is this controlled? Or, you
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know, is this a condition of their getting out? Are:there some
cases -- maybe I am asking a lot, but I have been trying to
read this--~ Are there some cases where the person can't leave
the house, where he 1is wunder house arrest, as opposed to
someone who goes out and shops around for a job, and has time
off during the weekends? How is all that determined?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: With your approval, I'll let
Mario-- |

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Yes, sure.

MR. PAPAROZZI: Actually, yes, there are some people
who are not allowed out at all. It is a judgment call. We
have some people when they first come out-- Maybe we will keep
them in for the first week, or for a weekend. It would be more
restricted even than a halfway house. When people are going
out looking for jobs, if they are unemployed, we would expect
that they would give the officer the name of the place they
went, the person to whom they spoke, and then we can check into
that and see if, in fact, it is real, or if the person is just
trying to get over on the parole supervision process.

So, yes, it is a very accountable process. In the
future, I think we are going to tighten that up even more,
where maybe we will only allow them out two hours per day.
Right now, 1if you are unemployed, the rule of thumb is three
hours to go look for a job in the morning; 9:00 to 12:00 to go
seek employment. But again, the philosophy of this program is
that everything you do outside of the home should be some
verifiable and constructive activity. That. is the key. We
want to be able to verify. '

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Could they continue to be
unemployed and continue to be monitored?

MR. PAPAROZZI: In point of fact and in reality, in
the past, yes. If someone was unemployed and yet was doing
well in all other regards and was staying home, but just was
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unsuccessful in finding a job, for whatever reason, yes, they
could, conceivably, be on »this program beyond 30 days, but with
a review.

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay, thank you. I have been doing
some research and talking to a whole lot of people about this
program, and one of the problems I find is, we have a conflict
"when we send a person out on this program. One of the
conditions we have been speaking of is that-- For example, a
person is a drug user. One of the conditions 1is that that
person has to go to a drug program. Or he is an alcoholic, and
he has to go to an alcoholic program. This person then goes to
Alcoholics Anonymous. He goes to Alcoholics Anonymous at 1:00
in the afternoon. Because it is an anonymous program, you have
absolutely no way of telling whether he was really there, or
whether he was out robbing a bank.

Now, under the conditions you have set up, I think you
should eliminate an anonymous program, because by the mere fact
.that these people have committed a crime, and have been
convicted of a crime, they are no longer anonymous about
anything. If they were convicted of a crime because they were
drug users, they are no longer anonymous. Why should we allow
them-- In one case I was told that the inmate said it was
because-- He would not have been able to do certain things, if
it weren't for the time he was allowed to go to Alcoholics
Anonymous . "Well, how can you do that?" He 'said, “Because
Alcoholics Anonymous is not allowed to tell the Parole Board
whether I was there or not." So if you call and say, "Was
inmate so and so there?" or, "Was so and so at the Alcoholics
Anonymous program Thursday at 2:00?" the person there cannot
violate that confidence. They say, "I cannot give you that
information.” So you have to just take that person's word for
it. So instead of going there, they go someplace else. All it
is is an opportunity for the inmate to violate the program by
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saying he went to an anonymous drug program or to Alcoholic:
Anonymous, but not having been there in the first place.

" You are going to have to ‘address that during your
process of setting up your plans. I just wanted to bring that
out, because you will have to take that out of the conditions.
There 1is no such thing as anonymous when you have been
convicted of a crime. -

MR. PAPAROZZI: I would 1like to respond just for a
moment. As a person on the job for 20 years, that has been a
long-standing problem of parole officers, the anonymity of AA,
NA, Gamblers Anonymous, and that kind of thing. Also, because
they are anonymous, you should know that there is no data that
speaks to how well these programs do in turning people around,
or how poorly they do -- because they are anonymous.

However, you're right. No one should be sent to a
program if you have even one scintilla of a doubt in your mind
that they might not be going to that program. But sometimes
with NA and AA, what I would like to strive for would be a
community sponsor that he would hook up with at an AA group.
He would talk to that community sponsor. There is a name,
there is a person, and it is all understood and aboveboard and
out in the open. It is true that when you go to an AA meeting,
no one there is obliged to verify whether you went or not, and
they strictly address you by your first name.

Another thing we are encouraging the officers -- we
will be encouraging the officers to do, is to go to the
meetings in their areas on a random basis, the ones the people
say they go to. We have had officers drop by unannounced and
they see that the person is there, or is not there. But as a
general rule of thumb, it is probably a bad idea to just Kkeep
incorporated in the system an anonymous type of a program where
you can't verify where somebody is. I think that if one
message has come through loud and clear from this Committee, it

40




is that you want accountability; you want to know where the.
people released to this prbgram are at all times.

SENATOR KOSCO: Of course, another very touchy subject
with me is the fact that the Parole Board, in my opinion,
according to what I have been reading—-- The Parole Board has
interrupted, or interferred in the program that the Department
of Corrections has, and the Attorney General's Office has
authorized it. Then, according to my understanding, they took
it a step further, and said: "Not only are we going to
authorize people who are not even eligible for parole on any
criteria to go into the bracelet program, but then you will
have absolutely no jurisdiction over that person." Is that the
way I read it?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Pretty close, but not exactly.
The Parole Board has the ability to set the conditions of
parcle. So they can set the conditions of parole as assigning
someone into the Electronic Monitoring system, even though we,
if we were doing it, would not do it. They have that ability.

SENATOR KOSCO: But they still have to use the
original criteria? In other words, a person has to be eligible
for parole? ,

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: They have to be eligible.

SENATOR KOSCO: Now, my reading of this plan is that
they have taken people who have not yet become eligible for
parole, and put them out into the system under the bracelet
program.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: No, I don‘t think that is the
case. : , »
SENATOR KOSCO: Well, that is the way I read this
report. '

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: They're saying-- For example,
we have certain offenses that preclude somebody being put in
the program, if we are doing it. So, let's say it is a
homicide, which is the most extreme, and I am not sure there
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are any out there like that. But if it is: a- homicide case, we
would not put the person in. But if the Parole Board gives a
person a parole with the condition that he be placed on the
bracelet program, yes, then he would get into the program.

SENATOR KOSCO: Okay. This is the section of the
report I was getting to. Under Section 4, it says: "On
November 2, 1990, the Department was notified by the State
Parole Board of their intention to--"

MR. PAPAROZZI: What page?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Where are you,.Senator?

SENATOR KOSCO: Section 4, page 18. In the center of
the page it says: "On November 2, 1990, the Department was
notified by the State Parole Board of their intention to begin
using EMHC to release inmates who would not normally be granted
parole. They indicated the case referral procedure would be
the same as used for placement in ISSP. The Parole Board also
uses the program as an intermediate sanction prior to
revocation. In some instances, they will reverse a revocation
decision and place the offender under EMHC.

“"On January 9, 1991, an IOC was sent to the Parole
Board advising them that the Department's exclusion criteria
would preclude placement of a sex offender in the program.
This stemmed from the Parole Board's desire to place an inmate
in violation of the Corrections Department criteria. In this
case, the inmate was not placed. Program administrators report
the Parole Board has since sought an opinion from the Attorney
General, who advised they have the authority to place parolees
in the program, and are not bound by the Corrections
Department's restrictions. It is their opinion that the Parole
Board has, in the past, sent them questionable clients." '

This is absolutely unacceptable in any way, shape, or
form by, I think, this entire Committee. It should be
unacceptable by the Department of Corrections that the Parole
Board should be allowed to dictate to you that they are going
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to put undesirable or questionable -- as it is put here --
people into the program, and then not let you have any control
over it, on top of it. ,

I would like to have some type of a report back to us,
as soon as possible, as to how many of these people that the
Parole Board has demanded you put on the program, are on the
program. I think the Parole Board is the Parole Board. If
they want to become the Department of Corrections, we can put
them under the Department of Corrections, if they choose that.
But as 1long as they are responsible for paroles, let them
concentrate on paroles.

Yes, sir?

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Mr. Commissioner, first of all, I
don't want to seem like I am being critical of you today,
because I am really not trying to be. But I am very concerned
about this topic, and I am sure you are, too. Quite frankly, I
consider you, and your staff, as having some of the toughest
jobs in the State of New Jersey.

SENATOR KOSCO: Don't soften them up before you hit
them. Just hit them.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Just hit them, okay. No,
seriously, you do because anytime there is a mistake—-

SENATOR KOSCO: Get to the point.

SENATOR MATHEUSSEN: Anytime there is a mistake, it
becomes immediately subject to the public eye, and everybody is
very concerned about it. I am concerned about the part of the
report which deals specifically with the Palmer case. To me,
in my opinion, this program, after being scrutinized, sets up
some criteria as to who is eligible. The more scrutiny we do,
the better your Department looks, because if we don't put bad
people out on the street, people who should not be eligible,
then they are probably going to have a good success record on
the bracelet program.
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But I also happen to think that once they are on .it,
it is a privilege to stay on it. To me, Mr. Palmer lost that
privilege shortly after being given it. According to the
report, in December he was arrested. As a matter of fact, on
December 12, he was arrested right in front of his own house.
It wasn't what the officer classified-- Somebody put in the
report, "Failing to disperse," and the parole officer contacted
the Police Department to determine that this was not a serious
charge. Anytime, particularly a person on a bracelet program,
but anytime someone fails to follow authority, I consider that
somewhat of a serious crime, especially a person who is on a
bracelet program now failing to follow authority, the authority
of the Police Department.

He was ordered to disperse; he didn't. He was
arrested, he was found guilty, and, as a matter of fact, he was
sentenced in Municipal Court and fined $150. At that time, it
would seem to me that Mr. Palmer lost his privilege of being on
this bracelet program. But, unfortunately, it did not stop
there. Just a few days after being arrested -- as a matter of
fact, three days after being arrested -- for his blatant
disregard for police authority, he went and tampered with his
bracelet. In three days, this gentleman basically ignored the
police, and then tried to get off the bracelet program, and we
never took him off.

Now, I am not —-— believe me, I am not criticizing your
Department. What I am trying to do, though, is say that not
only do we need some criteria that screens people going into
the program, but I think we need very hard and fast criteria
for people who, once they are on the program, any violation --
any violation, and certainly a disregard for police authority,
to me, is a serious violation -- should be immediately taken
off and put back into incarceration.

I realize this is a savings to the State. I realize
that this alternative sentencing is extremely important to hold
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down our costs. But more important than that, I think we also
have to realize, though, that the public safety is at risk
here. A person who will defy a police officer certainly is
going to defy the average person walking down the street, and
maybe violate that person. I think Mr. Palmer obviously lost
the honor of being on that program. He should have been taken
off. - ' '

What I am saying is, we need to have a program so that
any other Mr. Palmers who come along and have a problem once
they are on the bracelet program, immediately go back into

incarceration. This 1isn't a "give them a second chance"
routine. They have one bite of the apple. If they blow it,
they're back in jail. That is the way it should be -- period.

Mr. Palmer didn't meet that criteria, and he should have been
back in jail. Anyone who follows the same course should be
back in jail.

I would hope that the Department would look at that,
and set very hard and fast rules.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Include that in our criteria.

 SENATOR KOSCO: Thank you, Senator. We pointed that
out in the opening remarks, that he had been a continuous
violator. We questioned that.

Are there any more specific recommendations that you
would like to discuss here?

SENATOR SCOTT: Just one thing to add to . the report:
When they identify the inmates on the program from the Parole
Board, could we also have the results of if any of them have
violated the program and have been sent back?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes, we can——

SENATOR SCOTT: I would like to have that, too.

SENATOR KOSCO: Yes, Senator Girgenti?

SENATOR GIRGENTI: Just a sideline, Mr. Commissioner,
on page 8. I just saw this last night, and maybe you could
explain it. Under “"Program Statistics," it says: "Forty
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participants -- 1.77 percent -- were returned to custody for
commission of a new offense; 24 for drugs, 10 for crimes
against persons," and so forth. "There were 328 participants
-— 14.51 percent -- returned for program violations,
disciplinary infractions, or administrative reasons."

When you say "administrative reasons,” now I am
looking from the other end. If you have a guy on the program
who has probably, let's say, been a model citizen, in terms of
this program, has obeyed the program correctly, and has done
everything right, and then he is up for parole-- What happens
if he is denied parole, let's say, and he is in that six-month
period, and then he has to wait another year? Does that mean
he is automatically removed from the program? You know, with a
guy who is a model citizen, I think it is almost working in
reverse. Does that mean he has to go back to jail?

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes. The Parole Board-- 1If he
is denied parole, what they do is set a new date -- a new
~eligibility date, a new hearing date. ' If that exceeds the time
that he could be in the——

SENATOR GIRGENTI: You know, I think you've got to
look at that. I mean, from the other end, I don't think there
is anything that could be more demoralizing, or destructive,
than to have a guy out there who has really been doing
everything correctly, perfectly, and than, all of a sudden, be
denied, and go back to jail, after he has been off drugs, or
whatever he has done. I think that would really probably
destroy the individual. '

Has that happened a number of times? Is that
something that is common? _ ,

- COMMISSIONER FAUVER: I think that it happened early.
We have had meetings with the Board. This is not to cite to
them that if somebody is in the community and has proven
himself for "X" number of months to be okay-- Why aren't they
the best possible candidates for parole, instead of being
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reviewed? We have raised that issue with the Board. We also
have the same problem with our halfway houses, where there is
no EM, where a person successfully is doing well, but gets a
year review. We have to pull them in because they don't fit
the criteria.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: I mean, when you look at it and you
see a case like the Tony Palmer case where you had problems
with the gquy, and in the other situation you have a guy who
maybe has done everything correctly and according to the

program, and he can be put back in-- See, I think we have to
look at this whole-- You have to evaluate all of this criteria
and really tighten it |up. In some cases, a number of

incidences, as the Chairman pointed out originally, and in the
case of Palmer, certainly there was a history leading to this.
You couldn't predict the event, obviously, but there was a
history that this guy was trouble throughout. I mean, to the
point where he was even showing somebody else how to tamper
with the thing, you know.

SENATOR KOSCO: And proud of it.

SENATOR GIRGENTI: I am concerned about that. I think
that is the one important thing, if anything comes out of this,
the tightening up of the criteria, and, again, the sentencing
area. I am pushing legislation, and I know you‘know that, Mr.
Chairman. I think we should push that to make sure that some
people cannot go on this program.

SENATOR KOSCO: Definitely. S _

SENATOR GIRGENTI: I don't want to see a case where a
guy has had six aggravated assaults and six prior convictions,
and because he happens to be in there now, he is going to get
on this program. That is not my idea-- An armed robber is not
my idea of the kind of person I think is supposed to be on this
program, because we talked about nonviolent.

SENATOR KOSCO: That's right.

47



Okay. I think on that note we will conclude this
meeting. We all have copies of the report, and we will all
have more opportunity to look at it

The Commissioner is certainly in favor of most of the
recommendations -- the 20 recommendations -- if not every
single one of them. He has now directed Mr. Paparozzi to be
the person responsible for this program, as I understand it,
right now.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: That is correct.

SENATOR KOSCO: My suggestion at this. point is: You
have a list of things that this Committee has asked for. Some
of the things were in my opening remarks, and I am sure you
have a copy of that.

COMMISSIONER FAUVER: Yes.

SENATOR KOSCO: Some things we are asking for by the
end of today, if possible. Some of them we are asking for by
the end of the week. Certainly, we are going to be looking for
that first 10-day report -- two-week report -- from the
Department addressing specific recommendations that are part of
the 20 recommendations.

I would direct your attention to the State Parole
officers and ask you to please be in contact with the people
who are doing the work out on the street. I have some
information here from the New Jersey State Parole Officers, the
P.B.A., Local No. 326, which addresses a lot of their concerns,
and recommendations as to how they could better do their job.
I would like you to include them in your deliberations and in
your ideas, so you will be using the suggestions of the people
out there doing the work while you are working on the
recommendations. )

We are going to have another hearing at the end of the
month -- before the end of the month -- at which we will be
able to upgrade our Committee. ' In the meantime, our Committee
members will be making some suggestions through the Chair, and
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we will share them with you on a regular basis, and continue
this open dialogue we have been having.

I appreciate your openness, Commissioner, and your
cooperation with everything that has taken place. We look
forward to, by October 1, being able to report to the people of
the State of New Jersey that this program is not only alive and
well, but working 100 percent. I know some people say it
cannot be 100 percent, but I am saying it has to be 100
percent. If that 1 percent that does not work ends up being a
person who is released on the program to goes out and commits a
homicide-- There is no such thing as percentages that makes
any difference, if that ends up being the bottom line.

- This program has to work, between the technology we
are going to insist on and the expertise of the people working
the program. We expect it to become a model for the whole
country to follow. I believe we can do it.

Thank you very much. We will be back in touch with
you as soon as we have a date for the next hearings. Thank you.

(MEETING CONCLUDED)
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Executive Summary

Introduction

On April 3, 1992, inmate Tony Palmer, #YN110282, was arrested by the Paterson Police
Deparumnent for the murder of Vernon Major which had occurred in the early morning hours of
April 2nd. At the time of the homicide, Palmer was a participant in the New Jersey
Department of Correction’s Electronically Monitored Home Confinement (EMHC) program.
Intense media coverage was brought to bear on the incident. Political officials raised
questions about the program's integrity. : ‘

Arrangements were made for technical assistance through the Natdonal Institute of
Correcdons. The consultant was requested to evaluate the program'’s operation, management
structure and equipment. A specific request was received to investigate the Palmer incident
and his allegations that he was able to circumvent the equipment.

The full report contains a detailed analysis of the problem areas uncovered during the
investigation. The findings, conclusions and recommendations developed as a result of the
on-site investigation, review of department records and interviews conducted are presented
below in summary form. The reader is cautioned, that in order to place this information a
proper context, it is necessary to review the full report. '

Findings and Conclusions

Development of the Program. The program began in September of 1989. It grew very
rapidly over the next two years to an average size of 560 offenders. The number of initial
memos would indicate the program was not well-planned prior to implementation. It was
designed and operated on a day-to-day basis. The need to address overcrowded institutions
drove the program to accept increasingly larger numbers of participants. This was occurring
at a time when the administrative and operational processes were being developed. Increasing
the size of the program compounded existing problems.

Responsibility for the program is divided between the Division of Adult and Juvenile
Institutions and the Division of Policy and Planning, each under the direction of an Assistant
Commissioner. While supervision of inmates in carried out by policy and planning, the
selection and overall responsibility for inmates remains with the institutions. The divisions
have different responsibilities, priorities and mindsets regarding the supervision of program
participants. Tension exists between the two divisions over program operation.

Additional tension existed within the Division of Policy and Planing stemming from the
issues of overtime, assignment of agency vehicles and supervision. EMHC had essentially

become a program outside the Parole Bureau. Personnel were responsible to any number of
supervisors who often issued conflicting directives.

The program was run by inter-office communication forms. No policy and procedures
manual has ever been promulgated by the department. There is no collection of policy and
pmedmmminninedhacenuﬂ}maﬁmwhichism&lempmgmppmmh
There is no procedure to ensure new employees are given copies of or even review existing
memos. Policies are often issued or changed verbally without corresponding documentation.
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Training is conducted primarily "on-the-job.” There is no established curriculum. No
records of training received are kept in personnel files.

No workload or performances measures have ever been established for field or monitoring
center personnel. The amount of approved overtime paid by the department would suggest
there are not a sufficient number of employees assigned to the program and/or the process
should be restructured.

Program Operation. The selection and enrollmeat process for the program is
cumbersome and time consuming. Decisions to return inmates require a number of personnel
from both divisions be involved in the process. Changes in program operations are difficult at
best to achieve. These problems are inherent in the administratve structure of the program
which splits responsibilities between two divisions with no one person having functional line
" authority over the people necessary to make the program work. Employees feel the internal
management system is confused and policies are unclear.

The program has a poor management information system. There are too many individual
reports prepared which are dependent on a multitude of people for their completion. Many of
the forms require the same information be presented in a different format. Often information
which is needed for supervision of employees, such as the number of field contacts, is not

- collected or is listed only in the supervision chronological report for cach inmate.

There is no community risk assessment completed on potential program participants.
They are classified according to institutional risk factors which can be presumed to differ
significantly from those arising in a community setting.

The Parole Board has begun assigning parolees to EMHC irrespective of the program's
exclusion criteria. If an incident occurs with one of these parolees, the department will most
probably receive negative publicity. It is not ible to separate in the public's mind the
differences in authority and responsibility of the Parole and the Department of
Corrections. Any major incident which occurs in the near future will seriously undermine
program integrity.

The monitoring center has too many respoasibilities and not enough personnel. On an
average day, there will be over 3,000 computer messages received on the line-printer. The
process for resolving violation reports requires personnel to make too many phone calls.
They are responsible for relaying information back and forth between the offenders, parole
officers, on-call supervisors and the adult institution liaison officer. There is no supervisor
on-duty in the monitoring center which is staffed by senior parole officers. The SPOs are not
given sufficient authority to resolve incidents.

The recoids system i the monitoring center is cumbersome. Personnel are required to
handle too many different pieces of paper and process too many forms. Reports and
Mfomaﬁmmofmﬁledmcﬁpbw&whichmmecmoﬁnfmaﬁonbeing
misplaced.

Equipment. The equipment used in the monitoring program is manufactured by Digital
Products Co?omion. Ft. Lauderdale, Florida. The contract for provision of equipment was
awarded to Computerized Surveillance Systems, Inc. (CSS), South Orange, New Jersey
which has an unspecified relationship with the manufacturer. CSS certified in their response
to. the bid proposal that the equipment was tamper-proof. They further maintained the

quipment would provide confirmation of the presence or absence of the wearer: “...
wnémnﬁmisimaﬁaﬁe.mm&candposiﬁveﬁmnomﬁginofmf
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In August or September of 1991 incident monitor screens were installed in the monitoring
center to alleviate the necessity of reviewing the on-line printer for violaton nodces. Although
the manufacturer's operating manual for the equipment requires monitoring the printer, no one
from the department was advised by Digital this was stll necessary after the monitoring
screens were installed.

The equipment suffered from a design flaw which under certain circumstances would
prevent violadon notices from appearing on the incident monitor screens. Once a transmitter
was in the tamper mode, it would not continue to report this status, but would otherwise
function normally. It would not report any further attempts to tamper with the equipment until
the tamper circuits had been reset. ‘

Digital Products Corporation was aware of the software problem prior to December of
1991 when Palmer's tampering with the transmitter was not detected by department
personnel. In later consultations with department staff, Digital admirted having experienced
the problem in their own monitoring center in Ft. Lauderdale. They developed software in
November and December of 1991 which was installed on the departmment's computer system
in January of 1992. Digital did not inform the Deparunent of Corrections of the problem's
existence or that they had installed new software.

There has been no written explanation from the manufacturer of the software problem
which led to the tamper not being detected by monitoring center personnel, other than it was
caused by "some outside interference.”

While the receiver unit is programmed to call the central computer at least every six hours
for a status report, there is no alert message generated if this is not successfully accomplished.
In the field test, with the unit's AC power and telephone lines unplugged, no indicadon was
given that the receiver had been disabled for almost twenty-four hours.

There are still problems with the equipment. The Telsol unit maifunctions, producing a
"Telsol Interrupted” message. When this occurs, violation reports are blocked from going to
the incident monitoring screen. A company representative was informed a problem existed on
April 16, 1992. Three days later, the same employee gave no indication of any previous
knowledge when asked by the consultant to explain how this was occurring.

Palmer Incidens. Tony Palmer met the selection criteria for the program. There were no
indications in his supervision file, prior criminal history or psychological report of any
propensity for violence. None of the factors listed in the exclusion criteria which would have
preciuded his placement in the program were present.

When enrolled in the program the equipment appeared to be operating normally. A needs
assessment form was never filled out. No supervision plan listing goals and objectives for
this inmate was ever located. Both of these items were required by division policy.

In the twenty-three weeks Palmer was in the program there were ten contact visits
recorded by the parole officer. None of these visits revealed factors which would indicate he
should have been returned to the institution. While under supervision, incident reports were
prepared on two curfew violations, one minor arrest for violation of a city ordinance and one

wristlet tamper.

Although Palmer was coavicted of drug related offenses, it was nearly three months after
his entry into the program before the first urinalysis was performed. Of the two tests for
which results have been received, both were negative. The last urinalysis was performed the
day before the homicide occurred.
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Nothing the inmate did allowed him to escape detection of the initial tampering with the
transmitter and subsequent curfew violations. The failure to detect these actions was due to
equipment and supervision problems.

A design flaw in “the software prevented the tamper notice from being sent to the
monitoring screen. Personnel in the monitoring center had stopped reviewing the line-printer
which did record the tamper incident because they were operating under the assumpton it was
no longer necessary. Once the unit was ina tamper mode, Paimers subsequent removal to
violate curfew would not register as a "tamper” because the unit was already in tamper mode.

On the night the homicide occurred, there were equipment problems with System B which
was used to monitor Palmer. A series of routine supervision calls were not successfully
completed. A "Telsol Interrupted” message was received during the second set of supervision
calls. It is unclear as to whether the messages were ever reported to the incident monitor
screen or printed on the line-printer. Subsequent RF checks indicated the client was at homc

Problems which may have existed with Pagenet, the commercial paging company, are not
believed to have had any effect on this incident. No "Pager Intrcpt Oprir” message was
received as is expected if there are equipment problems with the commercial paging system.
Bell Atlantic Telephone Company was conducting field tests of a voice verification system in
the monitoring center during November and December of 1991. It is unikmown what, if any,

effect their experiments had on the operation of the monitoring center or the equipment.

On January 18, 1992, division policy was implemented which required parole officers to
carry their reset generator device with them and reset offender’'s tamper circuits at least
monthly. There were five personal contact visits with Palmer after the December 16, 1991
tampering incident prior to the homicide occurring. The last visit was on April 1, 1992, the
day before the homicide. The parole officers did not reset the tamper device on any of these
occasions. If they had, a wristlet reset message would have been printed and the device
would have generated a wristlet tamper message the next time Palmer attermpted to remove it.

Other incidents indicate supervision problems exist in the department. One inmate's
transmitter device remained in a tamper mode for almost seven days prior to discovery. This
had occurred in March of 1992, prior to the homicide. At that period of time there was an
existing division policy which required monitoring center personnel to run an equipment
report every four hours. Assuming the equipment was operating properly, the equipment
. report should have detected the unit was in a tamper mode. Either the equipment reports did

notreﬂectthxs,theywetenotmasxequnedordepmmpersonnelfmledtotakeacnonto
correct the problem. '

In a second incidesnt , mme@hmehndheenmmfwmdaysmto
discovefybymommgmpemnd. The printouts indicate the pager was called and a
notice sent to the incident monitoring screen which showed the telephone line was busy. Ifa
full client report had been run, monitoring center personnel should have been aleried to the
faamammmmmuammmemmedwnmnsfmamday

period, thus a problem existed with the equipment.

The initial conclusions drawn by the Division of Policy and Planning and the Internal
Affairs Unit were incorrect and based on incomplete information. The Internal Affairs Unit
lacked the technical undersianding of electronic monitoring to complete a thorough
investigation of the matter in a short period of time. Theeqmpmentmannfacmwasnot

forthcoming with explanations of system problems..
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Section 1 _
Requested Assistance

Circumstances Leading to the Request

On April 3, 1992, Inmate Tony Palmer, # YN110282, was arrested by the Paterson,
New Jersey Police Department for the murder of Vernon Major which had occurred in the
early morning hours of April 2nd. At the time of the homicide, Palmer was a participant in the
New Jersey Department of Correction's Electronically Monitored Home Confinement
(EMHC) program.

Subsequent to his arrest, Palmer apparently told police officials he had been able to
circumvent the monitoring device and leave his residence without detection. A great deal of
national media attention was generated by the incident. Questions were raised by government
officials as to negligence in the program's operation and reliability of the equipment. In a
series of articles (See Appendix A), the equipment manufacturer denied any malfunction had
occurred, suggesting the incident was due to human error.! Department officials initally
released information that a "computer glitch" allowed Palmer to leave his residence
undetected.2 Members of the New Jersey State Senate announced their intention to hold
public hearings.? The media had become critical of the Paterson New Jersey Police
Department's response to the initial call. Questions were raised regarding the manner in
which the call was dispatched. When the call was first received, an ambulance was sent with
no accompanying police officers.4 The police deparmment in turn, was publicly critical of the
Deparment of Corrections' (DOC) supervision of Palmer.5 :

Other unrelated incidents had fueled media attention. The parole board was under
criticism for their release of a serial killer who was accused of committing additional murders
while on parole. A program participant in Chicago had been accused of luring another
individual to his apartment while under electronic monitoring and killing him.6 The FBI had
announced its investigation into allegations of favoritism in awarding the electronic monitoring
contract for the New York City Deparmment of Corrections to BI Monitoring Corporation.” A
program participant in Indianapolis had absconded from the program and was accused of
shooting two suburban police officers near Chicago, killing one of them.8

1For example, see Gibson, D. "Maker Defends Ankiet Monitor.” Record, 4-10-92, p. B-1.

2For exampie, see Mendez, 1. “State Says ‘Gliich' in Sysiem Let Inmate Escape House Arrest.” The Star-
Ledger, 4-9-92, p. unknown.

3For example, see Mendez, L. "Home Jail Probe. Semate Committee Will Seek Answess on Inmate's

* The Star-Ledger, 4-10-92, p. unknowa. :

For example, see Moriey, H. "Cops Late to Slay Site. Responss Time Of Paterson's Police Probed.”
The Herald & News, 4-11-92, p. unknown. - o

S5For example, see Gibsoa, D. "Upkoas Over Home Detention.” Record, 4-11-92, p. unknown.

6Woo, J. & Lambert, W. "Questions Arise on Electronic Ankless." The Wall Street Journal, 4-9-92, p.
B10.

TRasb, S. "F.B.L Investigates City Prison Contract. Role of Influential Lobbyist Examined in Plan for
Ankile Bracelets.” The New York Times, 4-11-92, p. 29.

8Goering, L. “Inmate Home Release Programs Still Not Free of Facal Flaws.” Chicago Tribune, 4-14-
92, p. 2-1. ' v
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Assistance Requested

On April 13, 1992 the consultant was contacted by Mr. Gary Hilton, Assistant
Commissioner of the New Jersey Department of Corrections, Division of Adult and Juvenile
Institutons, and requested to evaluate the electronic monitoring program. Mr. Hilton
requested he examine-the program's operation, management structure, and equipment. He
was further requested to make an independent investigation into the Paimer incident.

, The purpose of the investigation was to identify problem areas and provide
recommendations for changes in the program. A technical assistance request (# 92C1147)

was approved by the National Institute of Corrections and arrangements were made for on-site

consultation. ' ‘

Description of the Problem

The problem was ‘ound to be substantially as described in the initial request for
assistance. Media attention on the program was increased by an article which appeared on
April 17, 1992 in which the state ethics panel charged Assistant Commissioner Terri Howard,
Davision of Policy and Planning, and Senior Parole Officer Mario Paparozzi with improperly
‘accepting a round-trip flight on a private aircraft to Florida. The flight had been arranged by
Computerized Surveillance Systems (CSS) of South Orange, New Jersey to Ft. Lauderdale,
Florida to inspect the manufacturing facilities of Digital Products Corporation. CSS was the
successful bidder on the $500,000 contract to supply electronic monitoring equipment
manufactured by Digital to the state. It was Digital's equipment which was in use at the time
of the Palmer incident. The trip had been unsuccessfully challenged during the bidding
process by BI Incorporated, a rival manufacturer. The challenge had been put aside by the
New Jersey Treasury Deparmment's Director of the Division of Purchase and Property in June
of 1991, which found the trip had been approved by correction's department lawyers.?

It became apparent there was a perception among employees of friction between the
Division of Adult and Juvenile Institutions and the Division of Policy and Planning which
operates the program. The Paterson Police Deparunent was withholding investigative reports
and refused to return the monitoring bracelet they had seized from Palmer at the time of his
arrest without a court order. The prosecuting attorney had issued a subpoena for records
pertaining to Palmer and was believed to be considering filing charges against department
personnel. :

In an inidal meeting with Commissioner William H. Fauver and Assistant Commissioner
Hilton who had been assigned responsibility for overseeing the investigation, the consuitant
was informed the department wanted to determine, in so far as possibie, what had actually
occurred. While the staff was understandably apprehensive, the consultant was granted
access to all requested materials and personnel. Invesiigative assistance and preliminary
reports were made available from the department's internal affairs unit. During the on-site
review all department personnel cooperated fully with the consultant's request for

The equipment manufacturer, Digital Products Corporation, at the time of the review, had
not fully explained the possibility of an equipment malfunction. Based on their
correspondence and conversations with staff members it appeared they were attempting to
limit any liability on their part. While on-site, a letter was received by department personnel
from BI, Incorporated, which expressed concem the incident may hurt the industry and that if

9Schwaneberg, R. "Corrections Duo Cited on Vendor's Gift Flight” The Star-Ledger, 4-17-92, p. 17.
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the department had been using their equipmeht, this would not have happened.. The electronic
monitoring industry is very competitive and the danger exists a vendor might use the incident
to promote their product over Digital's, increasing the potential for continued public critcism.

Description of Assistance Provided

On April 16, 1992 the consultant travelled to Trenton, New Jersey and remained on-site
undl April 20th. While on-site he interviewed department personnel, reviewed existing
policies and procedures, observed the monitoring center operations, and inspected the
deparment's electronic monitoring files and other relevant records. A meeting was held with
the internal affairs unit. Personnel from internal affairs assisted in a field test of the
monitoring equipment. An exit interview was held with Assistant Commissioner Howard and.
her staff. Prior to departure, an oral report was given to Commissioner Fauver, Deputy
Commissioner Seidl and Assistant Commuissioner Hilton.

Detailed descripdons of the interviews are contained in the body of this report which is

organized by major categories. Relevant materials which were reviewed are attached in the
appendix section.
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' Section 2
Program History

Development of the Program

On April 17, 1992 the consultant held an initial meeting with Assistant Commissioner
Terri Howard whose division is responsible for the day to day operation of the program,
Marie Gervasio, administrative assistant to Assistant Commissioner Howard, Senior Parole
Officer Mario Paparozzi who initiated the electronic monitoring program, Senior Parole
Officer Leonard Kraus who is currently in charge of the home confinement program, and
Assistant District Parole Supervisor Steven Adams, who is responsible for supervising the
monitoring center. Prior to the meeting the consultant had been provided an inter-office
communication (IOC) dated April 14, 1992 from Assistant Commissioner Howard to
Assistant Commissioner Hilton which briefly outlined the program's development. 10

The purpose of the meeting was to obtain backgbund information on the development and
operation of the program. Unless specifically noted otherwise, information presented below
was obtained during the interview of the above individuais. '

The Electronically Monitored Home Confinement (EMHC) program began in September
of 1989 under then Assistant Commissioner John P. Zerillo and was funded to handle a
caseload of sixty participants. The original plans called for the program to be used for parole
violators as an intermediate sanction prior to revocation. This inital proposal was never
implemented. There had been many discussions about the use of electronic monitoring and a
perception existed among some personnel that the program would never be put in place.

As originally implemented EMHC was designed as an i cuswdﬁsmmmtopmvide
carly release from institutions when prisoners were within 120 days of their parole date.
Because this did not provide a large enough pool of participants, the time of eligibility was
increased to target inmates who were within six months of their parole date.

When the program began, Mario Paparozzi and Modesto Fiume were issued pagers which
notified them of program violations. Each officer assumed responsibility for half the state.
As the activity level increased, it became necessary to seek additional personnel. Funding for -
" three officers was authorized but the positions were never allocated. ISSP officers were co-
opted from their regular field dutdes. With borrowed personnel, the ISSP/HCP program
began and Mario Paparozzi was assigned as the director. '

- Almost immediately, a problem developed because officers were not authorized overtime.
Under these circumstances they did not want to wear pagess or be oi-call twenty-four hours a
day. When the program reached approximately 150 inmates, the Deputy Commissioner of
Corrections anthorized the payment of overtime. Staff members assigned to the program were
all given pagers. Within two weeks, staff members began to voice serious complaints. The
pager system notified them of every reported activity, including routine messages which are
generated by an inmate leaving or returning from their home at approved times. To this point,
most of the cooperation which had been achieved was on a voluntary basis from staff
members who believed in the program and wanted to demonstrate it was viable. ,

105c¢ Appendix B to this report for copy of 10C.
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The issue of overtime produced internal conflicts in the division. Parole officers had
radidonally not been authorized overtime. Initally it was not known where the money would
come from to pay for the overtime. Parole funds were re-allocated from other programs
within the division.

Caseloads for EMHC officers were set at 20 to 25 inmates. Because the EMHC officers
were actually ISSP officers who had been co-opted, their reduced caseload caused friction
with other parole officers. The management structure initially was such that ISSP officers
who were directly responsible to the District Parole Supervisor (DPS) were receiving direction
from a multitude of people and these directions often contradicted what the DPS wanted done.
In many instances, the central office overturned decisions made by the DPS. When vehicles
were assigned to officers in the monitoring program, additional animosity developed in the
division. The EMHC had essentially become a program outside the parole bureau, even
though organizatonally it was within it. Assistant Commissioner Howard feels these inidal
problems within the Division of Policy and Planning have been resolved. :

During the Summer of 1990 there was a feeling among field officers that the equipment
did not work, with the primary problem being an excessive number of tamper alarms.
Assistant Commissioner Howard instructed Paparozzi to address the equipment problems.
He contacted the vendor, Digital Products Corporation, and told them if the equipment
problems were not corrected, the department would withdraw its contract. They responded
the next day and it was subsequently determined a majority of the problems were not
equipment related, but stemmed from a lack of knowledge and training. According to
Paparozz, no one in the department understood how to administer a monitoring program.
The officers did not know how to operate the equipment. "We needed to learn about
computers. If the printer paper jammed, it was a big deal to us. We couldn't trouble shoot to
correct a problem. We learned about things as they happened. We needed training in the
technical aspects.”!! A request by Assistant Commissioner Howard to visit other programs
had been denied for a lack of state funds.

In the Fall of 1990, Assistant Commissioner Howard held a meeting with Commissioner
Fauver in which the monitoring program was discussed. Commissioner Fauver had been
requested to expand the program by the governor with a target of 250 inmates by January of
1991. During this meeting, questions were raised as to whether parole or the institutional
division should be responsible for operating the program. Assistant Commissioner Howard
stated she believedmegmmmhadlostaedibimyinthedcpmembemuse "EM could never
get its act together."!2 There was a perception that parole was incapable of running the
program. The issue had been discussed as to whether the department should run its own
program or contract out the monitoring responsibilities to a private service provider.

The department had been operating a temporary base station at its East Orange district
office. In the Fall of 1990 it opted to establish a permanent monitoring center at its central
office complex in Trenton, New Jersey. The center was originally placed in the Stokes
Building and subsequently moved to the Edge Building as space requirements increased.
Initially, they did not have encugh people to staff the monitoring center on a twenty-four hour
basis. Personnel were not available to cover sick days, vacations, etc. Only one person
worked per shift. If another employee was absent, they had to work double-shifts or Mario
Paparozzi would cover the duties. Regular parole officers were still being used for EMHC
and their caseloads began to suffer.

11paparozzi, M. Personal inerview 4-17-92.
12Howard, T. Personal interview 4-17-92,

3%



During this period of time program administrators felt as if they were being pressured to
increase the number of participants without adequate resources.!3 Concern had been
expressed by the Office of Legislative Services because the program numbers were lower than
desired. Assistant Commissioner Howard began to press Leonard Kraus to increase the
numbers. Both Howard and Kraus held a meeting with the Deputy Commissioner to explain
the problems they had been experiencing.

Discussions were held with institutional personnel regarding the number of inmates being
referred by them to the program. The insttutions felt parole officers were not making site
investigations fast enough and that this accounted for the low number of participants, that the
insttudons were referring a sufficient number of inmates. This caused increased pressure on
parole officers to do the pre-release site visits which began to interfere with supervision
acdvities, creating conflicts with the district parole supervisors.

Relations with institutions were further strained because of the organizational design of the
program. The identification, selection and approval for participants was done by the
insurutonal division while the supervision was accomplished by the parole bureau. Parole
officers assigned to the institutions were not involved in the selection process. Risk
assessments were done according to institutional factors. Community risk assessment
instruments were not used. Policy decisions were often believed to come from the institution
liaison officer. Program administrators expressed concern that suitable inmates were not
being referred to the program because it was not in the best interest of the institution to release
them early. While the mindset of parole was re-integration and treatment, institutions operated
under a custody orientation. The staff was believed "stressed due to a lack of cooperation."14

In July of 1991 funds were budgeted for additional monitoring personnel. Assistant
Commissioner Howard states she was asked to delay hiring until October due to budget short-
falls. In order to accommodate increasing numbers of participants, she believed it was
necessary to hire additional personnel for the field and monitoring center. The thirteen
officers co-opted from the ISSP program had been returned to their normal assignments. The
hiring process for additional staff began in December of 1991. By January of 1992, eleven
people were employed at the monitoring center with a budgeted staffing level of sixteen. As
of April, 1992, twenty-three officers had been assigned to field responsibilities in the
program. An additional thirteen officers assigned to the department's [PDP (an intensive drug
supervision program which is federally funded) also participate in some monitoring activities.

Mario Paparozzi was reassigned effective August 12, 1991, as the ADPS in charge of the
ISSP/JAP programs. Leonard F. Kraus was assigned as program director for the EMHC
program on that date. 15

13For example, sec Paparozzi, M. ISSPIHCP - Inmatss in Counsy Facilities. New Jersey Department of
A ions: Inter-Offics Communicstion © William Bruschini, Ken Steider, Onyweuchi Nkowcha and Rick

in, December 6, 1990. See also, Howard, T. Electronic Monitoring. New Jersey Departmeat of
Carrections: Inter-Office Communication 1o William H. Fauver, September 30, 1991. The Paparozzi memo is
an anemp to identify additional program pasticipeits, evea though they migit have existing detainers placed
against them. The Howard memo indicates staffing levels were being designed w handle approximately 10,125
inmates and parolees. Copies of the memos are contained in Appesadix C to this repori.

14Howard, T. Personal interview 4-17-92.

15Howard, T. Reassignmens. New Jersey Deparunent of Cosreciions: Inter-Office Communication to
Mario Paparozzi, August 18, 1991. See also, Howard, T. EM Program. New Jersey Department of
Corrections: Intez-Office Communication to Gary J. Hilton with copies o William H. Fsuver and Richard,
Seidl, August 12, 1991. '
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Policies and Procedures

From the time the program began in September of 1989 through April 2, 1992, there were
109 inter-office communications (10Cs) issued which related to EMHC. While thirty-five of
these could be classified as administrative, seventy-four served to establish, implement or
explain policies and procedures.!é

The IOCs were those which could be located by staff during the on-site visit. While
others may exist, EMHC personnel are assumed to not know of their existence if the
administrators cannot locate them. For the first nine months of the program's operation, there
were no policy/procedures memos issued. During this time, the program was relatively small,
primarily being operated by Mario Paparozzi and Modesto Fiume.

‘ The pattern of IOCs suggests the program was being developed and operated on a day-by-

day basis. There is no record as to who was actually provided copies other than the
individuals to whom the memo was addressed or copied to. There was no collecdon of
existing IOCs in the monitoring center. I0Cs were tacked to a bulletin board or kept on
clipboards. Given the turnover of field and monitoring personnel, it is questionable as to
whether anyone could establish that employees were advised of a particular policy or
procedure.

A literal reading of the memos suggests confusion as to the lines of authority and
responsibility in the department. The proposed organizational chart of August 13, 1990
would have placed individuals in the Division of Adult and Juvenile Institutions and the
Division of Policy and Planning under Mario Paparozzi. This would have included the
Institutional Liaison Officer and the District Parole Supervisor.!”

The confusion existing due to program responsibilities being shared by both divisions,
each with its own assistant commissioner is perhaps best illustrated by three IOCs issued in
May of 1991. Mario Paparozzi issued a policy memo implementing a notification procedure
to be followed in the event a program participant was arrested for a serious crime. This memo
was sent to both assistant commissioners and selected personnel in their divisions.!8 At the
same time, a memo was issued by Paparozzi to selected personnel within his own division
requiring review of EM violatons where return to custody was being considered. This was to
be done by either himself or a é\gaervuor at the central parole bureau.!9 These memos were
followed the next day by an IOC from Assistant Commissioner Hilton to Paparozzi which
reprimanded him for exceeding his authority by attempting to establish administrative protocol
for areas which Hilton was organizationally responsible. The relevant passage which clearly
shows the confusion existing under the current organizational structure is as follows: "As you
might be aware, the overwhelming majority of EM inmates are state sentenced inmates and

165¢¢ Appendix C for a chronological listing of 10Cs issned and copies of selected memos referenced
elsewhere in the text, ,

17paparazzi, M. Home Confinement Program Table of Organization. New Jersey Department of
Correctioas: Inter-Office Communication 1 Gary Hiltoa and Terri Howard, August 13, 1990. See Appendix
C for copy of 10C. .

18paparozzi, M. Notification Procedures for Arresis of Program Participants. New Jersey Deparument of
Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to ISSP/HCP Program Staff with copies to Gary Hilton, Temri
Howard, Leonard Kraus, Steven Adams, William Bruschini and file, May 2, 1991.

19paparozzi, M. ISSPIHCP - Arrest Procedures. New Jessey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication o Douglas Modrow with copies to Tezri Howard, Leonard Kraus, Steve Adams and file, May
2, 1991,
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their over-all management is vested with the Adult Division. To this end, I will in no way,
other than order of the Commissioner, relinquish my authority."20

The department has never officially adopted a policy and procedures manual for the

gram. A manual prepared by Paparozz, revision date October 18, 1989, was located
while on-site. The manual was never officially promulgated by the department. During
interviews conducted with monitoring center staff it was learned they had never seen the
document. A second, undated manual marked "draft,” was also located. A third manual, -
revision date February 10, 1992, was provided to the consultant by Assistant Commissioner -
Howard. This latest document is in the review process and has not yet been approved.2!

Program Statistics

Since the beginning of the program in September of 1989 through April 10, 1992, there
have been approximately 2,260 offenders assigned to EMHC. Of that number, approximately
2,115 were inmates and 145 were regular parolees. While this would represent an average of
eighty new inmates assigned each month, as of January 1, 1992, there were 560 participants
in the program indicating a rapid growth in the number of participants during the twenty-eight
month period. _

Forty participants (1.77 percent) were returned to custody for commission of a new
offense; twenty-four for drugs, ten for crimes against persons (which includes Tony Palmer)
and six for property offenses. There were 328 participants (14.51 percent) returned for
program violations, disciplinary infractions or administrative reasons.2

For the month of December, 1991, the number of participants on the program ranged from
a low of 509 to a high of 564 per day. On December 16, 1991, the day the undetected tamper
occurred, there were 539 participants in the program.Z

For the two week period of December 14, 1991 to December 27, 1991, there were 383
approved hours of overtime worked by field and monitoring center staff. While this
represented only a one hour increase from the previous reporting period, monitoring center
staff overtime increased by 51.5 hours while field overiime decreased by 52.5 hours. %

Additional Problems Reported By Staff
The program relies on the use of "on-call” supervisors to make decisions relative to

violations and other problems which may arise. This responsibility is rotated among the
ADPSs and Assistant Commissioner Howard one week at a time. There is no compensation

20Hilton, G. Nodfication Procedures for Arresis of Program Participants. New Jersey Department of
Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to Mario Paparozzi with copy t© Tesri Howard, May 3, 1991,

215¢e Paparozzi, M. Electronic Monitoring Program - Policy Manual. New Jersey Department of
Corrections: Inter-Office Communication t© Terri Howard, February 7, 1992.  See also, Gervasio, M.
Electronic Monitoring Policy Manual, New Jersey Deparument of Corrections: Inter-Office Comrmunication o
Elsine Bellsi, Februsry 20, 1992

Z2informarion obtined from department documents prepered after the Palmer incident. See Division of
Policy and Planning. Electronic Monitoring/Home Confinemens Program Population and Characteristics.
New Jersey Depariment of Carrections: Internal Document, April 10, 1992. Refer o Appeadix B for copy of
fepoit.

BCount, Home Confinemens. New Jersey Depariment of Cosrections: Internal report generated by the
EMHC program, December 16, 1991.

Axrams, L. Overtime for E.M./Home Confinemsnt Program. New Jersey Depariment of Corvections:
Inter-Office Communication to Texri Howard, January 3, 1992,
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for this additional duty. No supervisor is actually on duty in the monitoring center even
though SPOs were initally selected to fill these positions to allow them to make decisions.
Personnel in the monitoring center are concerned over a lack of consistency in directions and
decisions received from the on-call supervisor.

Field officers do ndot have any type of cornmunication equipment in their vehicles. In
many instances communication with the monitoring center is delayed for up to an hour as they
oy to locate a telephone. Program administrators feel they should be provided with cellular
telephones rather than radios due to the type of communications required. The purchase of
vehicles for field personnel was also delayed.2> Assistant Commissioner Howard reported
she went outside the department chain of command to obtain vehicles.

There is a perception among personnel that turf battles over the program stll exist. At
various times, rumors have circulated that the program would be given to the Division of
Adult and Juvenile Institutions because inmates are placed in the program prior to being
paroled. On several occasions it was rumored the special operations unit of the insttution
division would be given responsibility for the program. According to Assistant
Commissioner Howard, she has resisted removal because she believes it should be operated

as a re-integration program and not a custody program.

255¢e Howard, T. Electronic Monitoring. New Jessey Deparment of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to William H. Fauver, September 30, 1991.
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Section 3
Electronic Monitoring Equipment

Equipment Acquisition

The bid opening date for the current equipment contract was April §, 1991. The contract
was awarded on June 14, 1991 to Computerized Surveillance Systems, Inc., South Orange,
New Jersey, which has an unspecified relationship with the equipment manufacturer, Digital
Products Corporation of Ft. Lauderdale, Florida. The contract period runs from June 15,
1991 through June 14, 1992 and was in effect at the time the Palmer incident occurred. (See
Appendix D for copy of notice of award and bid response from Computerized Surveiilance
Systems, Inc).

The bid specifications required an integrated system containing a continuously signalling
RF component and a random telephone calling with verification component having the
capacity to detect the presence or absence of the participant in a confinement area at least once
every five minutes through an emitted RF signal. The band which attaches the ransmitter to
the offender was required to be tamper-proof (emphasis added). Computerized Surveillance
Systems submitted the following certification to this bid specification: "CSS complies, the
transmitter remits a tamper-alert radio signal to the receiver if the band is cut."26 The
transmitter unit was required to be capable of functioning passively in conjunction with the
receiving unit and central computer to provide confirmation of the presence or absence of the
wearer. Computerized Surveillance Systems responded to this specification as follows: "CSS
fully complies, confirmation is immediate, automatic and positive with no margin of error."?’

Equipment Modification

When the base station was initially installed, monitoring personnel relied on a line-printer
to report all computer generated messages. This required them to physically inspect each
message on the printer to separate routine messages from violations or tamper alerts. As the
workload increased this became too cumbersome and arrangements were made through Digital
Products Corporation to obtain incident monitor screens which reported only violatons. The
incident monitor screens were added in August or September of 1991. The on-line printer
was also kept operational in the monitoring center. At the time of the switch-over, Digital
. provided training to staff members.

In January of 1992 Digital updated the system software to address a problem they had
experienced in their service burean in Florida. Whea a pager busy signal is received by the
computer, the violation notice was "bumped” from the sysiem and did not appear on the
incident screens. The exact date of the change cannot be confirmed from the file directories in
Trenton because addmonal?dam was done to the system during the week of April 6,
1992. In a conversation with meZ%mkoofDigianmdmeoxpmﬁon.SteveAdamswas
mftnfmmﬂ'991 the company had been developing the software in November and December of
1991.

26New Jersey Deparument of Treasury. “Specifications For Electronic Surveillance Equipment (T-0310).
“Terim;, Consract - Advertised Bid Proposal Number 91-X-24714. June 14, 1991, p. 10.
Id. atp. 11.

92X



s

Prior to the Palmer incident, no one from Digital Products Corporation informed
employees of the New Jersey Department of Corrections of the problem’s existence or that

they had changed the system software. This information was not learned undl after Palmer

had been arrested on April 3, 1992.28
Equipment Operation '

Offenders are electronically monitored with equipment manufactured by Digital Products
Corporation of Ft. Lauderdale, Florida. Two operating manuals were provided by the
manufacturer, a software manual?9 and a wristlet and verifier operation manual.30 Field
officers are supplied with a pamphlet which was prepared by the manufacturer outlining the
required installaton process. '

Equipment in the home consists of a ransmitter, a receiver and a verifier unit. The
ransmitter emits a low power radio frequency signal in the 300 MHZ range every 35 seconds.
It is attached with a conductve rubber strap with metal inserts. The swrap is secured using
rivets and a crimping tool which creates a mark on the rivet. The band is constructed of
rubber which is difficult to stretch. A tamper-alert feature is built into the band which will
detect excessive stretching. If the band is cut off the device, a tamper message is sent. The
tamper feature must be reset in the field with a reset device.

The receiver transmits messages to the monitoring station computers over telephone lines.
If the computer is busy and unable to receive messages the receiver will artempt to re-dial for
a specified number of times. The receiver transmits messages indicating violations of curfew,
attempts to tamper with the transmitter or receiver, resets of the tamper devices, loss of AC
power, telephone service interrupts and other equipment messages.

The verifier unit consists of a verifier box and a wristlet device mounted on the

~ transmitter. The verifier can be used as a confirmation of violatons reported by the

transmitter and/or a random calling device to make periodic checks of the offender’s presence.
The randomized calling system is based on automated phone calls utilizing the Telsol unit in
the monitoring center. When used as a confirmation device, the verifier automadcally calls
back to confirm violations of curfew.

The offender receives a recorded phone message which asks them to give their name and
the current ime. These responses are recorded on tape and can be manually reviewed by
personnel in the monitoring center. The offeader is then instructed to insert the wristlet device
into the verifier box. When properly done an electronic handshake occurs which causes the
computer to note a successful check. If the offender is not home, the device is inserted
improperly or the call is not successfully completed for any reason, the device makes two
more attermpts to verify the offender’s presence. If all three are unsuccessful, a violation
notice is sent to the computer. ’

The monitoring center equipment consists of a file saver, two monitoring screens, a report
printer, line-printer, pager and the Telsol unit. The number of program participants has
necessitated use of more than one system in the monitoring center. Currently there are two
main systems in use which are designated as "System A" and "System B.” System A

28Adams, S. Personal interview April 17, 1992, :

29Digital Products Corporation. WrisdetTransminter Receiver/Verifier Il Software Manual, version 2 xx,
not dated.

30Digital Products Corporation. Wrisilet/Transweitter Receiver/Verifier Il Operation Manual, MAN11490,
not dated. '
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monitors the participants from District Parole Offices #1 through #6. System B monitors the
participants in District Parole Offices #7 through #13.

Messages coming into the monitoring center from the offender's home are received in a
file saver. The non-incident screen is used to enter clients in the computer, change curfew
tdmes, and generate client history reports. The incident screen reports violation notices
received from the offender’s residence. The report printer allows staff to print reports from
the screens. The line-printer records all messages as they are received.

When a transmitter is tampered with, a message comes from the offender’s residence to
the file saver. The computer causes the Telsol dialing unit to send a pager message. The
message goes from the Telsol unit to a commercial paging company (Pagenet). The message
is then sent by Pagenet to a pager located in the monitoring center. When the message is
received on the pager (which is actually shut off to alleviate the noise), it displays the
telephone number of the client and a two digit violation code.

The violation message and result of the pager call are printed out on the line-printer. At
the same time, a violation report is sent to the incident monitor screen. Prior to installation of
new software in January of 1992, if a pager busy signal was received, the violation report and
result of the pager call were printed on the line-printer, but were not sent to the incident
monitor screen. At the time of this report, there was only one pager in the monitoring center
and all offender’s systems were programmed to page that one number. Digital is in the
process of expanding the number of pagers to limit the likelihood of a "pager busy” signal
being received. If the commercial paging company was experiencing equipment problems, it
would likely be reported as a "Pager Intrept Oprir" message.3!

If a client leaves home early, a message is sent to the monitoring center’s file saver. The
Telsol unit calls the offender's home and attempts to verify their presence. If the call was
successful (indicating the ransmitter signal was in error) no further action is taken other than

to record the incident on the line-printer. The line-printer will also show a notation that the |

client returned home late when the ransmitier’s signal is again picked-up by the receiver.
Both of these messages are ignored. If the call is not successful, meaning the wristlet device
was not properly inserted into the verifier or the message was not received, the Telsol will
make a total of three attempts to call the offender. If the third attempt is still not successful, a
pager call is generated which causes the violation notice to be displayed on the incident screen.

If the client returns home late, a pager call is generated which causes the violation to be
displayed on the incident monitor screen. The violation is also printed out on the line-printer.

'No Telsol call is generated because the violation already confirms the offender is present.

Additional tests, messages and tasks can be performed or received by the system. These
are not relevant to the incident in question and tiverefore not detailed in this report. Readers
should refer to the manufacturer's manuals for a complete explanation of system operation.

Field Test of Equipment
On April 18, 1992, the consultant conducted a field test of the equipment in the Edge

Building located at the headquarters complex of the New Jersey Department of Corrections.
Present during the test were Assistan:nammissioner Howard, Senior Parole Office John

Klett, Principal Investigator Joseph Malone and Seaior Investigator Robert Mucciarelli. 'ﬂle»

31Goralewski, D. Digital Products Corporation Service Technician. Telepﬁue interview, April 19,
1992,
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test started at 3:25 PM using a telephone on the centrex system. This prevented the equipment
from operating properly and the receiver unit was deprogrammed. 32

The equipment was moved to another officer where an outside telephone line was
available. Once re-installed, the monitoring center was called and requested to generate a test
call. The test call wasreceived at 4:21 PM during which the wristlet device was inserted into
the verifier box successfully.

The two attempts to install the equipment had generated thirteen messages, including ’a

"wristlet tamper” notification at 4:24 PM. An incident report was sent to the incident monitor

screen which was printed out at 4:58 PM. This indicates a delay of thirty-four minutes from
the tme the tamper was reported to the computer until it appeared on the incident monitor
screen. - Monitoring personnel report this is not uncommon. Messages are qued in the system
until the incident report is printed.

Beginning at 4:28 PM the following actions were preformed with the corresponding

computer messages being generated:

1628HRS The AC power cord to the receiver unit was unplugged. Computer recorded

incident as occurring at 1628 and printed at 1629. The pager was called at
1631.

1630HRS The AC power cord to the receiver unit was plugged back in. Computer
recorded incident as occurring at 1630 and printed at 1635. At 1637 the
computer recorded the client as having been added/changed.

1630HRS The transmitter’s tamper circuit was reset. The indicator light on the tamper

reset generator came on. The attempt to reset the tamper circuit was not
successful. No tamper reset message recorded by the computer. The
ransmitter remains in tamper mode.

1633HRS  The consultant stretched the transmitter band until the tamper indicator light
on the receiver came on. No corresponding wristlet tamper message was
recorded by the computer. (Note: under normal field operations, the
indicator lights on the receiver box would not be left operable.)

1635SHRS The transmitter’s tamper circuit was reset. Computer recorded the incident
as occurring at 1635 and printed at 1637. At 1637 a client added/changed
message was recorded and printed by the computer. At 1640 a second client
added/changed message was recorded and printed by the computer.

1643HRS Consultant left the building, went out to the parking lot and got into a
vehicle. The device was tampered with by stretching the band. The
computer recorded and printed a wristlet tamper message at 1645. At 1646
the consultant went back into the building. The printer recorded and printed
a pager called message at 1647. The monitoring center called at 1647 and
requested the consultant insert the wristlet device into the verifier box.
Center advised this had been successfully completed. Officer Klett made
several attempts to reset the tamper device. He then installed a new band. At
1700 the computer recorded and printed a client added/changed message.

nSuAMEfawhmMth&emmﬁmingmMgdnﬁddm
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1706HRS  Transmitter with the new band is reset with the tamper reset generator. The
tamper reset message was recorded at 1707 and printed at 1716.

1711HRS Monitoring center called and requested the consultant unplug and then
reinsert the receiver unit's AC power cord into the wall socket. No
corresponding computer message was recorded.

1716HRS  The transmitter’'s tamper circuit was reset without the transmitter having been
tampered with. No corresponding computer message was recorded.

1717HRS  Consultant and Officer Klett left the building and grounds. The computer
recorded a client left early message at 1717 which was printed at 1729,
While out of the building a Telsol call was received on the phone.
Investigator Mucciarelli hung up the telephone. The computer recorded a
hang-up message at 1733 which was printed‘at 1734. A pager called
message was recorded and printed at 1736. An incident report was printed
from the incident monitor screen at 1750.

1740HRS Consultant and Officer Klett returned to the building. Computer recorded a
client home late message at 1740 which was printed at 1741. At 1743 a
pager called message was recorded and printed by the computer. An incident
report was printed from the incident monitor screen at 1754.

1752HRS The tamper circuit was reset while the transmitter was not in the tamper
mode. No corresponding computer message was recorded.

1802HRS The consultant cut the overlapped portion of the strap. He next cut halfway
through the remaining strap. While attempting to bridge the straps with a
paper-clip, the tamper indicator light on the receiver unit came on at 1810.
No corresponding computer messages were recorded.

1814HRS The AC power cord and telephone cord were disconnected by the consultant.
An equipment added/changed message was recorded and printed at 1814.
Client added/changed messages were recorded and printed at 1821 and 2203.

The consultant was left in the computer system after the transmitter had been removed and
the receiver unplugged from the AC power and telephone services. The next activity
generated by the computer occurred on April 19, 1992 at 5:38 PM when the Telsol anempted
to make a routine supervision cail. A second attempt was made at 5:40 PM. Both calls were
recorded as "no answer," and a pager call was generated at 5:42 PM. An incident report was

i t;d%:i&omcpeincidemmoniwﬁngmaszqqm Atgi?PM.&ssxgd;:(l)?
e again attempted to make routine supesvision calls. pager was called at 7:
PM and an incident report was printed from the incident monitor screen at 7:12 PM.

Problem Areas
Prior to the installation of new software in January of 1992, a pager busy signal would

cause violations to be bumped from the system and not reported on the incident monitor.

screen. They would, however be reported on the line-printer. While staff have been
instructed to again monitor the line-printer, the potential for error stll exists. A review of the
line-printer reports for Systems A and B on April 18, 1992 shows there were 3,125 messages
received in one day. This was described by monitoring center staff as being a "normal” to
"slow day" in terms of the amount of activity. .

,4
tn




If the ransmitter's tamper circuit is not reset properly, the indicator light on the reset

generator will stll come on. It is necessary for officers to confirm the reset attempt was -

successful with the monitoring center. Once the transmitter is in tamper mode, additional
tampering attempts will not be reported. ]

If the tamper circutt is reset on a routine basis, the equipment will not show a tamper reset
message unless the device was in a tamper status at the time it was reset. While this will not
allow you to review records to ensure officers are routinely resetting the devices as required
by division policy, receipt of a tamper message under these circumstances would indicate a
previously undetected tamper had occurred.

If both the AC power and telephone cords are unplugged, there is no way for the device
to communicate with the host computer system. Even though the system is programmed to

make a status check every six hours if no activity is detected, this cannot occur when the unit

has been disabled because the calls are generated from the receiver to the computer. There is
no internal program in the computer to recognize when it has not been called by a partcular
receiver for over six hours. During the field test, the receiver was disabled and no indication
of a problem was received in the monitoring center until the Telsol unit attempted to make a
random supervision call. In this case, had the consultant been an offender, it would have
been almost twenty-four hours before any problem was detected by the monitoring center.

The system is dependent on use of a commercial paging station, Pagenet, to transfer
messages. Information was received by administratve staff that Pagenet is currently
experiencing problems due to an overload of calls. Reportedly they are in the process of
updating their pager switching system.33 It is unknown what if any effect this may have had
on the base station operation in December of 1991 when the undetected tamper occurred.
Computer printouts do not, however, show any "Pager Intrcpt Oprtr” messages which are
expected to appear if there is a problem with the commercial paging system.

During November and December of 1991, when the unreported tamper alert occurred with
Palmer, Bell Atantic Telephone Company was utilizing the monitoring center to field test
equipment on twenty-five clients. They shut down testing of the voice-verification experiment
due to equipment problems. It is unknown what if any effect this may have had on the base
station operation in December of 1991.

While on-site the consultant learned of additional equipment problems. On April 15th or
16th, 1992, SPO Jeff Shaw was working in the monitoring center. During his shift he
discovered two wristiet tamper messages on the line-printer which were not reported to the
incident monitor screens. This was apparently caused by a "Telsol Interrupted” message
being received as the system was aitempting to make a Telsol call. He marked both messages
on the line-printer’s printout and ran a full client report on the inmates. The tampers were
?;s&us@mw Rod Buriak over the telephone. SPO Shaw could not recall the names

two inmates.

Shawsmedthe?elsolsforSysmbaenotopmﬁngympeﬂyonthenightoprﬁl
16, 1992. He had discussed this with Dan Goralewski, Digital's service technician, who was
at the monitoring center on April 17, 1992, He also informed him of the two unreported
wristlet tampers. Goralewski told Shaw the Telsols had too many clients on them. They are
designed to handle only fifty clients. Some of them had as many as eighty-five clients
assigned to a unit. It was his staternent to Shaw that the center should have a minimum of two

33Howard, T. Personal interview, April 17, 1992,
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more Telsol units to handle the currént number of offenders. Goralewski balanced the
number of offenders on the Telsol units on April 17, 1992.34

In a manual search of the supervision files at the monitoring center, the consultant located
the records of inmate Richard Norman, # PN235193. On April 16, 1992 a wristlet tamper
was recorded at 5:53 AM. The pager was called at 5:58 AM and the message was displayed
on the incident monitor screen. The transmitter was reset at 8:49 PM. At 9:42 PM a second
wristet tamper was recorded. At 9:46 PM a "Telsol Interrupted” message was recorded. No
pager call was recorded, indicating the wristlet tamper message was never sent to the screen.

A "Telsol Interrupted” message indicates there are hardware problems with the Telsol unit.
One Telsol unit can interrupt the other Telsol units in the monitoring center. According to
Digital's technician, this should not cause any type of software problem and the violation
should still be reported to the incident monitor screen.35 When asked to explain the Norman
incident, he could not. He did not indicate he had previously been aware of this type of
problem and requested a faxed copy of the full client report. This was sent by the consultant
and SPO Vern Cox at 7:08 PM on April 19, 1992 from the monitoring center.36

The second problem involves inmate Lorenzo Jamison, # PN226199. SPO Vemon Cox
discovered the inmate's telephone service had been disconnected for two days after sending
field personnel to check a series of "Busy” messages received when the Telsol unit had
artempted to make a routine supervision call. The last recorded message was received by the
computer on April 9, 1992 at 9:22 AM when the client left home. Fifteen "Busy” messages
were recorded between 2:31 PM on April 9, 1992 and 1:05 PM on April 11, 1992. During
that time period there were four "Pager-Called” messages recorded, indicating that four
reports were sent to the incident monitor screen.37

It is unknown if the incident reports actually appeared on the screen. If they did, action
should have been taken by monitoring center and field personnel to resolve the reported
violations. A full client report would have shown no routine activities for the inmate after
9:22 AM on April 9th. This should have alerted monitoring center personnel to a probiem's
existence. '

The computer recorded a "Busy” message. If the telephone was disconnected, under
normal circumstances, the phone company places a recorded message on the line indicating
the telephone number is no longer is service. This should result in an "Intercept Operator” or
"Recorded Speech” message being received.38

Training for field officers and monitoring center staff is conducted "on the job." A manual
supplied by the manufacturer lists a suggested training outline and certification examination.®
There is no documentation of training received by any employees other than memorandum
which may be created after a training session or meeting.

3shaw, J. Telephoas interview, April 18, 1992 at 7:39 PM. Interview was conducted as a conference
call. Also present were Principal Investigator Joseph Malone and Senior Investigator Robert Mucciarelli.

35Goralewski, D. Digital Products Corporation Service Technician. Telephone interview April 19, 1992.

365ee Appendix E for copy of fax transmission report.

37Cox, V. Personal interview, April 18, 1992. See Appendix E for copy of full client report on Jamison
which had been retained by Cox.

38pjigital Prodncts Corporation. Wristler/Transwitter Receiver/Verifier Il Operation Manual, MAN11490,

* not dated, p. 19.
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Section 4
Program Operation

Selection and Exclusion Criteria

The program is designed primarily as an early release mechanism for inmates in the state's
correctional fadilities. A limited number of parolees have also been placed in the program by
the parole board. The department's selection and exclusion criteria are set forth in an IOC
dated November 16, 1990.40 Inmates are eligible for participation if they are within six
months of their parole date, are in minimum custody status, have made satisfactory overall
insttutional adjustment as evaluated by the institutional classification committee and have a
current (within the last six months) psychological evaluation which indicates they are suitable
for placement in a community release program.

Those excluded from the program include inmates convicted of rape, sodomy, statutory
rape, carnal abuse, sexual assault, arson, fire setting, malicious destruction involving arson,
or kidnapping and related offenses. Inmates with current convictions for criminal homicide,
murder, manslaughter, or death by auto by involving the use of intoxicants are excluded. On
January 21, 1992, an inter-office communication was issued regarding those convicted of
homicide which clarified that the exclusion refers only to those inmates whose present
conviction was for a homicide related offense.4!

Inmates in county facilities with detainers, warrants or open charges may be reviewed on a
case-by-cige basis in consultation with the local authorities to determine their suitability for the
program.

On November 2, 1990 the deparament was notified by the state parole board of their
intention to begin using EMHC to release inmates who would not normally be granted parole.
They indicated the case referral procedure would be the same as used for placement in
ISSP.43 The parole board also uses the program as an intermediate sanction prior to
revocation. cIn some instances, they will reverse a revocation decision and place the offender
under EMH!

4OYilwa, G. Eligibilicy/Exclusions Home Confinement Program. New Jersey Department of
i Inter-Office Communication © All Administrames-Aduit, Youth Facilities, November 16, 1990.

See also, Broschini, W, Ezclusions from Home Confinemenst Program. New Jersey Department of
Corrections: Inter-Office Communication (0 Gary Hilton and Tesri Howard, October 9, 1990, for prior amended
draft. Copy of November 16, 1990 10C incinded in Appeadix C. .

41i5lton, G. Clarification of Eligibility Criteria. New Jersey Depariment of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to All Administrators-Aduit, Youth Facilities, January 21, 1992.

425¢e also, Paparozzi, M. ISSPIHCP - Inmates in County Facilities. New Jerssy Deparmment of
Corrections: Imser-Office Communication to William Broschini, Kea Steider, Onyweuchi Nkowcha and Rick
Durkin with copies o Terri Howard and Gary Hilton, December 6, 1990,

43N L. Electronic Monitoring/Home Confinemens Program. New Jersey State Parole
Board: Inter-Office Communication to Terri Howard with copy 10 Commissioner Fauver, Mr. Hilton and Mr.
Egles, November 2, 1990.
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On January 9, 1991, an IOC was sent to the parole board advising them that the
deparmment's exclusion criteria would preclude placement of a sex offender in the program.#4
This stemmed from the parole board's desire to place an inmate in violation of the correction's
department criteria. In this case the inmate was not placed. Program administrators report the
parole board has since sought an opinion from the Attorney General who advised they have
the authority to place parolees in the program and are not bound by corrections’ department
resticdons. It is their opinion that the parole board has in the past sent them questionable
clients.

The identificadon and selection of inmates is accomplished through the Adult Instruton
Liaison Officer. The Adult Insttution Liaison Officer (AIL) has a network of coordinators in
the institutions who work for the Adult Insttutional Superintendent. In the event a problem or
dispute arises, it must be settled by the Assistant Commissioner for Institunons. The
coordinators have responsibilities other than the identfication of inmates for EMHC which
can create a conflict in priorities. On August 14, 1990 a policy memo was issued requiring
statistics on the number of persons who were interviewed and the number who accepted
placement at each institution be submitted to Mario Paparozz. S

The institutional coordinator and/or the classification committee identifies potential
participants. (There is confusion, among program administrators, as to the actual process
used within the institution to identify suitable inmates). An application form which contains
the program rules is signed by the inmate requesting placement in EMHC.46 The form must
also be signed by the chairman of the institutional classification committee. The insttutional
coordinator then sends a "request for investigation of proposed home confinement plan” form
to the AIL.47 The form is given to the MIS technician in the Policy and Planning Division for
entry into the computer. (The offices of the MIS and the AIL are located in the same building
at the department's headquarters complex).

The MIS technician faxes the form to the appropriate district parole office.48 The district
office then assigns the case to a parole officer who is responsible for conducting a site
investigation. During the site investigation a determination is made as to whether the
equipment will work in the residence and if the family or others living there asecoogmﬁve.“
Once the site investigation is complete, the form is faxed back to the MIS who delivers it to
the AIL. _

The file is then sent by the AIL back to the institution for further processing. The inmate's
classification is checked, updated medical and psychological reports are obtained, and a
warrant check is conducted. Once completed, the file is given to the institution's classification

44paparozzi, M. ISSP/HCP. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to
Louis Nickolopolous with copies to Terri Howard, Gary Hilton, Len Kraus and William Bruschini, January 9,
1991, :

45paparozzi, M. Home Confinement Program. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to William Bruschini, Onye Nkowcha, Cynthia Simmons Wilson and Michael Voll with
copy to Modesto Fiume, Angust 14, 1990. :

46Form #84

4TForm #688

4850¢ Gervasio, M. Site Investigations. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to ISSP/EM/IPDP Staff with copies to Terri Howard, Mario Paparczzi, Leonard Kraus,
Steven Adams and Shobha Naik, April 30, 1991. Memo provides the rationale for faxing reports rather than

49Holley, F. EMHC Home Site Investigations. New Jersey Department of Cosrections: Inter-Office
Communication 0 Parole Staff, Masch 26, 1991.
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Figure 2
Organizational Flow Chart
Electronicaily Monitored Home Confinement Program
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NOTE: Chart constructed from information provided during April 17, 1992 meeting with Assistant
Commissioner Howard, Marie Gervasio, Mario Paparozzi, Leonard Kraus and Steve Adams. Reflects their
description of decision flow and may or msy not be representative of deparcment’s official arganizational chart.
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committee for final approval. Institutional parole officers do not sit on the classification
committee and a community risk assessment is not completed.

If the inmate is approved for placement in the program, a transfer order is issued by the
AIL to the insdtutional classificadon officer and the institutional coordinator through the
Assistant Commissioner Hilton.50 :

Copies of the order are sent to the superintendent of the sending institution, the receiving
distict parole office, the Bureau of Parole Central Office [PO, the insttutional paroie officer
from the sending institution, regional institution, offender records unit, CICS data base at
Garden State, institutional parole counselor from the sending institution and the paroie board's
division of hearings. '

In addition to the above, an inter-office communication is faxed to the senior classification
officer at the sending insttution, the district parole office supervisor and the regional
institution classification officer notifying them of the inmates transfer date and transportation
arrangements. The inmate is either transported to the district parole office by the insdtutional
division's central transportation unit or is picked up by a parole officer at the instrution.

The program maintains a report of pending site-investigations arranged by district parole
office. The report contains the inmate's name, number, current place of confinement, date the
request was faxed, due date and whether placement was approved.5! District Parole
Supervisors are required to review all overdue site plans with their officers upon notfication
from Leonard Kraus. A weekly memo form was created for this purpose.52

Enrollment Process
Once received at the parole office the inmate is given a preliminary orientation by the

parole officer. There is no standard protocol for inmate orientation. The information
provided will vary from officer to officer. The program rules, contained in the application,

were signed by the inmate at the institution and the parole officers assume the institutional

coordinator has explained them to the inmate.53

The equipment is installed in the participant’s residence and its operation explained by the
parole officer. Once all the necessary equipment has been connected, a test call is made to
ensure the equipment is operating properly. The printout from the test call and monitoring
computer enrollment sheet are kept in the inmate's file. The inmate is instructed how to use
the verifier component of the system. A walk through test is conducted to determine how far
the inmate can go from the receiver without generating an alarm and to locate any "dead
zones" in the house which interfere with the equipment's operation. Prior to leaving the
inmate's residence, the parole officer is to confirm the equipment is operating properly with
the monitoring center.34

OUnnumbered form.

51Unnumbered compusesized form titled: Pending HCP Investigations.

S2Howard, T. Standing Operating Procedwure - Pending Site Investigations. New Jersey Department of
Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to Steven D. Adams with copies to Leonard Kraus, Rodney Buriak,
Frank Fuccello, Marie Gervasio and Shobha Naik, March 31, 1992, ,

53This was the consensus of opinion reached during the April 17, 1992 meeting with Howard, Gervasio,
Paparozzi, Kraus and Adams,

54 i, M. /nstallatiors. New Jersey Deparement of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication
ISSP/HCP Staff, December 19, 1990. :
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A curfew schedule is provided to the inmate and a reporting date is established. Random
supervision calls from the Telsol unit are to be generated within thirty minutes after a curfew
period begins. A second call is to be generated between the hours of 6:00 PM and midnight
unless the offender is scheduled to be out of their residence at that time. Addidonal calls can
be scheduled at the opdon of the supervising officer.55 The parole officer will then start a

case supervision plan for review during the next office visit which contains goals and

objecdves for the client

Client Supervision

The caseload for each EMHC officer is set at twenty-five participants. Program

administrators report this rato is generally adhered to, although in some instances the number
of inmates under super ~sion by a parole officer may reach thirty.56

A case file is maintained with a chronological listing of supervision activities for each
inmate.57 The file will also contain any incident reports prepared while the client is under
supervision, a copy of the case supervision plan developed by the parole officer and other
institution documents. 58

A policy was established on October 15, 1990 that needs assessment forms were to be
completed on all participants in EMHC during the first seven days of supervision.59 Use of
the needs assessment form was discontinued in October of 1991 because the number of
inmates being released each week precluded completing one for each offender. This was

apparently done without a corresponding IOC being issued to change the policy. Risk

assessment forms were never required by the Division of Policy and Planning because they
were not being used in the release decision process and therefore felt to be inappropriate.

Officers are expected to see inmates once a week. They are not, however, held
accountable for field contacts. Information on the number of contacts made is not recorded
anywhere but in the supervision chrono. This makes it difficult if not impossible to confirm
officers are completing the number of required contacts. In practice, the number of visits is
left to the officer to determine on a case by case basis.é¢ Offenders are provided the phone

55paparozzi, M. Programuning Random Calls. New Jersey Deparunent of Corrections: Inter-Office

Communication to Base Station with copies (0 T. Howard, L. Kraus, S. Adams and K. Fowler, May 17,

1991, .
S61nformation obwmined during April 17th meeting with Howard, Gesvasio, Paparozzi, Kraus and Adams.
57See Paparozzi, M. ISSP/HCP. New Jersey Depastment of Cosvections: Inter-Office Communication

to Parole Staff with copies to William Hamp, Leonard Kraus and Steve Adams, March 25, 1991. The

supervision clironological is a handwritten report maintained on pisin paper.

5801ther docwmnents contained in the file would include: parole eligibility calculation; request for pre-parole
investigation; pre-parole report, intake forms, offense information form, prior court history, case supervisor
analysis form and adult preseatence report forins from the Superior Coust of New Jersey - Criminal Division's

Case Management Office; judgement of conviction and order of commitment from sentencing coOurs; nmate

history and face sheet farms from the Department of Cosvections; medical examination report: psychological

evaluation report; application for program admission; site-investigation reports; and copies of the transfer
orders.

paparozzi, M. Needs Assessment. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication
to Parole Staff with copies to Fred Holley, Domenick Sparino, William Hamp, Modesto Fiume and Cynthia
Simmons, October 15, 1990. See Appeadix C for copy of I0C.
jon obtained during April 17th meeting with Howard, Gervasio, Paparazzi, Kraus and Adams.
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number to the monitoring center to contact their parole officer in the event of an emergency.
During normal duty hours they are to call the District Parole Office.5!

Offenders are subject to a curfew schedule which is established by the supervising parole
officer (SPO). Curfew schedules are prepared by the SPO and faxed to the monitoring center
for entry into the computer.52 Changes in curfew schedules are to be approved by the field
parole officer assigned to supervise the inmate and faxed to the monitoring center.63 In an
emergency which requires the inmate to leave their residence during an established curfew,
they are to notify the monitoring center which will notify their parole officer. The parole
officer is then to confirm the necessity for leaving.

Participants are required to be employed or actively seeking employment. Although there
is no written policy addressing the issue, offenders are subject to a thirty day review process
when unemployed. If it is felt the offender is not making an effort to secure employment,
they may be returned to the instruton.%

There is no EMHC policy established regarding the frequency of drug testing for inmates.
Other policies in the Parole Bureau, which were not reviewed, may address this issue. The
program has issued three memos to staff regarding administrative procedures and required
reports for drug testings’ and three memos which address policy on disciplinary procedures
relating to urine testing.%¢ Program administrators are concerned over the length of time
required to obtain urinalysis reporis. The department uses an in-house laboratory operated by
the institutional division and results can sometimes take six weeks.

When offenders are scheduled for a parole release hearing the SPO is required to submit a
case assessment to the parole board on an IOC. The assessment details the inmate's
adjustment in the community, participation in any required community-based treatment
programs, employment record and the officer's opinion as to the prognosis regarding the
inmate's ability to successfully adjust to a.community setting without placement in ISSP or

81paparozzi, M. ISSP/HCP - Emergency Number. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication t0 Parole Staff, December 18, 1990. See also, Paparozzi, M. Providing Phone Numbers to
Offenders. New Jessey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to ISSP/HCP Staff, December
19, 1990. This second memo details problems crested by offendesrs calling the monitoring center for non-

eme}mcvwrm
2Adams, S. Curfew Schedule Changes. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
.. Communication to Electronic Monitoring Staff, October 9, 1991. A special Fax memo form is used 0
accomplish notification of the monitoning center of curfew schedules,

, i, M. Curfew Changes. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication
to Parole Staff, ISSP/HCP Officers with copies to Modesto Fiume and Shobha Naik, October 22, 1990.

S41nformation obtained during Agril 17th meeting with Howard, Gervasio, Paparozzi, Kraus and Adams.

6Spaparozzi, M. ISSPIHCP - Urine Monitoring. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Parole Staff with copies to ISSP Officers, Modesto Fiuine and William Bruschini, August
27, 1990. See also, Paperozzi, M. ISSPIHCP - Urire Collection Procedures. New Jersey Department of
Corrections: Intes-Office Communication 10 Parole Staff with copies 10 Modesto Fiume, William Bruschini,
and Don Roberts, August 31, 1990; ard, Paparozzi, M. ISSP/HCP. New Jersey Department of Cogrections:
Inter-Office Communication to Parole Staff with copies to Modesto Fiume, William Bruschini and
Distribution B, August 27, 1990.

66 i, M. Urine Monitoring. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to ISSP/HCP Swff with copies 0 Temri Howard, Fred Holley, Leonsrd Kraus, William
Bruschini and Base Station, February 21, 1991. See also, Wiechnik, K. Disciplinary Charges. New Jersey
Deparuneat of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to Mario Paparozzi, May 6, 1991; and, Paparozzi,
M. Disciplinary Charges. New Jersey Deparument of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to Terri
Howard with copies 10 Leonard Kraus and Stzven Adams, May 7, 1991.
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EMHC.57 Subsequent memos required the faxing of progress reports to the appropriate

insttutional parole counselors when a parole hearing was scheduled. These memos arose out -
of a situation where progress reports were not sent to the institution and the parole hearing

could not be held.%8

If a transmitter tamper alert is reported, officers are required to reset the device. The
decision to respond after office hours is made in consuitatdon with the on-call supervisor and
the parole officer. Division guidelines permit waiting until 8:00 AM the next momming to
notify the supervising officer.¥®

On January 18, 1991, a memo was issued which required parole officers to reset the
tamper alert feature on the transmitter at least monthly or sooner if the equipment had been
changed. The policy required them to carry their reset device with them while making field
visits.’® There is no policy or directive which informed the officers to visually inspect the
ransmitter bands for evidence of tampering.

If the offender's telephone is out of order, division policy requires the officer to respond
immediately.”! There was no written policy located which addressed the issue of phones
which are out of order for extended periods of time. There is an informal policy that if an
offender’s telephone service is disconnected they will be returned to the institution.

If a receiver unit in the offender’'s home shuts down, division policy requires it be re-

programmed immediately.”2 If necessary, officers are to obtain replacement equipment for

another district or the central office.” Problem equipment is to be reported to the program
director on a daily basis.’4 When returning equipment to C.S.S. or the monitoring center,

67Paparozzi, M. ISSP/HCP - Parole Release Hearings. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-
Office Communication to ISSP/HCP Staff with copies 1o Terri Howard, Douglas Chiesa, Len Kraus and
William Bruschini, January 10, 1991.

68Durkin, R. Progress Reports for Parole Hearings. New Jersey Deparument of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Mario Paparozzi, February 20, 1991. See also, Paparozzi, M. Inmate Progress Reports.
New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to Dennis Wertz, Anthony Lanza and
William Suollo with copies w0 Leonard Krans, William Bruschini and Richard Durkin, February 20, 1991.

i, M. Wristdet Tampers. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication
" to ISSP/HCP Night Shift with copies to Leonard Kraus and Shobha Naik, December 26, 1990. See Appendix
C for copy of IOC.

i, M. Wristlet Tampers. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication
mmgqg‘smmmmrwmmmjm 18, 1991. See Appeadix C for
copy '

7 papsrozzi, M. Responding to out of Order Phones. New Jerssy Department of Corrections: Inter-
Office Communicstion to ISSP/HCP Night Shift with copies t0 Leonard Kraus and Shobha Naik, December
26, 1990. See Appendix C for copy of IOC.

. T2paparozzi, M. Programming Receivers. New Jersey Deparument of Corrections: Inter-Office
.C%mumnon to ISSP/HCP Night Staff with copies to Leonard Krans and Shobha Naik, December 26,
1990.

Tpaparozzi, M. Radio Frequency. New Jersey Department of Cosrections: Inter-Office Communication
to Shobha Naik with copies to Modesto Fiume, DPSs and ISSP Officers, August 14, 1990,

74 i, M. Problem Equipment. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to ISSP/HCP Night Shift with copy to Leonard Kraus, December 27, 1990. See also,
Paparozzi, M. Identdification of Problem Equipmens. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to ISSP/HCP - Night Shift with copy o Lea Kraus, December 19, 1990,
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field officers are required to submit a receipt for the units. The report describes any problems
which exist with the equipment and lists any missing parts.”s "

Field officers are required to fax weekly reports of case counts for their ISSP, JAP and
HCP clients to the MIS Technician. The DPSs are responsible for ensuring the reports are
submirted.”® Monitoring center personnel are required to verify in writing the total inmate
count for each shift. The center is provided a daily count by the MIS Technician.”? The MIS
Technician is required to provide a numerical count of inmates to the program director by
11:00 AM each morning. On a weekly basis the MIS technician provides a roster of
participants to the program director and CCU.78

Violation Procedures

When a violation occurs and notification is received on the incident screen, monitoring -

center personnel call the client's residence to try and resolve the situation. If the problem can
not be resolved on the telephone, the client's parole officer is called. Once the officer is
notified, the base station telephones the on-call supervisor (the program director, ADPS, or
Assistant Commissioner Howard) to discuss the situation. A decision is made by the on-call
supervisor as to whether or not the parole officer is to be sent to the client's residence. The
center then calls the parole officer back and informs them of the decision made by the on-call
supervisor. A report is generated on the incident screen which is completed by monitoring
center personnel and faxed to the parole officer.

If an officer is dispatched to the field after hours, the monitoring center logs their activity
and the amount of overtime on a daily report form.” Overtime must be approved by the on-

call supervisor.30

If an inmate is arrested for any crime, the parole officer is required to schedule an
appointment with their supervisor for a file review within one week. Prior to the review, the
officer forwards a copy. of the incident report and the client's report for the month prior to the
new criminal offense.8! Disciplinary charges are written up and forwarded to the regional

75Adams, S. HM.U. Equipmens. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication
to Elecronic Monitoring Staff, September 25, 1991,

75Papamm'. M. ISSP/IHCP. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication 0
Parole Staff with copies to Modesto Fiume, Bill Bruschini, Cynthia Simmoas Wilson and Shobha Naik,
Aungust 14, 1990. See Also, Paparozzi, M. ISSP/HCP - Statistics. New Jersey Department of Corrections:
Intez-Office Communication to Parole Staff with copies to Terri Howard, Modesio Fiume and Cynthia
Simmouns, August 31, 1930. ‘

77Paparczzi, M. Inmate Shift Count. New Jerscy Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Bese Station with copies 1o T. Howard, L. Krans, S. Adams and M. Gesvasio, May 17,
1991

T8paparozzi, M. ISSP/IHCP. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to
Shobha Naik with copies © Modeso Fiume and William Bruschini, September 18, 1990.

"SHoward, T. OT Report - Base Statior OT Assignment Sheet. New Jersey Deparmment of Corrections:
Inter-Office Communication to Leonard Krans with copy to Steven Adams, January 16, 1992. See also,
Adams, S. Overtime Assignmemt Form. New Jerssy Deparument of Corrections:  Inter-Office
Communication to Base Station Staff with copies © Teri Howard, Leonard Kraus, Mario Paparozzi, Rodney
Buriak, Frank Fuccello and Richard Higgins, January 17, 1992.

80paparozzi, M. Dispaiches for Overtime. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication t Base Station with copies to Testi Howard, Leonsrd Kraus and Steve Adsms, May 7, 1991,

81Howard, T. Policy. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office Communication to Mario
Paparozzi, Leonard Kraos and Steven Adsms, April 15, 1991. '
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insttution within one week if the offender is an inmate.32 If the offender is a parolee, the
violation must be addressed through the parole revocation process. -

Personnel in the momtonng center are required to complete an incident report any time a
participant is returned to an institution or has other law enforcement involvement.3 The
report is forwarded to the program administrator. If an inmate escapes, monitoring center
personnel are required to prepare an IOC to the department's Office of Public Information.

Curfew violations are assessed on a case-by-case basis to determine if the inmate should
be returned to the insttution. A positive urinalysis resuits in an automatic return to the
insttution. If the inmate is arrested for a new offense which is bailable, they are returned to
the institudon. For minor offenses (disorderly conduct or traffic offenses), the matter is to be
reviewed with the AIL who makes the decision to return. The AL, by division policy, is to
be contacted only after the case has been reviewed with the on-cail supervisor.85

If officers are dispatched to return inmates to custody, the municipal police department is.

called and request to assist in taking the offender into custody. If municipal officers are not
available, the on-call supervisor is contacted who then makes a decision as to whether the
officers will wait until a municipal officer is available or call for alternative backup.%

On January 15, 1992, a policy was instituted at the suggestion of Digital Products
Corporation to run an equipment problem report every four hours. This report identifies units
which have no AC power, no RF or have been ampered with.5” The four hour time frame
was suggested by Digital because the battery life in receivers is approximately eight hours.
The procedure was initially prompted by receiver shut downs. A tamper status will show up
on the printout for approximately five days after the mmal tampering occurs.

82Kraus, L. EM(HCP) Inmates Arvested or New Charges. Nw:uuywowmm Intex-
Office Communication 10 ER(HCP)IPDP Staff with copies 1 Tesri Howard, Mario Paperozzi, Steve Adams,
Frank Fuccello and Rodney Buriak, Sepeember 6, 1991.

83Adams, S. Policy - EM ReturnsiArrests. New Jessey Depastment of Corrections: - Inter-Office
w»mswmmnrﬁwuwmuﬂwu 1992,

84paparozzi, M. Notification for Escapes. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Base Station with copies to Terri Howard, Leonard Kraus, Steven Adams and Kevin
Fowler, Juse 18, 1991.

83Paparozzi, M. Nodfication Procedures - Case Decisions. New Jersey Department of Corrections:
mmCmmmmBmSMMcmnTmMmemdSmm
April 30, 1991.

86Howard, T. Municipal Police Involvemens. New Jerssy Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication t Leonard Krans, January 22, 1992

87 Adams, S. Equipment Problem Reporis. New Iauy Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Base Station Staff with copy 10 Leonsrd Krans, Janpary 15, 1992,
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Section §
Paimer Incident

Admission to the Program

Tony Palmer pled guilty on March 3, 1990 to possession of a controlled dangerous
substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of school property. He was sentenced to
serve three years.38

On October 5, 1990 he pled guilty to additional charges of possession of a controlled
dangerous substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of school property and
obstructing administration of law or other government functions. He was sentenced to three
years with a minimum parole eligibility term of eighteen months for the possession charge.
He received a three year sentence for the obstruction charge with a minimum parole eligibility
term of twelve months. These sentences were to be served concurrently with the one imposed
in March of 1990.89

Palmer was assigned to the Mountainview Youth Correctional Facility. Reports in his
supervision file show no institutional problems. He was granted full minimum status on
March 1, 1991.90 His parole eligibility date was established as April 4, 199291

An application for admission to the home confinement program was signed by Palmer on
September 26, 1991. On that date a request for investigation of proposed home confinement
plan was forwarded to District Parole Office #12. A handwritten note on the application form
indicates the plan was verbally approved on October 18, 1991. Signed approval for the plan
was given on October 21, 1991 by Senior Parole Officer Richard P. Ciccone. 92

A psychological examination was completed by Edmund Zuzock at the Mountainview
facility on September 20, 1991. There were no indications of any propensity for violence or
anti-social behavior. Palmer was found psychologically suitable for community release. A
medical examination was conducted on October 15, 1991 by Dr. Francis Byme at the
Mountainview facility. The inmate was medically cleared for transfer to the pre-parole home
confinement program.

On October 25, 1991 a transfer order was issued to the pre-parole home confinement
program to become effective October 30, 1991. On that same day, an IOC was faxed to
District Office #12 indicating Palmer would be delivered to the parole office by central

transporiation.?3

Palmer was assigned to SPO Richard Ciccone for supervision. On October 30, 1991 the
inmate was taken to his residence, 30 N. 3rd Street, Paterson, New Jersey, where the

88pasesic County, New Jersey. Indictment # 89-10-1702-L
89passaic County, New Jersey. Indictment # 90-05-0728-L

90New Jessey Department of Corrections. A/MS FACE SHEET, Apxil 3, 1991.
91New Jersey State Pasole Board. Parole Eligibility Calculation, November 15, 1990.
9250¢ Appendix G for copy of application and site investigation fosms.

935ee Appendix G for copy of transfer arders.
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equipment was installed. The equipment was operating normally and the Telsol test call was
successful.

The computer was programmed to make a random Telsol call between 4:10 PM and 5:00
PM every evening but Friday, when the call was scheduled to occur between 4:10 PM and
6:20 PM. A second call was scheduled to be made between 5:01 PM and 10:00 PM every day
but Friday, when the call was scheduled to occur between 10:40 PM and 11:10 PM.%4

On November 4, 1991, Officer Ciccone sent a letter to the Paterson Chief of Police
advising him of Palmer’s placement in the program.?% No needs assessment form was ever
completed on the inmate. The supervision file received by the consultant did not contain a
case supervision plan with goals and objectives for the inmate.

Supervision of Palmer

A review of the supervision chronological report and other materials reveal the following
concerning the supervision of Tony Palmer while he was in the EMHC program.%¢ After the
initial installation process on October 30, 1991 until the time of his arrest in April of 1992,
parole officers recorded making five home visits where Palmer was contacted and one where
only his mother was contacted. There were four office visits recorded in the chrono and one
additional contact on December 15, 1991 at his residence to reset a tamper alert.

No urinalysis tests were performed until January 28, 1992, aimost three months after
Palmer had been admitted into the program. The second urinalysis was performed on March
3, 1992, with the last test being given on April 1, 1992. Results of the first two tests were
negative. Results of the third test have not yet been received.

On November 29, 1991, an incident report was filed when Palmer was fifty-nine minutes
late getting home. He told the monitoring center he was late because his friend who was

giving him a ride home had been stopped by the police for imaproper merging.

On December 3, 1991, an incident report was filed when Palmer returned home late.
Handwritten notes indicate there was trouble on the telephone line. Parole Officer Bernal was
paged and advised of the information. No entry was located in the supervision chrono to
explain the disposition of this incident.

On December 12, 1991, he was arrested by the Paterson Police in front of his residence
for "failing to disperse.” His parole officer contacted the police department and determined
this was not a serious charge. On December 13, 1992, Palmer went to the District Parole
Office to explain the arrest. On February S, 1992 he was fined $150 by the Paterson
Municipal Court. Entries in the supervision chrono indicate Palmer was paying his fine as
directed by the court. No incident report was found in the inmate's file regarding the arrest.

On December 15, 1991, Palmer tampered with his transmitter at 10:11 PM. The device
was reset at 10:44 PM by Officers Ciccone and Rosner. No report was found in the file for
this incident. His overtime for this incident was not noted on the base station overtime report.

945¢e Appendix G for copy of equipment installasion printouts.

95See Supervision chrono.

96See Appendix G for copy of the supervision chronological report. Unless otheswise noted, information
on the supervision of Palmer was obtained from the clirono.
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Figure 3 -
- Sequence of Equipment Eveats
Palmer Incident

31



“The report does show he and officer Rosner were on overtime status from 9:00 PM unadl

midnight replacing equipment on another inmate.’

On December 16, 1991, Palmer tampered with his transmitter at 7:11 PM. The wristlet
tamper message was blocked from going to the incident monitor screen by a pager busy
signal. The tamper was never detected by department personnel. From this time on, Palmer's
transmitter device remained in a tamper mode which prevented any subsequent tampering
from being reported.?8

SPO Jeff Shaw was working in the monitoring center on December 16, 1991 when the
undetected tamper occurred. The line-printer was not being monitored because the center was
understaffed. He and the other employees assumed all violations were appearing on the
incident monitor screens. No one in the department was aware of the equipment problems.

The manual provided by Digital Products Corporation requires monitoring center personnel to

review the line-printer reports.?? His training was all in-service other than a one-day

classtoom session. He never had received a policy manual. All policies were established.

either verbally or by inter-office communication.

Based on a review of the client printouts and interviews with staff and employees of
Digital Products Corporation, the following sequence of events occurred on December 16,
1991 which allowed the wristlet tamper message to go undetected by monitoring center staff.
The wristlet tamper message was sent by the wansmitter to the home receiver unit. The
receiver unit sent a message to the computer's file saver over the telephone lines. The

" computer instructed the Telsol unit to send a pager message to Pagenet, the commercial paging
company. Pagenet attempts to send a message to the pager located in the monitoring center
and receives a pager busy message. The pager busy status was reported to the Telsol unit.
The wristlet tamper and pager busy messages are printed out on the line-printer. The pager
busy signal prevented the message from being displayed on the incident monitoring screen.
This was caused by software problems which were reprogrammed in January of 1992.

Between the December 16th tampering and Palmer’s asrest on April 3, 1992, there were
five personal contacts by parole officers with the inmate.1%0 The last visit occurred on April
1, 1992, one day before the homicide. The transmitter was never reset as required by division
policy issued January 18, 1991.

Vernon Major Homicide

Tony Palmer was arrested on April 3, 1992 for the murder of Vermnon Major which had
occurred on April 2nd at approximately 12:11 AM at 145 Riverview Towers, Paterson, New

Jersey. An incident report was prepared by the monitoring center which indicates they were

notified at approximately 5:00 AM!0! ADPS Higgins and SPO Ciccone were both paged and
nodﬁedogf'the incident by the monitoring center. Bill Bruschini was notified as was SPO
Kraus.!

97New Jersey Department of Comections. Electronic Monitoring/Home Confinement Overtime
'A::ismm. 12-15-91.

8See Appendix F for copy of the full computer printout on Paimer.

9Digital Products Corporation. Wristlet/Transmitter Receiver/Verifier Il Operation Manual, MAN11490,

not dated, p. 25.
100The contacts occurred on January 15th, January 28th, March 3rd, March 27th and April 1, 1992,
101nis is inconsistent with the time the full client report was printed which was at 4:49 AM on which
the notes wese made. :
1025¢e Appendix G for copy of incident report and monitoring center notes.
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The computer printouts for the dates in question show the client returned home on April 1,
1992 at 3:44 PM and did not leave undl 10:55 AM on’April 2, 1992. This would place him at
home when the homicide was reported to have occurred. This informadon was provided to
the Paterson Police Department to whom Paimer had apparently already admirted being at the
homicide. .

A note on the client report printed on April 3, 1992 indicates there were problems with
System B on April 1st. The printout shows three attempts were made to complete a routine
supervision call between 4:51 PM and 4:56 PM, each resulting with an invalid verifier #
message. A pager called message was printed at 4:58 PM. Routine calls were again
attempted at 5:50 PM and 6:00 PM. At 6:10 PM, a Telsol Interrupted message was printed.
At 9:45 PM on April 1st, and 5:45 AM on April 2nd, routdne RF checks indicated the client
was at home.

The line-printer was not being monitored, therefore, none of the invalid supervision calls
were detected by monitoring personnel.

On April 3, 1992 SPOs Ciccone and Bernal went the the Paterson Police Department and
examined the transmitter which had been seized from Palmer at the time of his arrest. Both
officers noted that upon close examination of the device it appeared that different rivets had
been used to secure the band. The rivets were not of the type used by the program. The
officers Wefss advised that the Paterson Police had photographs of Palmer removing the
transmitter. ! '

An investigation into the incident was conducted by the department's internal affairs unit.
On April 3, 1992, Senior Investigators Pablo Alicea and R. McCourt interviewed Palmer at
the Paterson Police Department. Paimer told them he had removed the transmitter on four
occasions without being detected by the monitoring system. He had used a pair of needle
nose pliers, an eye lash curler and his own rivets to reinstall the transmitter. According to
Palmer, his &a:ole officer contacts him only once a month and had never inspected the
transmitter. !

Addidonal investigation was conducted by Principal Investigator Joseph Malone and
Senior Investigator Robert Mucciarelli.!05 They had received an IOC from Assistant
Commissioner Howard on April 8, 1992 which outlined her preliminary assessment of the
incident. 106 During their conversations with representatives of Digital Products Corporation,
they felt they were not being provided answers to questions about the reliability of the
equipment and how the tamper was not reported to the incident monitor screen. On April 15,
1992, the two investigators held a conference call with Steve Zimko, Digital Products
Corporation. Also present were Leonard Kraus and Assistant Commissioner Howard.
During the conversation they were inforimed the company was working on developing new
safeguards which would prevent a reoccurrence of this type of event in the future.

1035eg Inter-Office Communications prepsred om April 3, 1992 by Michael J. Bemal and Richsrd
Ciccone, :

104alicea, P. Immate Tony Paimer S.P#YN110282. New Jersey Deparument of Cosrections: Inter-
Office Communication to Ira R. Friedman, April 8, 1992,

105Malone, J. An Investigation Concerning Tory Palmer ¥YN110282 Alleged Ability to Elude the
Electronic Monitoring System. New Jersey Department of Cosrections: Inter-Office Communication t0
Debbie Faunce, April 10, 1992, ‘

106 oward, T. Tony Palmer YN#110282 Home Confinement Case. New Jersey Deparment of
Corrections: Inter-Office Communication 0 Joseph Malons with copies to William H. Fauves, Richard A.
Seidl, James V. Stabile and Leonard F. Kraus, April 8, 1992, ,
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On April'-lo. 1992, a letter was received by Assistant Commissioner Howard from Digital -

which outlines their review of Palmer's computer file and analysis of how the incident
occurred. They fail to explain the software probiems other than to say it "may have been
caused by some type of outside interference."!07

Milton Wilson

After the arrest of Tony Palmer, the internal affairs unit requested all inmates be placed in
a restricted status undil their ransmitters had been inspected and the tamper circuit reset, 108
During this process, Officers Mike Bernal and Richard Ciccone contacted inmate Milton
Wilson, # YN108554. Wilson told the officers he had been shown how to tamper with the
ransmitter band by Tony Palmer. he was familiar with Palmer because both had been
employed at the same location. Wilson told the officers he had only tampered with the device
on one occasion. He did not tamper with it any further because he was afraid of being caught.

The officers had Wilson attempt to remove the transmitter band in their presence with a
pair of needle nose pliers. He was unable to do so. The band and rivets which Milton had
tried to remove were ultimately given to Assistant Commissioner Howard. The rivets were
badly damaged and would have been noticeable upon a visual inspection of the device. No
written report had been prepared on this incident.!%®

In reviewing Wilson's file, the consuitant located a computer printout dated March 15,
1992 which shows the inmate's transmitter had been tampered with on March 9, 1992 and not
reset. A handwritten note on page three of the printout reads: "The above named subject,
according to this report has been in tamper since 3-9-92." There is no record in the file
indicating when the device was reset. According to the printout, the tamper occurred at 4:26
PM. The next entry on the printout shows a "Telsol Interrupted” message at 4:30 PM. This
was followed by a successful Telsol check at 5:07 PM.110

As previously discussed in Section 3 of this report, the "Telsol Interrupted” message is
believed to block violation messages from appearing oa the incident monitor screen. Officers
watching the incident screen would not have been alerted to the tampering. The tamper
condition should have been discovered prior to March 15, 1992, if the daily equipment reports
were being run as required by division policy issued on January 15, 1992.111 This,
however, assumes the same problems which prevented the tamper from going to the incident
monitor screen did not also prevent it from being recorded in the daily equipment report.

107Zimko, S. Letter to Assistant Commissioner Howard, April 10, 1992,

1084oward, T. EM/HCP Schedules. New Jersey Departmenmt of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Leonard Kraus with copies to Steve Adams, Rodney Buriak and Frank Foccello, April 9,
1992, : :

109Howard, T. Personal Intesview, April 17, 1992,

11050¢ Appendix G for copy of compuser printout o Milton Wilson,

111 Adams, S. Equipment Problem Reports. New Jersey Department of Corrections: Inter-Office
Communication to Base Station Staff with copy w0 Leonsrd Kraus, January 15, 1992 :
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Section 6
Findings and Conclusions

Development of the Program

The program began in September of 1989. It grew very rapidly over the next two years to
an average size of 560 offenders. The number of initial memos would indicate the program
was not well-planned prior to implementation. It was designed and operated on a day-to-day
basis. The need to address overcrowded institutions drove the program to accept increasingly
larger numbers of participants. This was occurring at a time when the administrative and
operational processes were being developed. Increasing the size of the program compounded
existing problems. v

Responsibility for the program is divided between the Division of Adult and Juvenile
Institutions and the Division of Policy and Planning, each under the direction of an Assistant
Commissioner. While supervision of inmates in carried out by policy and planning, the
selection and overall responsibility for inmates remains with the insttutions. The divisions
have different responsibilities, priorities and mindsets regarding the supervision of program
participants. Tension exists between the two divisions over program operation.

Additional tension existed within the Division of Policy and Planing stemming from the
issues of overtime, assignment of agency vehicles and supervision. EMHC had essentially
become a program outside the Parole Bureau. Personnel were responsible to any number of
supervisors who often issued conflicting directives.

The program was run by inter-office communication forms. No policy and procedures
manual has ever been promuigated by the department. There is no collection of policy and
memos maintained in a central location which is accessible to program personnel.

There is no procedure to ensure new employees are given copies of or cven review existing
memos. Policies are often issued or changed verbally without corresponding documentation.

Training is conducted primarily "on-the-job.”" There is no established curriculum. No
records of training received are kept in personnel files.

No workload or performances measures have ever been established for field or monitoring
center personnel. The amount of approved overtime paid by the department would suggest
there are not a sufficient number of employees assigned to the program and/or the process
should be restructured. - -

Program Operation

The selection and earollment process for the program is cumbersome and time consuming.
Decisions to return inmates require a number of personnel from both divisions be involved in
the process. Changes in program operations are difficult at best to achieve. These problems
are inherent in the administrative structure of the program which splits responsibilities
between two divisions with no one person having functional line authority over the people
necessary to make the program work. Employees feel the internal management system is
confused and policies are unclear.
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The program has a poor management information system.. There are too many individual
reports prepared which are dependent on a multitude of people for their completion. Many of
the forms require the same information be presented in a different format. Often information .
which is needed for supervision of employees, such as the number of field contacts, is not
collected or is listed only in the supervision chronological report for each inmate.

There is no community risk assessment completed on potential program participants.
They are classified according to institutional risk factors which can be presumed to differ
significantly from those arising in a community setting.

The Parole Board has begun assigning parolees to EMHC irrespective of the program's
exclusion criteria. If an incident occurs with one of these paroiees, the deparmment will most
probably receive negative publicity. It is not possible to separate in the public's mind the
differences in authority and responsibility of the Parole Board and the Department of
Corrections. Any major incident which occurs in the near future will seriously undermine
program integrity.

The monitoring center has too many responsibilities and not enough personnel. On an
average day, there will be over 3,000 computer messages received on the line-printer. The
process for resolving violation reports requires personnel to make too many phone calls.
They are responsible for relaying informaton back and forth between the offenders, parole
officers, on-call supervisors and the adult institution liaison officer. There is no supervisor
on-duty in the monitoring center which is staffed by senior parole officers. The SPOs are not
given sufficient authority to resolve incidents.

The records system in the monitoring center is cumbersome. Personnel are required to
handle too many different pieces of paper and process too many forms. Reports and
information are often filed on clipboards which increases the chances of information being
misplaced. .

Equipment

The equipment used in the monitoring program is manufactured by Digital Products
Corporation, Ft. Lauderdale, Florida. The contract for provision of equipment was awarded
to Computerized Surveillance Systems, Inc. (CSS), South Orange, New Jersey which has an
unspecified relationship with the manufacturer. CSS certified in their response to the bid
proposal that the equipment was tamper-proof. They further maintained the equipment would
provide confirmation of the presence or absence of the wearer: "... confirmation is immediate,
* automatic and positive with no margin of error."

In August or Sepiember of 1991 incident monitor screens were installed in the monitoring
center to alleviate the necessity of reviewing the on-line printer for violation notices. Although
the manufacturer’s operating manual for the equipment requires monitoring the printer, no one
from the department was advised by Digital this was still necessary afier the monitoring
screens wese installed.

The equipment suffered from a design flaw which under certain circumstances would
prevent violation notices from appearing on the incident monitor screens. Once a transmitter
was in the tamper mode, it would not continue to report this status, but would otherwise
function normally. It would not report any further attempts to tamper with the equipment until
the tamper circuits had been reset.

" Digital Products Corporation was aware of the software problem prior to December of
1991 when Palmer's tampering with the transmmer was not detected by department
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personnel. In later consultatons with department staff, Digital admitted having experienced

the problem in their own monitoring center in Ft. Lauderdale. They developed software in
November and December of 1991 which was installed on the deparmment's computer system
in January of 1992. Digital did not inform the Department of Corrections of the problem's
existence or that they had installed new software. : _

There has been no written explanation from the manufacturer of the software problem

which led to the tamper not being detected by monitoring center personnel, other than it was
caused by "some outside interference.”

While the receiver unit is programmed to call the central computer at least every six hours
for a status report, there is no alert message generated if this is not successfully accomplished.
In the field test, with the unit's AC power and telephone lines unplugged, no indicaton was

given that the receiver had been disabled for almost twenty-four hours.

~ There are still problems with the equipment. The Telsol unit malfunctions, producing a
“Telsol Interrupted” message. When this occurs, violaton reports are blocked from going to

the incident monitoring screen. A company representative was informed a problem existed on

April 16, 1992. Three days later, the same employee gave no indication of any previous
knowledge when asked by the consultant to explain how this was occurring. ’

Palmer Incident

Tony Palmer met the selection criteria for the program. There were no indications in his
supervision file, prior criminal history or psychological report of any propensity for violence.
None of the factors listed in the exclusion criteria which would have precluded his placement
in the program were present.

When enrolled in the program the equipment appeared to be operating normally. A needs

assessment form was never filled out. No supervision plan listing goals and objectives for .

this inmate was ever located. Both of these items were required by division policy.

In the twenty-three weeks Palmer was in the program there were ten contact visits
recorded by the parole officer. None of these visits revealed factors which would indicate he
should have been returned to the institution. While under supervision, incident reports were
prepared on two curfew violations, one minor arrest for violation of a city ordinance and one

wristlet tamper.

Although Palmer was convicted of drug related offenses, it was nearly three months after
his entry into the program before the first urinalysis was ormed. Of the two tests for
which results have been received, both were negative. The last urinalysis was performed the
day before the homicid ! "

Nothing the inmate did allowed him to escape detection of the initial tampering with the
transmitter and subsequent curfew violations. The failure to detect these actions was due to
equipment and supervision problems.

A design flaw in the software prevented the tamper notice from being sent to the
monitoring screen. Personnel in the monitoring center had stopped reviewing the line-printer
which did record the tamper incident because they were operating under the assumption it was
no longer necessary. Once the unit was in a tamper mode, Palmers subsequent removal to
violate curfew would not register as a "tamper” because the unit was already in tamper mode.
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On the night the homicide occurred, there were equipment problems with System B which
was used to monitor Palmer. A series of routine supervision calls were not successfully
completed. A "Telsol Interrupted” message was received during the second set of supervision
calls. It is unclear as to whether the messages were ever reported to the incident monitor
screen or printed on the line-printer. Subsequent RF checks indicated the client was at home.

Problems which may have existed with Pagenet, the commercial paging company, are not
believed to have had any effect on this incident. No "Pager Intrcpt Opror” message was
received as is expected if there are equipment problems with the commercial paging system.
Bell Atlandc Telephone Company was conducting field tests of a voice verification system in
the monitoring center during November and December of 1991. It is unknown what, if any,
effect their experiments had on the operation of the monitoring center or the equipment.

On January 18, 1992, division policy was implemented which required parole officers to
carry their reset generator device with them and reset offender's tamper circuits at least
monthly. There were five personal contact visits with Palmer after the December 16, 1991
tampering incident prior to the homicide occurring. The last visit was on April 1, 1992, the
day before the homicide. The parole officers did not reset the tamper device on any of these
occasions. If they had, a wristlet reset message would have been printed and the device
would have generated a wristlet tamper message the next time Palmer attempted to remove it.

Orher incidents indicate supervision problems exist in the depariment. One inmate's
ransmitter device remained in a tamper mode for almost seven days prior to discovery. This
had occurred in March of 1992, prior to the homicide. At that period of time there was an
existing division policy which required monitoring center personnel to run an equipment
report every four hours. Assuming the equipment was operating properly, the equipment
report should have detected the unit was in a tamper mode. Either the equipment reports did
not reflect this, they were not run as required or department personnel failed to take action to
correct the problem.

In a second incident , an inmates telephone had been disconnected for two days prior to
discovery by monitoring center personnel. The printouts indicate the pager. was called and a
notice sent to the incident monitoring screen which showed the telephone line was busy. If a
full client report had been run, monitoring cenater personnel should have been alerted to the
fact that there had been no activities other than the attempted supervision calls for a two day
period, thus a problem existed with the equipment.

The inidal conclusions drawn by the Division of Policy and Planning and the Internal
Affairs Unit were incosrect and based on incomplete information. The Internal Affairs Unit
lacked the technical understanding of electronic monitoring to complete a thorough
investigation of the matter in a short period of time. The equipment manufacturer was not
forthcoming with explanations of system problems.
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Section 7
Recommendations

Based on a review of the program and investigation of the Palmer incident, the following
recommendations are offered:

1.

10.

The program'’s growth should be stopped until problem areas have been addressed.
Adding more offenders to the system will only compound existing probiems.

The administrative structure of the program should be reviewed. A decision should
be made to either place the program in one division, vest one individual with
functional line authority over personnel in both divisions necessary for program
operation or to create a new division with the sole responsibility for community
corrections.

A decision should be made as to whether electronic monitoring is to be used in a
custody program or a re-integration program. If it is to be operated as a custody
program it would appear logical to place it under the Division of Adult and Juvenile
Insdtutions. If it is to operate as a re-integration program, it properly belongs under
the Division of Policy and Planning.

A policy and procedures manual should be developed and implemented to guide
program personnel. -

Training should be formalized and documented. If an "on-the-job" component is to
be used, an FTO form should be developed which documents each trainee has been
exposed to and required to competently perform all required duties. The
documentation should be filed in the employee's personnel file. :

A management information system should be developed for the program which
produces relevant information and eliminates duplication of efforts. Given the size
of the program, computerization would greatly facility this task.

Regardless of where the program is ultimately placed, community risk assessments
which have been validated for this program should be used.

If the program is to operate as a re-integration program, needs assessments should

' be completed and the number of contacts -with participants increased.

Further discussions should be held with the Parole Board regarding selection and
exclusion criteria for EMHC. Actions of the Parole Board can negatively effect the

Department of Corrections if inappropriate parolees commit a subsequent offense.

Changes should be implemented in the monitoring center. There is too much activity
for the number of people assigned to one shift. A records system should be
designed in consuitation with monitoring center personnel which facilitates their
work.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Monitoring center personnel should be give the authority to direct resolution of
incidents. This might be accomplished by assigning a supervisor to each shift. The
supervisor should assume the duties currently being performed by the shift monitor
which include running the daily equipment report and inspecting the line-printer to
verify violations have been addressed. In any event, the number of phone calls back
and forth to resolve one incident should be reduced. If monitoring center personnetl
are not allowed to assume more responsibility, the justificaton for staffing the center
with senior parole officers becomes questionable.

The response policy to violatons should be reviewed. Officers are sent into high-
crime areas without any type of communications device to summon assistance. The
department may wish to form a response team to verify violations and address
equipment problems after hours. While this system has been used successfully in
other jurisdictions, a study of the economic feasibility and division of
responsibilities between parole officers and response team members should be
conducted.

Unique or unusual supervision problems should be documented along with a full
client printout. While they could be used for supervision of personnel, the primary
purpose would be to identify operational problems and resolve them. A secondary
use for the material would be in staff training programs.

The enroliment process for clients should be standardized. Officers should not
assume offenders understand program rules simply because they were explained to
them in the institution when the application form was signed.

The frequency of drug testing should be standardized, particularly for those
participants with a prior drug history. The deparument should consider using on-site
drug testing technology for community release programs. This would provide an

immediate indication of problem behavior. The institution's laboratory could then be-

used to confirm the on-site test results for later disciplinary or parole proceedings.

Efforts should continue with the manufacturer to resolve equipment problems. To
that end, printouts from the line-printer should be retained as long as storage space is
available. Software and hardware problems should be documented. The

information should be provided to program administrators who should ensure the
problem has been corrected.

The Telsol hasdware problem should be addressed immediately by the department
and the equipment manufacturer. This goblem is allowing violations to go
undetected on the incident monitor screen. nmmumme have been
addressed, it is imperative the on-line printer be cond y monitored.

Workload and measures should be eswablished for the program. Undl
these axe completed, it is difficult to assess the proper staffing levels for the field and
MONILOTing Centes.

A critical incident policy should be developed. Procedures should be in place to
guide the depariment in terms of immediately addressing the incident, relations with
the media and the necessity for an internal affairs investigation. The deparunent
would benefit from adopting an "airplane crash” approach to media releases. While
the pressure for immediate press releases is understandable, like an airplane crash,
the reconstruction of events can be a time consuming process. Initial speculations
which later prove to be incorrect can lead to unwarranted accusations of an attempt to

y&x
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conceal the truth. The department's public information officer should be requested
to develop a protocol in consultation with media representatives which will prevent
this type of problem from occurring. The Internal Affairs Unit had no protocol for
this type of investgation. They would benefit greatly by being provided a
preliminary written assessment and full client printouts of any monitoring
investigatormr requested.

Both short and long-term evaluation plans for the program should be developed and

implemented. In order to accomplish this, the program'’s goals and objectives must
be clearly defined.
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Source: Gibson, D. Record, 4-10-92, p. B-1.

. done in this case. He added: “An alterna.
1, tive to incarcerstion is something a lot of
=" legislators have been requesting for a lot

of years. This is an alternative.”

° The whipiash pace of finger-pointing

- and second-guessing resuited from an
) April 2 incident in which 2!-year-old -

j Tony Paimer ailegedly shot o friend, 19-

year-old Vernon Major, once in the head

with Major’s .22-caliber pistol. Major died
a few hours later. Although police said the
shot was fired during “horseplay” at the

- vietim's apertment building, Paimer was
charged with murder.

¢ . The furor erupted when police discov-
monl Or ered that Palmer was a stats coaviet un-
¢ der home detention who was unfastening

. his monitoring ankiet and leaving his

1 3 3 - North Third Strest home whenever he
S tate Cltes fallure liked. Palt;n was ddlowed ouuhidc ;c work
: between 10 a.. and 4 p.m.; the shooting

as death is probed e st bow 1218 em
/ : The Corrections Department is in ;:,.
id Gi ©  midst of an intsrsal investigation, but
Byﬂmoagﬂ%mn %L / d/ QA Stabile on Thureday reitarated the pre-
How could s state convict under the liminary findings that when Palmer first
Lchful eye of electronic home surveil. tampersd with his anklet on Dec. 16, the
;:u in P.ay.uaoa chude the sophisticated 24-hour monitaring sation in Trenton
system and latar allegedly shoot & man to ;::d:“ slortad because of 8 computer
"M‘"' i“'" m‘“‘hﬂgﬂ ;um o goew sharp ., Theodore Sabarese, president of Digital
Thursday s the Florids masufacturer of Equipment Corp. of Pompano Besch,
the monitoring devices insisted that his Fla., which rents the bracelets and com-
equipment had worked just fiva. while the PUtar systam ta the stata. "‘é the "’1‘3:‘
state Corrections Department continued ;:: p‘m“,“d“ mm:&oco:::m ‘:
o e man a e B T o
o-vearoid home detention program On¢ not ) .
ame from stata Sens. Joha A Girgenti. a s.m Pty ‘?:A:“‘it‘%::":o 9;":;’:;'
g‘pm horne a:::m ::d the Lﬂ’:}lﬂm equipment malfunction or buman error.”
orobe the Pacerson case. They also in. _ SADATEse aiso said corrections officiais
« &dnbﬂmﬁ“ﬁnmm- mmi.l “‘“l"‘k“‘.'“'“'q““*m'
tioas ‘.m..' '! y local ¢ aunnm. ‘t,he device w«ml:.éﬂl::u removed or‘
M?. inee is sent to thels 7. (orced. The rivets are specially mads and

e

James Stabils, WI nded by m' the have & distinetive scal when they are (s
notification alreedy is mandatory and was See ANKLET Page 8-2

are supposed to be firat-lime of-
taned in ploce. he said fenders convictad of non-vialent
Stabile said corrections of- crimes who are within siz months

cars visit home detainees oncs & of ralecse. Paimer had served the

moath. He had no csplanatios a3 minimurn 18 months bohind bars

to how Psimer's jimmicd rivets o a three-vear drug
averisoked during

four

viction.
visits to his bome sioeo the initial la responss o Girgentl’s call
Lmpering “it wasat dstected.” fgca. probe and his insisiance
t

hat local cutherities be notifad
of the presancs of boms detain.
chacks 10 ees, Stabils ssid s lettar slerting

Randon
ascertaia thet Paliner wes ot Paterson Police Chief Richand
heme continted 3 .

thae 150 feet frora &  the stats attorney genoral Lo in-

ensmitler installed in his tele-  vestigate the incident, said his of-

any tamparing also  §ce never was notified of Paim-
ron.

n‘s;m and he requestad
notificstion in the future.

A%&%LE?% Malfunction is de

In his press release Thursday
Girgenti condemned the “dreak.
dowrn® of the home detantion sve-
em. “Apparently, it doma®t ke
e rocket scientist W outwit the
::::oao( the ankle monitor,” he

wsms (ne. was not able o answer
all his questi 'sva ed
s meating cest week with the
Florida manufacturer.
Fava is concerned about the ef-
getiwncg:lt the ::un beeause
2388iC nty j
using the meniwes mﬁg
taldo, 18, the Clifton men
charged with masterminding &

bated

teen piot W strangie 17-vear-old
Robert A Solimine to death 13
February, wes the first given
home detantion through use of aa
anklat when he was sent bome

stnet bail conditions last
month.

Three juvenile slleged co-con-
spirators are sot 0 be reloased
undar the same conditions. but
Fave 2aid Thursday thet he

ssk the court 0 stipulate
that all the suspects be personally
visited at home at least five times
s week.

Several counties are using or
are set (0 implement the use of
electronic monitors for inmates
or convicts on probation. The
state has had s program in plsca
for two years. There are currently
683 convicts on the davices: 1,7

Stabile wsid the program has
besn largely successful .

X
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State say’s f’glifch’ in system let inmate escape
A@%ﬁ&m A —house arrest

€rson iomate under bouse detention to )
y remove his electronse sur-

i mom e Offficials vow new ‘safeguard’ will preve

four mooths, including prior to a (atal
shootiag nith which be was charged last «
o .

nt arepesz

- - i Paimer, under Jouse deteaior  that Treapon
wpr:vmﬂwmm @mmwu since October, was permited to lesve Roauma'u;:: a{:areaem_
fiteh,” s3id Jum Stabile. 3 spokesmag (rom 10 am. (o { p.m. 1o go 10 work . m'm_mu_tmeuonuu
fie tha Coerections Whea de wanted o 0 OB 3t NP | g i 306" 400 that Paimer

“Thare is 00 indication (hat this is UG 6 Loid police. be wowd remove ; o\, ). O M eedically pur.
2 wid ing " s3id Stabile. add. | the rivets {rom tie plastic agkiet wsmg | 0083 3¢ 3 hardware stare.
wamwmmma? ,&mmmmmm W Sidarese, president of

were olber inmates af- Pratucts Carp. manufac.

ected. “We've Laken staps 1o prevent Be was arvested Fridsy 3 B3 tores the electromic cquipment
‘mg(m‘."‘ .m;:wum'mlﬂwm Veraon mmﬂ“mﬂ?&m!m?
imasufacturiog) compaoy,” besad. |Mape, 19, about I i e Maummmmmaﬂmu!

Ref wmsaa‘;mm ‘il the "‘”";&m able. He saud the rvets on Paimer's 2.
the program, Stabile said, are play. Jeer U Alex Robertson said L€t 3t the ume of is arrest were (e
0o5-violent pesple wbo are &5 MOAUS  oyyorung police called We mosilonog oom.
mmm'uu e 'm“mmju&m.m A parole officer. 3¢ said, vould de-
aking 3 ook e s Offict 3 | oumber of he wait 800 the band. WAKD 1%t whetber the iamate GTEF 3
fTam a which 1.700 sate iamaces tave ' PALEF a3 weanog whes polict SWak | ng boits scvording 7o palice, Paimer
Nenenruiled ﬁlﬂm? ter ¢ am. sad his baod was not checked,
"W are working with the carree. Ve astod tor i sutus 10d ey T
licas agency ta study the bat. “iai) g that be's bees i the hows
more =, (bg of the €lectromit o0y o554 Robertsoa, “Wa knew (at
monitoring,”  said Davis. 2 1yuyy ot of the bowse arcend mid-
memam wmmmmm

The Gorer Toay Paimer. s " Eo ejectronie qipment (n Tres>
2l-year<id saevieg 2 sateace for 3 ugumuma&m

a s pm Wi 2ad 3 random
cigetroate chack at 943 pm. venfied

. . nwumsqmm.

He asked us for a pair'  jmt mﬁ:ﬁ:‘mam

of pliers, and in about check showed that e left at 1088 a2

!
%
]
£7

1§ miputes he was day's questioning, be showed
able to take (the an- ;™=

. k of pliers,
klet) off and hand it to la;‘:m"‘:::.-m::‘:...u...
=’ 'muwamuum’aﬂm‘

mmmutmwvg:‘
- contacs Patacsen police
Sgt-Robertson &4 o oo e, isdiating
mmamsm

i Teay Paimer
- Slipped ankiet undetected

S




A state Semate committee has
scheduled 3 special iavestigatory
heanieg to detesmine how ia inmate
enrolled 1o the house desention pro-
gramm removed his electrome sur-
veillance anklet without delection
for four months. iacludirng prior ta 3
fata! shooting #itk whick he is
charged

“'m not oniv shocked lm
very aagry (o thirk (Ra: sormecss 13
dead Ddecause someone pessibly
didn" do their job.” said Sen. Louis
Kesco /R-Bergen: chairman of the
Serste Lar ane Pudlic Salery Com-
mitte:

=1 wani to do sumathing right
20w Sefore [ pu: $3.7 million into 3
pregram that (Corrections Desart-
ment offictais may no: kaow how
to rue.” sai¢ Kosce. whe 2laas o8
cailieg w Corrections Commtse
sioner Wilkiam Fauver an¢ Atiorney
Gezesai Rober: Del Tule

A heanreg is pisaned for 12:3C
p April 21 10 e Passaic Couats
Admusisiratios Buiidieg s Pater-
soa The Attarner Geseral's Olhes
s a0 stodving the two-searld
bome detentioa program in light of
(he recent developments.

‘The anncuncement came a day
Miler e Corrections Desariment
said 3 computer glited kac allowed
Toar Palmes. 3 21-rear<id Pater-
W8 Mmap servieg 2 seateace for 3
drug convictica, 10 leave his bouse
at wil: since Dec. 16 uadetected by a

Source: Mendez; I. The Star-Ledger, 4-10-92, p. unknown

'HOME JAIL' PROBE

Senate committee will seek answers on inmate's escape

““‘%ﬂl H#-r0-39 2
By IVETTE MENDE2 LFON

&£

PETFRNY w134

e

Inmate Tony Paimer is charged wilk killing 3 man after he droke

his electronis ankie?. similar 1o the one shown. The device is vied
for homae survaillance of prisoners :

roynd-the-clock moritoring suaff in
2 base statioe.

Palmes uader house detentioa
ance Octoder. 10id police that he
wouid remove e nvets {rom s

plastic anklet Police have ctarged
hire with last Thursdav's murder of
Vernon Mavyor. 19. in Paterson.

[0 a related development Sea
Joba Girgents (D-Passaic) resterday

. oosewe

ntroduced a bill that 'wouid require
correction offic:als Lo notify count~
and municioal 'aw anforcement of.
ficiais whenever 1a inmate i 30
10 e sent home uacer ke ™o :
ing program. Te il wouid raquuse
at jeast ¢8 hours’ notice.
Corrections Zeparimen:
spokesmas Jim Sladile said tae
wate routinely notifies police
departments about Yome detentics
iareates although a0t secessaru:
abead of time He sai¢ Patesson x-
lice were notified Nov. ¢ adou:
Palmer's Oct 30 -elease into =

Ronai¢ Fava yesiarzay ot a
Rand look af tse sviiam =
twed b Florida-dased
Praducts Carp.. Tuck monyisss '
inmates iz New Jérser He 23lls
e JhL-dowr ldemernsiation i
W™ dut said another Jne a5 <ne
ed Lo answer furtlier questcns.

Tie Paimer bomicide :avest.
gatioa tas raised a concern (hat e
anklet prevides 3 “Suilt-e aiidi
aceu'&g' 10 spior assistant pros-
ecutar William Purdy.

“We dave witnezses to ihe
(shootieg’ ipcident, but dezending
o8 woare (Be case goes. (s indivie-
val cag claue Lo have Sees 2t
bome.” said Purdr. .

The home detertion progra
designed for aos-vicien: d{lencess
has dees wdels ua? d erimina
justice officials as 3 w3y '¢ il
ate pnsca overcrowding.

Breaking of surveillance anidet, kiﬂixig probed

Letsre $-P72

PATERSON — State officials
on Tuesday investigaled
man uader house arrest broke

how a chine property

his surveillance anklet and then | .
allegedly killed another man. — '© nKiet

Terri Howard, assistant com.
missioner of the state Depari-
ment of Corrections, said the ma-

Tony Palmer broka the electron-

She said human error was not
to blame, but would not elabo-
fate why Palmer was not ap-

red that prehended Howard said results

today.

of the probe may be available
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slate_

'v'

ay site

. Tony Palmér. & coa.
aler, ex. e 3

Response time
of Paterson’s

police probed

amwm“ l’//‘f‘i K

satil the call may have gone out over the police
radio murely us o sick call

“They're tovhing into how the cull came in
sl why there was only an smbulance seat).”
he sald. “Notmably tn somcthing dike thot o
police uait would have responded also.”

‘fhe chiel declined to give further detabls, but
sddcd; “There was wrang Information given in
the call, that's busically whut we've lusking at ™

] y suld the dispstch mbs-up did it
rezull in any delay I the areivel of the s
bulunce. The chicl als0 suid the detuyed putiul
cor incident had no Jnpuct oa the crininal

oo lto the shout

The apparent crrors by thie state ond police
vaise quesiions ubuut goverament scspunse tu
probloms in the wsuer clty.

On the day of the shooting, Major's mother,
Putvicin, said she believed the smbulunce tovk
tuu long 10 seapomd (o Vernun Major's sid

Fatrwia Major, who seid she srvived at her
son’s abde with i of the shuat 2l
about five 911 calls were placed boluie the
smbulonce arvived spout 20 minutes altes the
Nt emergeacy cull.

PROBE

PATEHRSON -- The Pullce Dopartment’s 5
Onteraal Affalre Divislon Is lnvestigating o
dglay in the dispaich of a palice cas to the fatal

shootlug of 1Dycarold Vernon Mejur 8t ! 1unce tuk ut bcast 1S minutes

‘l‘ﬂnnhw Towen, the pulice chicl sald yestar- *
ay.

The luvestigativn fullowa on the heels of the
slote Departincat of Currections schuowl-
edging at leost (wo prublems with its home-
confincment progrum. Major's alleged biller
eocaped from the progrom the murning of (he “
shuuting

‘The Cogrections llcpnnmcu} ead (he” M
torucy General's Ollice are investigating how

caped  fsun |Iu. pro-

grum shortly belore the lO:O”I‘I into
shooting Auri) 2 | howthe call
without dclun.un by | came Inend

the department's com-

'“'.3'." sng::a.' " why ther e
ﬂui:u :‘:y :‘n [} tl" ’t'l;: was OI'IW en

latesnsl Affairs probe | ambulance
cealers on whether s W
Majur's Injury was In- (sen')' * i

Heally treated by o clv- — Police Chial
Wian dispatcher us o | Rlchard Munsey
confirmed shooting e

« Major to e boaplial.

dhiom P.;gg Al

A securitly guand at lliveevicw
Towers, Lconnd Miller, alio
satd he bebicved that the am-

o srrive.

Munascy declined (0 comment
on how wmeny 918 culls ware
received.

Clty Public Safcty Director
Wilhisins B Dotun said there was
oo deluy 10 the sespunse of the

Lieol techaich

& 24
!0 the svene or in Irsnsporting

Dolun auid ihe coll was ce-
ccived wt 12020 m Aprdd 2. 'Phie
smbulunice wiiived ot the secue
w1208 a o, wnd Major sivived
8t SU Joseph's Hosgital amd
Madical Center at 1239 6w,

wia aul anusinl hecawse the

youth vequinned treatment  wis (o be contined these o the
state: hoo- ch 1entton

belore transpurtation
Authorities charge that
Valwer dett s Nosth Thisd

Strcel home shotly before the  an clectiome
Rotbing, deapute: the fuct thot be  byaceler pod el

umowyun *d ‘76-11- ‘SMaN % PIeISH YL H ‘ASHOI :30mog

Avbin o a vy

21 minutes to A Tronton conactions officer displays an clechomic anhiet used lm
Lanapost Mugor (o the boapitel Moo survoillance of pusunus

without slesting sathositiey
The o -

clavined
betove-the Palmes s aae that oo
mevel o tampens ol the
brscelet would  smedte ty
wlerl anthossties



Source: Gibson, D. Record, 4-11-92, p. unknown

over home

-

Uproar .=

detention

8y DNavid Gibson
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TERSON — Police Chief
Richard W. Munsey on Friday de-
nied that his department was ever
notified that a state convict had
been relessed to home confine-:
ment months eariier. The convict !
allegedly fooled the confinement.
system and is charged with shoot-
ing & man to death last week.

A state Corrections Department)!
spokeamman, however, stood by his.
claim that his agency sent a lettar
to Munsey a few days after the:
convictad drug dealer’s return 0.
Paterson. Spokssman James Sta-
bile said his records show a letter
ootifying Munsey of Tony Paim. -
er’s reisase was sent on- Nov. 4 of

year.
“Absolutely not,” retorted Mun-
s8y. “And even if we did receive it,
what are we supposed to do? Ga to

his house every five minutes? [t's -

ridiculoua.
The notifieation issue is just one

of several disputes arising from -
the April 2 death of Vernon Major, -

19, who was shot in the head with
his own pistal, allegedly by ths 21-

“year-ald Palmer as the two friands

were “horsing arouad.” as palice
pat it.

AR igvestigatiss showed that
Palmer, convicted ia 1580 for drug *
eonfine. °

and baing monitored by
ment and was
. officials

'Y
phisticsted slecizonic bracalet -

arouad his ankie.

The devics is supposed to sat off
an sisem if tampered with or if the -

inmats moves more than 150 (eet
from home ¢zespt from 10 am. to

4.p.m. Rendom e:::uurgmcnt- '

Es

investigate, and state
Girgeati, D-Hawthorme, and Sen.
Louis Koseo, R.-Paramus, o8
Thursdsy {st & probe

$3Ix
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LAW

Questions Arise on Electronic Anklets

By Juwoa Woo ‘/'7’7. -8
And Waog Lasseay
S1eff M 2 of Tux Wark J
Law-enforeement authorities may soon

be famng a new challenge: how t0 5P
people {rom getting {ree of the electronie
ankie bracelets Lat most states are using
{0 keep track of paroiees and others under
house arrest.

ankiet's fancy cir
cuitry is supposed Lo
detect '
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" But even 2s Uie devices grow Mofe pop-

ular. more criminai-jusuce officials are re-
alinng that they may not de foolprool.
“It’s like burgtar alarms and car alarms.”
says Jaseph B. Vaugna, editor of the Jour-
nal of Offender Monitonng in Warrens-
burg. Mo. “*Anytung (tat 3 duman duuds,
another human can figure cut how (o get

y dround
. Some people have managed to escape
by leaving the house for scheduled work-

leave appointments and thes vanshing. uhen

the bracelets or anklets,
and fled before |
o alarms.

defeated the system
is agartment and
there. And nareotics of-

Others have cut

i

The giant in the electromes-monitoring
busuness, Bl [nc.. Bouider. Cole.. says that
#0 more than 1% of wearers tamper \ith
their draceiets and (hat most of them are !

The plastic bracelets Rave heen usad 2o
track cruminals since (983 when 3
adapted Uiem (rom Sracstets angunaly
used on cate. While manufacturers are
hesitant to discuss e teennoiogy invoived.
Ar. Vaugna said that in mest svsiams cut-
Lung Qe dracelet dreaks a streusr. whien
then tr1ggers an alarm. Some systems aiso

sense e draceiet's SPOXUmity 0 ne

wearer.

Although civil lidertanans were worried
the systems were {ntroduced, most

now accept them as a useful alternative 1o

prisons. “There's no greater invasion of

pavacy than impnsoament. " said Harvard

‘13' professor Philip B. Heymann
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{ F.B.I Investigates City Prison C'ontract;

JySELWYN RAAS

Felerst agemis are investigating @
S:spuied §1.3 mulien contract 1o use
aTRIC Bracsiess 1o elecironically men.
Srinmales ~eleased rom New York

iy jauts, offie1nis said yesterday.

. Law-eafercoment and cily olficiais
$aid (he inquiry by the Federal Bu.
*eau of Investigotion snd Federal

irosecutars in Manhattan is focusing

o1 whether officials in the city’s Core

reciion Jepartment showed (mprop-

er favoritism in tentatively awarding

the annusi contract in November (0

the 51 Monnoring Corporation of

Boulcer, Colo.

"he law-enforcement officials, who
| Spaxc on the condition of anonymity,
. SR8 that Investigstors also were ex-
i smining the roie Sid Davidolf, an
. anfluenital lobhyist whose law lirm
represenied (he compsny In 1S nego-
t13110ns with the city, played In the
seiectton of Bl Monttoring.

The city canceled the contraet In
December after (ive companies
whose p is were rejected comie
plained 1hst they had been unfairly
disqualified for technieal reasons of
that Bl was the only vendor allowed
| 10 revise s price paeksge, = -
The contract acgelistions were
cunducted Sy the Correction Depart-
ment, the agency (hat sdminisiers
\he city's [an ?ttem. In December,
Allyn R. Siclalf resigned as Correc.
tion Commussioner after Mayor Da.
tvid N. Diakins sdmontshed him [for
i 'the handhing of the contrselL

A spokesman lor the Correction
Drpariment, Thomas M. Antenen,
seid that (ke agency’s records on the
; comract were subpeensed Dy the
Laned Sates Attorney's ollice in
Manhaitan tn February, “We sups
plict them wilth everything they
asked for," said Mp. Antenen.

Seversl former and current depart-
maont oflfeials have Leen questioned
3y F.B.L. sgents who nvestigate pub-
ue corruption, law-enforcement and
oy olficials s8id. One of those who
acvnowledged being questioned was
Marian Tsu)i, a formes sssistant Cope
rection Cornmissioner, who had dbeen
ire head of the unit that recommaend.
ed the swarding of the cantract 10 Bl
Monioring,

Ms. Tsuji, who resigned her eity jod
in Fedruary, declined in an interview
10 discuss (he detatls of the questiens
ing by the F.B.J.

Robert J, Cramer, an sssistant U.S.
Altarney who is charge of the case,
and whese unit aiso Investigates pub-
e corruption, declined (0 de inter.
viewed, saying, “The subposns
tp2ans for itsell.'”

Lawenforcement officials said
*hat the Cevernment's iaquiry was
tenirg conducted separately (rom one
trgun (sie iast year Dy the ﬂ%‘,’l
COepsniement of Investigation. e

recommencaiions concerning abuses
a1 cily agencies.

Federal officials gecitned ‘o jay
what prompied Reir investigaton.

“he Invesiigation Deparimerd in-
quiry Is expecied 10 be completed in &
few weeks, said Peter J. Benjamin-
son, the Jepariment's spokesman.

Allison  Lewis-Smith, the Deputy
Commtesioner for Legal Affairs in
the Correetion Department, said that
she had been questioned by city -
vesliRators about her professional re.
lationship with Mr. Davidai!. She had
been an associste In Mr. Davidofl's
Manhattan Jaw firm, Davidof! & Ma.
Ill;gb.be!ore joining the department in

Ms. Lewis-Smilh said yesterdny, as
she has previousty, that she ng role in
the award, She said she had not been
questioned by Federal investigators.

Howard S, Druckman, s partner 1n
the Davidoif firm, sasd Mr. Davidoil
""had nothing to do with this contract”
and that no member of the lirm had
been questioned by the F.B.1.

 Role of Influential Lobbyist Exarﬁinéd in Plan for Ankle Brace/efs

LAasSt week, the eity rpmueied 1y
he Davidwil ‘um icd el QuLlyisis
before City apencies In 1930, sailees.
ing $1.7 million 1n leas,

Under the icntdiive 2oniract with
the city, B1 Moritoring 2greec 10 sre.
vide up o SO0 Ddracete:s o Se.

.o SIPapped 10 the ankles of inmates..

The draceiets would transmit o sig.
nal 10 verify that cach inmaie 11 at
home or ai approved job or school. .

The Dinkins admimstraiion viewed
the program as a maior step in cu-
Ung prison custs Dy releasing n.
mates who are Awauing triais for
nonviolent crimes.

City offlciols said now bids for the
contract will be solictied after 'he'
Denpartment af Invesiigation issues g .
report on (he Hi contract. .

David J. Huater, the president of BI -
Manitoring, said (hat the campany
might nol compete for the new cone .
tracs If it {3 awarded dy low did and
not for technical competence. .

“We have a Cadillec prnduct and .
den't intend 10 seil it & Chevy price,”
he sad. ‘e

Columbia Faculty to Meet
About Leadership Concerns

By ROBERT D.McFADDEN

. Amid gmtn%;sl of dissatisfac-!
tien with Columbia University's lead--
ership, the faculty of ‘Arts and Scte
ences hag beent summoned 16 aA oX-i
‘traordinary meeting later (his month_
10 grapple with coneerns ranging
from budget shortfails and projecied
cuts (o (ears that the quailty of educa-,
tioR at one of the naijon's premier:
_universities s being eroded.

The rmeeting is dilled as Informa.
anal but 13 expected o be aR outspo-
ken forum for rising facuity resent.
fments against the administration. |t
-18 Lo be heid April 23 undor the auspic-’
es of 38 ))-member executive com.
milice of the facully of Arts end:
Sciences, which sent a letter yester.’
day (o the faculty's 500 members,
urging them (0 attend,

“1t is essential that facully have
1rust and confidence In their leaders,
if painful reductions are 10 be made
while maintaining our essential (pith
in Columbie’s future," (he letter de-
clared. "“Our consultations with lac:|
ulty in the Arts and Sciences suggest:
that the competence of the adminis.!
trstion is deing questioned and ihat:
tryst Ig low.”

The letter did not direetly ertticize

Columbia’s President, Michael 1. So-

vern, and provost, Jonathan R, Cule,
who have outiined a three-year pian

- gfong with the faculty "to ciear away
'the confusion expressed by 1he com...

‘miltes” on the making of manage-
ment and policy decisians.

My. Xnubdet aiso said many of the.,
‘questions raised were aiready being,
addressed by a long-range Commis- °

sjon on Strategic Planming, a groupof

facuity members, studen:s, adminis- -
trators and siumni appoinied Dy Mr. -
Sovern last month. .

"The university administration
-eongiders (he committee’s ieiler an ,
:undarsiandable expression of con. -
cern for the eontinmed good health of

the Arts and Sclences as we lace
difficult choicss shead,” Mr. Knudel -
‘added. “The adminisiration has ey,
ery confidence that we will meet (he
challenges successfully.” :

Major Component of Faculty =

The lacuily of Arts and Scicnces is’”
s major companent of the 4,700:mem. *
ber facultly. its members teach ir. five -
schoois: Columbdia College, the main *
undergraduate unit, and the School of * -
General Siudies, the Graduate School -

of Arts and Sciences, the School of ~**

internalional and Public Alfsirs and >
the School of the Arts. :
Like many other majar research- -
universities, Columbia
verely hurt By rising costs for em-
ployee benellis and student financial ,

a1d and by (alling ncome [rom gov. .

A3 deen se. ..

I ~2izrgl euthorsties have prosesutor-
;1.7 nSwers while the Investigation Des
! rariment 2an only Issue reports and

ernmMent assislance and endowment 'y

investrnents. Last November, 20:%:
chairmen of depariments within Arts e,
end Sciences (hrestened 10 resign . <,

{0 reorgenize ihe universitly In an
effort 10 cope with shortialls that
have been projected at $50 million
next year and $8° milllon in the 1992.

But the letier sugpesied that many
of Columbia’s orobiems were sitrile
utadle 1o “falle¢ ar incomplete fund-
raiging, 8 chief segponsidility of Mr.
Sovern !t aise pasiepved oo ad ey

SIX

Jected a $50 million shartfall i g
million budget for the 1992.83 senoo! =+
year, snd an $&7 mullion shortlall in 7
the $1 dill'on dudget 127 196394 ‘.Wse, )

et mal e gretheetapel Calere

.

| ‘93 | year. thetr chairs because of threatened N
Is Back on Solid Foods gt rmeRues ey e soern g

©in7 e ex:st around the abscess no
TtLer exieig
‘e Taweeds can imay 1nnrp an,
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- on vendor
By ROBERT SCHWANEBERG
A state ethics panel vesterday

charged two high-ranking officials of
the state Corrections Department with

" improperly accepting a flight to Florida

from a company that supplies the state
with Lhe “electronic bracelets™ used to
monilor prisoners under house arrest..
** The Executive . Commission on
Ethical Standaﬁ g;o:.;d 5-0 to file the
charges even e state 'h'mr{ :
Department bad examined the same al-
legations last June and concluded that
they were without merit. The Treasury
Department found the trip—to inspect

- the factory where the electronic devices

are made—had been approved by Cor-
rections De eft lawyers. 7

- Rita §
ethics commission, said the

-

charges

were filed against Assistant Corrections .

Comsnissioper Terri Howard, who is in -
charge of policy development and plan--
uing, and Senior Parole Officer Mario -
Paparozzi, who heads the state’s elee. -
tronic moniloring-home confinement
rogram. Paparozzi is a Union County
reeholder.

Both are charged with violating a
provision of the state’s conflict-of-inter-
est law that bars state emplovees from
accepting any “gift” or “{avor” under
cxreumsly”;ancs u::s couidmbe ;‘oru-
sonably” interpreted as an effori to in-
g:teim howr they perform beir official

e .

. They were aiso charged with vio- .
lating a secﬁoo.bamnf any activities
that might “reasonably” create the
“impression or suspicion” that they had
violated their “trust” as state employ-
ees.

Strmensky "said the two officials
are charged with accepting a round-irip
flight [rom New Jersey to Florida on a
“private airerafi” arranged by Comput-
erized Surveillance Systems (CSS) Inc.
of South Orange. The company was the
suceessful bidder last year on a $500,
000 contract to supply the state with the
o probatiobes.andparaiess. dnder
i .and parolees under
home confinemeat.

.. The charges could be sent to an ad-
ministrative law judge for a fact-find-
ing hearing, Strmensky said.

She said there was “no allegation
concerning the legitimacy of the trip,”
which look place over Dec. 10 and 11,
1980. But she noted that under a 1988
executive order signed by Gov. Thomas
Kean, state vendors are barred {rom of-
fering “things of value” lo state em-
ployees.

“The executive branch is very coa-
cerned with the appearances that can
be creaied” when vendors give gifts or
do favors for slate employees,
Strmensky said.

y, the director of the. ~

s gift flight

*CSS officials could not be con-
tacted yesterday, but ast June the com-
pany’s president, Al Miller, dismissed
the cha'l:ges by a rival bidder as “sour

. Jim Stabile, spokesman [of the -

Corrections Department, said the visit

-~ was “‘a business trip to the manufactur-
. ing plant of the electronic equipment.” .
*. .The (rip was unsuccessfully chal- -

lenged last year by BI Inc. of Boulder,
Colo., a rival supplier of electronic

.

'y

R T )
0

| KR
)
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. v,

monitoring equipment. S

=i~ More recently, the home detention
program has come under intense scru-

tiny because of reveiations that a detai- ...

nee routinely removed his electronic

Ve S mpemil, o me
Tt DO - o= N

-
- \

* “The executive branch
. Is very concerned with
' the - appearances " that
can be created’ when -
- 'vendors give gifts or
. do favors for state em-
ployees. .
- Rita Strmensky,
Ethics director

out being detected. The scheme came to
light when 21-year-old Tony Palmer of
Paterson, who was under house arrest
on a drug charge, was arrested for fa-
tally shooting 19-year-cld Vernen
Mayar. Palmer told police that he used
a pair of pliers to remove the rivets
{rom the anklet. The device was mas-
ufactored by Florida-based Digital
Products Corp. : -

el

.
]

.-

ankle bracelet and left bis home with-

A state Senate committee has

scheduled a hearing for next week on
whetber the tampering went undetected
dll‘x:d:.a human error or a technica
g : : )

Last June, Lana Sims, director of
the Division of Purchase and Property
in the Treasury Department, rejected
the contention that CSS°
and 1;? i to Florida was lah;'qnehs;
ionable” practice requiring that t
contract be put aside. .

In upholding the contract with

s {lying Howard -.

CSS, Sims wrote that the Correclions

Department “has advised me that prior
to making the trip, it sought and re-
ceived clearance for same {rom coun-
sel. I find therefore no basis ta conclude
any improprieties existed.”

vy eNgcer e
. 1‘~\'_‘|_f‘ U

e 0
"l,..t.lkvl\so_

56X

Source:
The Star Ledcer,
4-17-92, p. 7.




APPENDIX B

Program Statstcs

S



DEPARTMENT OF CCRRECTIONS
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Gary J. Hilzen
Assistant Commissioner
Division of Adult Instizutions

FROM: Terzi Howard ’/T/’——T
Assistant Commissioner o
Divisicon £ Ddolizy & Planris

DATE: April 14, 1992

SUBJECT: Electsonic Meonisoring

3

The Department of Corrections' Electronic
Monitoring/Home Confinement Program was begun in
September, 1989. The program began with two
adminisctrators responding directly to all incidencs
from personal pagers. The activizy level required the
iring of =wo parole officers to assist the program
administrators in meonitoring the pagers after hours an
on weekends. These officers were located in zhe 3ureau
of Parole's Zast Crange District Cffice. As the
crogram expanded a base staticn was developed in the
Stokes Building in the Department of Corrections'
central office. A decision was made to hire Senior
Parole Officers to man the base station on a 24 hour, 7
day a week basis. The base station was put in
operation in the fall of 1990. By March of 1991, Sase
station staff numbered six officers who responded to
violations through the visual monitoring of an on line
printer. They would then page caseload carrying field
officers to respond to any incidents, i.e., curfew
violations, tampers, etc. In August ¢f 1991, the
expansicn of the program necessitated a move of the
.Base Station to larger quarters in the Edge 3Building
also on the Department of Corrections' Central Office
grounds. The program had grown from an initial group
of 30 to 30 parolees and inmates in 1989 to a count of
250 in January of 1990, 500 by July of 1991 to 600 by
January of 1992, and to a total of 680 this dace.

In September of 1991, after the move to the Edge
Building there was an upgrade in monitoring equipment
where an incident report softwear package was
installed. Base Station staff expanded to 7 officers
in the Fall of 1991, 11 Senior Parcle Officers in
December of 1991 t2 a current staff of 16 Senior Parocle
Officers. Field staff concurrently increased with the
growth of the caseload from an orginal 13 officers

Pra




- available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week =0 a curren
scaff of 36 field offizers statewide respending =2
program vioclations and/or inmacte's needs.
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ELECTRONIC MONITORING/HOME CONFINEMENT PROGRAM
POPULATION AND CHARACTERISTICS

Divisien of Policy and Planning
Bureau of Parole

April 10, 1992



ELECTRONIC MONITCRING/HOME CONFINEMENT PROGRAM
POPULATION AND CHARACTERISTICS

INTRODUCTION

The New Jersey Department of Corrections, Divison of Policy and
Planning, Buresau of Parole, in conjunction wvith the Division cof
Adult Institutions, initiated an Electronic Monitoring/Home
Confinement Program (EM/HCP) in September of 1989. Through this
program, selected inmates are releasad from a correctional
institution to their home and are supervised by trained parscle
officers using a state-of-the-art electronic surveillance systen.
Upon completion of the custodial portion of <their sentence,
offenders are transfarred to regular parole supervision.

The EM/HCP is designed as an intensive reintegration prograa.
The goal of this program is to have the selected offenders

employed and receiving mandated services (mental health, drug:

counselling, etc. ) prior to transfar to regular parole
supervision. ‘

Besides the delivery of mandated services, the EM/HC program
provides a process or structure to assist in reducing program
failures and to increase public safety. Program failure or
recidivism® usually occurs wvithin six months of release. This
program addresses the issue of recidivism by providing an
intensive bridge from custody to community that 1s vital during
this difficult tinme.

EM/HCP SCREENING, PLACEMENT AND MONITORING

Prior to release to EM/HCP, minimum custody inmates ars evaluated
carafully by the Division of Adult Institutions, Home Confinsment
Liaison for intensive supervison community placsment. Criteria
includes completion of a psychological avaluation and
satigfactory institutional adjustment. Inmates are ineligible to
participatas if they have been convicted of murder, rape, arsen,
kidnapping or ralated offenses. After preliminary selectien,
those inmates are referred to the intensive parole program for a
thorough site investigation in which the inmata's home, family,
and coamunity are evaluated for their potential to foster a
positive readjustment. Upon completion of these processes,
zgggtos are released to the care of an EM/HCP Senior Parole
Officer.

The Senior Parole Officers responsible for the supervision of
these inmates are trained in intensive intarvention methods ¢to
effect the offender's successful release from custodial cara.
The use of an electronic monitoring device provides a 24 hour
survaillance mechanisa, onsu:ing compliance with all program
conditions, inecluding curfew monitoring. The 24 hour supervision

is performed by Senior Parcle Officers at an around-the=-clock

(W]}
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base station located on central office grounds at Doc
headquartars in Trenton, New Jersey. The use of Senior Parole
Officers for this service addresses the difficult adjustasnt
period and the nead for intansive support systams and crisis
intarvention that Rmaximizes the offender's successful release
from custody. .

The goal of EM/HCP is reintegration with accountability. This
includes a focus on fines and restitution collection in addition
to employment. To date, this program has been effective wvith an
overall aemployment rate of 353 and the remaining 45% actively
seeking employment or involved with community and/or vocational
programs. Some districts have had as much as 86% of their EM/HCP
caselcad employed at one time.

By January, 1992, under the direction of Assistant Commissioner
Hovard, the program wvas expanded from 50 offenders to an avarage
of 560 offenders. The EM/HCP? is beginning a longitudinal

. resesarch project to assess the effectiveness of this pregram and

its impact on recidivisa. This is a preliminary report which
sumEmarizes the <£irst 28 aonths of experisnce with the EM/HC
prograsm.

ADMISSTONS TO THE PROGRAM

Since the inception of the program in September 1989,
approxizmately 2260 state offenders have baen released from prison
and county jails to the EM/HC progranm. Qf that  total,
approximatsly 2115 were inmates and 145 were state parolees who
had violated the conditions of their regular parole supervision
progras. All 2115 state inmates wera physically incarcerated in
a state or county facility at the time of their admission to the
EM/HC progranm. All state parolees were either physically
incarcerated in a state or couwnty institution or vere about to be
apprehended for return to a stats correctional institutioen. A
major goal of ¢his program has been ¢to provide alternate
placement for state prisen inmates vho would othervise have
occupied scarce prison beds.

RELEASE QUTCOME

Of the 2215 inmates released from state prison, approximately 15%
or 328 vwere returned for program violations, disciplinary
infractions or for administrative reasons. There have been only
forty instances of nev crimes reported. These include 24 arrests
for drug offenses, 10 for persons offensas (including 1 homicide)
and &6 for property offenses. This represents less than two
percent of the total inmatas who have been assigned ¢to the

progras.

SURRENT PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS

on January 1, 1992, there vers 544 state inmates and 16 state
parolees wvhe vere being supervised in their homes under the EM/HC

prograsa. An analysis of selected characteristics of this group
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vas made and compared to the Departaent's general prisen : 4
population. These data are summarized below:

Base Offense

Appendix A displays the percentage of offenders in both :
E¥/HC and the general population by base offense at the time )

of commitment. These data shov substantial differences

between the EM/HC group and the general inmate population. )

The EM/HC group has a much lower incidence of inmates with y
offenses against persons (18% vs. 47%) and a much higher

incidence of inmates wvith drug offenses than the general

population (68% vs. 36%).

Race/Ethnicit

Appendix B displays the percentage of offenders in the EM/HC

program and the general prisen population by racse/ethnicity.

The data indicates that race/ethnicity characteristics are : -
reughly comparable for inmates on EM/HC and inmates in the

general population.

County of Commitment

Appendix C displays offenders in the EM/HC program by county
of commitment. In addition, a comparison of the percentage
of EM/HC residents by county is made with the percantage of
inmates by county within the general population. :

Employment

Fifty-five percent of the 560 program participants are
gainfully employed. The remaining 45% are actively seeking
enploynent or participating in vocational or community
prograas.

Earnings

EM/HCP participants earned approximately $1.6 aillion in :
wvagas during calendar 1991 and paid approximately $275,000
in State and Federal income taxes. During the first quarter
of calendar 1992, EM/HCP participants earned $466,000 in
vages. Projecting this figqure for a full year would vyield
approximately $1.9 aillion in earnings. Based on projected
earnings and vith state and federal taxes estimated at 17%
of wvages, EM/HCP participants will pay approximately
$317,000 in taxes during calendar 199%2.

Per capita Costs

- The average cost to supervise and monitor an EM/HC
pezticipant is $12.80 per day or approximataly $4700 on an
annual is. This represents about cone f£ifth or 20% of the
per capita cost to house an inmate in a secure institution

vithin the Depazrtaent.




Future Plans

As of April 1, 1992, the EM/HC program had a total count .of
680, an increase of 120 or 21} since January 1, 1992.
Present plans call for continual and gradual increase of the

EM/HC Program consistent with public safety concernms and DOC
appropriations.
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APPENDIX B
RACE/ETHNICITY (AS OF JANUARY 1, 1992)

WHITE
10%

BLACK |
86%

HISPANIC
16%

ADULT RESIDENTS
(N=21,818)

WHITE
24%

M onnen
2%

HISPANIC
13%

B1.ACK
(13}

ELEGTRONIG MONI TORING
(N-560)

i
(X3



NJ OEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

APPENDIX C

ELECTRONIC MONITORING/HOME CONFINEMENT PROGRAM

8Y COUNTY OF COMMITMENT
s % OF | ~ % OF TOTAL
IN PGM TOTAL DOC POPULATION
i
an 16.3% } 2%
71 127% i 8.1%
-] 10.0% i 8.8%
54 9.6% 9.0%
S0 8.9% 10.1%
«© 7.1% 6.3%
8 6.3% 5.0%
-] 52% 7.0%
-] 5.0% 49%
21 8% 12%
14 25% am™
12 21% 15%
1 20% 038%
10 1.8% 1.0%
10 1.8% 2%
9 1.6% 0%
7 1.3% 1.8%
5 0.9% 0.6%
3 0.5% 20%
2 0.4% 05%
2 0.4% 0.3%
880 100.0% 100.0%
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APPENDIX C

Inter-Office Communications Relating to EMHC Program
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Appendix C

Chronological Listing of Inter-Office Communicatons

Relatng to the EMHC Program
IDATE TYPE [FROM TO SUBJECT
5/18/90 Policy {Hilton Instmional Administrators | Time eligibility for |
community release
/13/90 Policy {Paparozz Hilton/Howard HCP table of
| 7 ization |
/13/90 iAdmin _{Paparozz Distribution ISSP/HCP staffing |
/14/90 Pohcz  Paparozzi {Naik Radio
/14/90 Policy |Paparozzi Parole Staff HCP - statistics
form
F/14/90 Policy |{Paparozzi Bruschini Nkwocha, Wilson, {HCP - statistics
Voil form
B7/50 Policy {Paparozz Parole Staff Urine monitoring |
/31/90 Poli i Parole Staff Faxing Statistics
1/90 Poli i Parole Saff Urine coilection
18/90 Poli Paparozzi Shobha Naik Inmate counts
/20/90 Policy |Paparozzi Parole Staff Urine report form
10/9/50 Policy |Bruschini Hilton & Howard Draft of exclusion
criteria

10/9/90

Parole from EMHC

] xsspracp Saff
/50 |Policy_|Paparoz —|ISSP/HCD Suft

€?x
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' Appendix C

Chronological Listing of Inter-Office Communicatons

Relating t6 the EMHC Program - Continued

ATE TYPE [FROM TO SUBJECT
12/27/90 Policy {Paparozzi ISSP/HCP Night Shift Probiem eguipment
12/27/90 Admin_{Paparozzi iNaik, Mcintosh Equipment tracking
1/9/91 Admin |Paparozzi Parole Board Chairman Exclusion of sex

offenders from
_ {EMHC
1/10/91 Policy [Paparozz ISSP/HCP Staff Parole release
hearings
1/1091 Policy |Paparozzi Parole Staff ing officers
1/1091 Policy |Paparozzi ISSP/HCP Staff District pager
1/10/91 Policy |Paparozz Parole Staff Providing phone
) numbers (o0 offenders
11/10/91 _|Admin Steider Form dev. ent |
1/18/91 Policy |{Paparozzi IISSP/HCP Staff Wristiet tampers,
‘ requirement to re-set
. monthly
1/28/91 Poli ISSP/HCP Staff i t trackin
1/28/91 Poli Naik i £ remams

191 Admin |Wez PARS

1191 Admin Were ,!PARS

1191 Poli ISSP/HCP Staff Equipment remurns _ |

0/91 Admin {Durkin Paparozzi Progress reports for
_|parole hearings
Admin Paparozzi

/1591 Policy |Howsrd

2991 Policy |Adams

Q1 {Policy jAdams

0/91 Policy |Paperoen

720X



Appendix C
Chronological Listing of Inter-Office Communications
Relating to the EMHC Program - Continued

[FROM TO SUBJECT |
ISSP/EM/IPDP Staff Site investigauons |
IS i

Agrecment forms

Reassignment |
Hilton - {Reassignment of

Adams
Adams
Adams i ‘
Admin {Howard isi
— equipment request_ |
10/891 Policy {Adams Base Station Staff Incident reports
{10991 ]Pog  Adams Electronic Monitoring Staff _|Curfew changes
12/9/91 Admin |DTlio Kraug lSe::mn:r Edge
ll?.ll 191 Admin {Adams l&s Station Staff Secwity: Edge
Adams Base Sation Staff : problem |

ﬂmsm {Policy

1/16/92 Admin

S

+III7E i@ .Am
1/21/92 Policy |Hilton
72 Policy |Howard
12492 | Adams
v -
2 Admm |Gervasio
13 Admin jAdamns
/31/92 i Howard
Admin |Adams

?:x




SUBJECT:

Attached is the new crganizaticnal chars for the Hime
Cenéinement Fregram., Under this new strussturze, 3:iil
3ruschini and Caye Nkwocha will e dernailad ts the EHSE

and will regort to me.

B8ill Sruschini will continue to be the s=rimary ==
resource for all 1ac.ers relating o inmstituzicn:
pcchy and grocedur 1§ policies and przcedures
to te vcd‘f;e /c.a"ged in order to iT:::VE szerazi
they will Se presented by me to Assistancz iSss:
Heward and H#ilzon. No policy change will o

prior authorizaction is

Responsipility for all

received.

asgects of program cserations

rests with me. The authority to carry cut =asks
relaced to the program may be delegated by me =0 the
staff assigned to the Home Confinement 2rcgram.

17 ordar to improve program efficiency and effec-
tiveness, Massrs. Sruschini and Nikwecha w~will Ze

phvsically relocated to the area ad*acnﬂ- w3 =y cfiic
Efforts will continue to secure adeguate sifize szaca

for staff of the #Home Cenfinement rrcg:am.

tlease let me snew if

¥YOUu asprove cf the conients ¢

this I0C as well as ."e attached Tadle cf Crzanizactizcrn.

7hank ycu.

sal

e: File (:ss2/c? - Poliey)”
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTICNS
INTER-QFFICE CCMMUNICATION

TO: ?arqle Staff
Paul A ?c-/.-w/
FROM: Mario A, Papardfzi .
A o]
DATE: Cctober 15, 1990

SUBJECT: YNeeds Assessment

There may be some confusion as to when a needs assessment
should be conmpleted. Yeeds assessments should Se completed
for all cases assigned to the ISSP/HCP caseload. The
assessment should be completed during the firstc seven days of
supervision,

Cases already under supervisisn shzuld e 2ssessad
the next thirty days. Completed needs assessment raper
be submitted to C.P.B. monthly.

clm

¢: Fred B. Holley
Domenick Sparino
Willian Hamp
Modesto Fiune
Cynthia Sinmmons
file (ISSP/HCP - Policy)

7ex



NEEDS ASSESSMENT

MONTHCE: September iv¥)
JISTRICT ~ . g
OFFICE QFFICER | MINIMUM | MEDIUM | MANXMUM | TOT. |
1 ROSNER ‘ 0 0 9y Q
1 ! SIESHOLTZ 0] 0 0 04
2 i DORLAND 1 0 o1 1
3 BUTLER 7 2 3] 3!
3 LHIGGINS 1 2 ) 3
4 FEDORS 3 7 2 3
4 'KRAEMER 0 0 0 91
S FERRARA 0 0 0 0l
5 LINDSAY 0 9 0 3
6 NLETT Q 1! ] 1
6 SWAVYSER 0 ] [} 0!
7 BOLANOS KX 0 14 2 16 |
8 IGARRIS 0 Q i4 4
3 MCINTYRE 0 0] 0 ]
10 WATRINSON 8 19 3 27
10 ICONLON 0 0 5 3
11 CHITREN 0 1 0 i
11 |INOVAK 21 2 2 S |
12 CAREY 0 1 1 2]
12 CICCONE 0 0 0 0]
13 (DOERING 0 0 0 Q|
13 MASON 0 0 0 0| |
TOTAL 42 58 ! 131

Note: Zero total rellects that the iaformation bas sot been received.

Date: 10/10/90
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T3:

FrOM:

sLeJEd

OATE:

(S 1]
(R 7]

All Adaiaistrataers
Agult, Youlh Facilities

tant Cseaissianer

Gary J. Hilton, &
: 1tutions

Jivision of Adu

Novenber 14, 1990

A candidate for participation in the Hoae Confineseat
Prograa will be eligible to de considered for the
prograe shen they are within six (&) aonths af:

A. 1. an astadblished parale date;

2. an actual parole eligihility date estadlisnad by
the State Parole Baars;

3. an expiration of eazisus sentance or

4. an aaticipated parole diate, as estadlisned By the
State Parale 3Joard, for inaitas serving
indatarainate sentences.

S. has,a recosaended Parole date set by NJSPD dut isg
awailting writtan notification,

8. 1. Be eligidle to be classified for full siniaus
status By the classificatiaa comaittse.

2. State sentenced ineates housed in county jails
under coatract population or housad in dack up
population in the county jail, amaiting traasfer
iato the state systes, sust be eligidle for
siniaus custody status as defined by NJAC {0A:9-d,
shen being considered for the Heae Confinesent
Prograa by Counly Assistance Unit Classification
Casaittee.

C. 1. Have an apprapriats psychalogical esvaluatien not
eare than siz (4) sonths old addreasing the
insates suitability for placssent in Cosaunity
Relsase prograes.
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRRECTICONS ;
TNTER-OFFICE COMMUNTICATION ‘o
0: william 2zuschini

Ken Steider
cnyweuchi Nkowcha
Rick Durkin

FROM: Mario Paparozzi
DATE: Cecemter 6, 1990
SUBJECT: ISSF/HC? - Inmates in Ccounzy Taciliszias

If you identify an inmate in a counzy facility who is
eligible for our program except for the fact that there is a
municipal detainer lodged against the offender, please
obtain the municipality from which the detainer was lcdged
as well as the reason for the detainer and provide this
information to me ASAP. It may be possible for us to make
arrangements to release an offender to our program even if
there are municipal detainers on file.

clm

c: Terri Howard//
Gary Hilton
file (ISSP/HCP)

e = o e e———— Emseme - e ca——
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SEPARTYENT OF CORRFCTIONS
{(NTIR=-CFFITE COMMINTICATIAN

" 1352 HZZ? Night sSnif- Nt
\\ "LUVVN’
FRAOM: Mariy A, Pagarszzi) Q
Jugervising Farsle 0Officar
AT Tecemter &, 1390
SIBIBST: Wriszlac Timzners

~renever trher? is a wristlec =amper L= is necessarv 22
reset the verifier. <Therafore, rhe sugparvising offizar
siould ke cailad z2nd diracted to ra2-san the unis <
rrhe ramger <ccturs after 9:00 pm and tefsore 2:317 am, =h2
nizht shift afficar may, Uf che assessment indizizas,
wairt uneil 8:00 am to <satase the suservising offizar,

sal

Lecnard F. “racs
Shobhs Naik 3
File (1382/HC2)."
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CF CCRRECTICNS
COMMNICATION

1c: ISS)\”C? S:gff
- i,
TROM: Var: sarozzl
NATE: January 18, 1331

SUBJECT: wristlet Tamzars

Tha nurmter of wristl
reduced L1f the procedure

1) Use four rivets to connect T:inds.

2) When removing a band and then r
use different holes, if necessa
band.,

3) Reset transmitters after a receiver is
nregrammed nct before.’

4) Carry your resat generazor with vyeu. At l2ast
menthly, soorer if a unit has bteen changad,
reset the transmitter Jjust %2 Take sure 1t is

not ia the tamger mode.

clm

c: Terri Heward
Lenny Kraus
file (ISSP/HCP)
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTICNS
INTER-OFFICE CCMMUNICATICN

T0: Base: T&;@ DATE: May 17, 1331

FROM: H@jjl A. Paparozzi FHONE: (609)292-1437
SUBJECT: Programming Random Calls

Several issues came up at last Thurscday's meeting. This ITC.
should serve to reaffirm our policies relative to the issu2s
discussed.

1. The computer shall be programmed to generate a telephone call
to the offender within thirty minutas of the end of a
scheduled curfew.

2. At least one computer generated phone call shall be made t2
the home of all offenders between the hours of 8§ p.m. and
midnight, unlass the offencer is scheduled to be out during
this time. More computer generatad calls should be schegule
if deemed appropriate by the Base Station Officer.

3. shoba shall provide a waekly review of the te1301 ‘cad ta
Kavin Bowler. This report shall be proviced to Kevin every
Friday by 3 p.m.

T. Howard
L. Kraus

§. Adams ~
K. Fowler

file (ISSP/HCP)
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T0: William ¥, Fauver
Cemmissicners
FRCM: Tarri Zoward

Assistant Coemmissioner

Sivision of 2aolicy & 2lanniyg
DATE: September 30, 1391

SUBJECT: <S.ectrsnic Monitoring

AS You Kncw we are beginning to promote garole officers
~o seniors to £ill the expanded electronic meonitaring
program. 7The plan for exgansion is as follcws:

1) we will promote 17 field officers to assuve
caseloads. This will bring the total count
of officers inecluding the IPDP officers to
41. Therefore, we can handle approximately
10,125 inmates and parclees.

Assignment of officers will be as f3ilows:

DO #l (Bergen, Morris & S. Passaic):
2 existing parole officers
2 new EM Officers

CO #2 (Essex)
2 existing parole officers
1 new EM Officer

O #3 (Monmouth)
2 existing parole cofficers
1 new EM Officer

DO #4 (Hudson)
2 existing parole officers
1 new EM Officer

DO &S5 (Union)
2 existing parole officers
1 new EM QOfficer

DO #6 (Burlington, Hunterdom & Mercer)
2 existing parole officers
1 new EM Officer

g5
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(R cuned owm
- L A B S
J existing zarccle zificers
2 new IM Qfficers

20 #8 (Atlantic & Cc
2 existing paco
l new EM Cffice

DO %9 (Zssex)
2 existing parsle cfficers

00 4.0 (Cape May, CQurmterland, Zlcucester, & Salam}
J existing parcle cfficers

DO 411 (Middlesex & Scmerset)
2 existing parole officers
1 new EM Officer

DO #12 (Passaic, Sussex, & Warren)
2 existing parole ocfficers
1 new EM Officer

DO %13 (Essex)
2 existing parcle cfiicers
4 new EM Officers

2) We will promote eight officers =o be assigned =ase
station responsibilities. This allews the base
station to assign at least two officers per shife.

3) The EM program was approved for the purchase and
rental of 21 cars. I'd like permission to order
20 of these immediately.

17 will be assigned to field officers
- 3 will be assigned to regiocnal ADPSs.

4) The program was approved for the purchase of czam-
munications devices. The officers need portable
phones. I'd like permission to purchase the most
cost-effective portable phone available.

S) The other immediate purchases I'd like to make
are:

33 flashlights
33 handcuffs

Please advise as to whether I am able to purchase th
resources I need to expand the program.

sal

?«c-x_.



SETPARTMENT

A .
INTZR-CFTICE COMMUNICATION

T0: B8ase Station Staff
TICM: Steven D. Adams '
DATE: January 15, 1992

SU3JEICT: Zquipment 2roblem Repor:s

As discussed in the Sase Station Staff Meeting of
1-14-92 this is to confirm the procedure for the above
report. The equipment problem report identifying cases
vith "no A.C. power”, "no R.F." and recent “tampers” is
to be run every four hours and the identified problems
to be addressed immediately.

This report is to be run at 12 midnight, 4 a.m., 8

a.m., 12 noon, 4 p.m., and 8 p.m. daily. Please
inplement this procedure immediately.

clm

¢: Leonard Kraus
file v

| SO'Y
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APPENDIX D

Notice of Equipment Acquisidon & Bid Response
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CRDERING PERIOD:

F.Q0.3. POINT:
DELIVERY

CASH DISCOUNT TERMS:

PERFORMANCE 30ND:

RETAINAGE:
COOPERATIVE PROC:

B8ID REFERENCE NO:

CONTRACT BEGINNING ORDERING PERIOD IS: Q06/15/91

CONTRAC? ENDING CRBERING PERICD DATE IS: 06/1%/92
DESTINATION

DELIVERY WILL 3E MADE WITHIN 007 DAYS ARO UNLISS
SPECIPIZD OIFFERENTLY ON EACH LINT CR UNLESS AN ALTERNATE
DELIVERY SCHEDULZ IS INDICATED. AN ALTERNATS 2JELIVERY
SCHEDULE (S EZNCLOSED HEREIN: NO

CASH DISCOUNT TERMS ARE 00.0% CAYS.

PERFORMANCE 30OND REQUIRED: NO ; DATE REQUIRED CO/C0/2C
AMOQUNT SO ; PERCENT CF CONTRACT 0.00%
RETAINAGE PERCENT IS 0.00% -

THIS CONTRACT S AVAILASLE POR POLITICAL SUBDIVISION USZ UNDER
THE COOPERATIVE PROCURMENT PROGRAM: YE3

YOUR BID REFEIRENCET NUMBER IS: 5191

YOU WERE AWARDED 1 LINES FROM THE SOLICITATION NUMBER 24714
THESE LINES ARE INCLUDED AS A PART OF THIS CONTRACT.

AWARDED LINES:

ALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS AS A ?2ART CF SOLICITATION NUMBER 24714 INCLUTING ANY ASCEINTA
THEREZO AND ALSO INCLUDING THE 3IDDER'S PROPOSAL AS ACTIPTID 3Y THE STATTI ARS
INCLUDED HEREIN BY REFERENCE AND MADE PART HEREQF EXCIPT AS SPECIFIZD HIZREIN

THIS IS NOTICE CF ACCEPTANCE 3Y THE DIRECTOR OF THE DIVISION OF PURCHAST AND
PROPERTY ACTING FOR AND ON 3EZHALF OF THE STATZ OF NEW JERSEY, OF THE QFFER
REFERENCED ABOVE BY YOUR FIRM WHOSE NAME AND ADORESS APPEAR ABOVE.

*** ORIGINAL SIGNED **+

IR 714 4 BATE

OIVISION GF PURCMASE AND PROPERTY

USING AGEMCIES CANNOT PROCESS INVOICES FOR PAYMENT OF DELIVERED
GOODS AND/OR SERVICES UNTI!L THE PROPERLY EXECUTED BOND HAS BEEN
RECEIVED AND ACCEPTED BY THE PURCHASE BUREAU.

NOTICE OF AWARD COPY

P AL
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SPETIFICATIONS TEAM CONTRACT - AOVEATISED 310 ARCPCSAL

e 134 | EEE RPN
3,324332 3 5323£3° I38% 243 4 28 3 Sled 2 e
w33 p5 2
P ]
Ne 296828-3238 [ $-11 £} SSMOUTIALIIT SLAVELLLaNGE

SPECIFICATIONS
FOR
SLECTRCNIC SURVZILLANCE EQUIPMENT
(T=-9320)

PURPCSE OF 31D

TYT STATE QF NEW JERSZY IS SCLICITING PRCPCSALS FCOR A TERM CONTRACT T2
PRCCURE THE LEASING AND OQUTRIGHT PURCHASE OF SLEZCTRONIC MONITORING
SERVICES FOR HOME DETENTION PROJCECTS IN THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY. 7T
1S ESTIMATED THAT THE STATE OF NEW JSRSEY WILL MONITOR THREEZ KUNDRED
AND FIFTY INDIVIDUALS FOR THE CONTRACT PERIOD. CSS understands, agrees
and will confora.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION QOF SYSTEM OPERATION

AN ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCZ STSTEM TOR MONITORING INMATES AND PAROLZZS,
AS DESCRI3ED ABOVE, IS TO USZ INTIGRATED CCTMPONENTS CONNECTED TO A
CEINTRAL DATA BASE WHICH WILL TEST TOR THE PRESENCZ QR ABSENCE OF AN
INDIVIDUAL, RECORD AND REPORT VIOQLATICNS, INITIATE ALARMS, MAKE RANTCM
TELZPHONE CALLS AND MONITOR SY7STEM PERFCRMANCE. CSS understands, agress
ane will conforn.

NCTE TO PROSPECTIVE 3IODERS

IN ORDER TO RECEIVE CONSIDERATION FOR A SUBMITTSD PROPOSAL, RESPCNSES
SHOULD INCLUDE AN EXPLANATION FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL AREA OF REQUESTED
INFORMATION. Please see attached "RESPONSE TO SPECIFICATIONS" for those
items requiring an explanaction.

SPECIFICATIONS

THE SYSTEM DESIRED IS A COMBINATION OF A CONTINUOQUSLY SIGNALING (CS)
RADIO FREQUENCY (RF) AND A RANDOM TELEPHONE CALLING WITH VERIFICATICN
COMPONENT (PASSIVE SYSTEM) WHICH WILL HAVE THE ABILITY T9 DETECT Tuf
SRESENCE/ABSENCEZ OF THE PARTICIPANT [N THE CONFINEMENT AREA AT LZaAST
ONCE EVERY FIVE MINUTES. THE QETECTION SHALL 3E THROUGH AN EMITTED RT
SIGNAL. THE RPF SIGNAL EMITTED FROM THE PARTICIPANT'S ATTACHED
TAMPER-RESISTANT TRANSMITTER CONFINEMENT AREA. THE RECEIVER IS
CONNECTED TO THE CENTRAL CCMPUTER QVER STANDARD PHONE LINES. THE
PASSIVE RANDOM CALLING FEATURE FUNCTIONS OVER STANDARD PHONE LINES AND
PROVIDES POSITIVE VERIFICATION THAT THE TRANSMITTER [S WITHIN THE
CONFINEMENT AREA. CSS fully complies with these requirements.

A. DESIRABLE FEATURES OF THE THREE MAIN COMPONENTS
(TRANSMITTER, RECEIVER, CENTRAL COMPUTER) INCLUDE:

TRANSMITTER

= THE UNIT MUST BE CAPA3LE OF SSCURE ATTACHMENT TO THE OFFINDER’'S
WRIST OR ANKLE. THE 3AND WHICH ATTACHES THE TRANSMITTER SHALL
BE TAMPER-PROOF. CSZ complies, the transmitter remits a tamper-aler
tadio signral to the receiver if the band is cut.

29x
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- THE ONIT SHALLZ 3E SHOCX RESISTANT AND WATIRPRCCF. (S35 comriies.

- THE UNIT SHALL 3E SMALL EINQUGH 70O WZIAR UNDER A SWIATIR [F wia
ON THE WRIST AND UNDER NORMAL SLACKS 7 WORN CN THE ANKLE, SS Ismp.le

- THE UNIT SHALL 32 CAPA3LZI CF FTUNCTICINING PAS3:Iv/zL? N
CONJUNCTION WITH THE RICIIVING UNIT AND CENTRAL CTMpuTER ZH
ORDER TO PROVIDE CONFIRMATION O’ THZ PRESENCI TR A3SEINCET Cf
WEARER. CS3 fully complies, confirma:ica is immediate, au:
positive with no margin of error.

- THE TRANSMITTER AND RECZIVIR WILL TRANSMIT A RADIOQ SIGNAL WH:CH
IS UNIQUE TO THE WEARER., CS3 fully complies.

= THE TRANSMITTER AND RECEIVER SHALL 35 UNIQUEL?Y EZNCCDED FCR THEZ
QFFENDER WEARING THE TRANSMITTER. CS3 »:mplzes

re T
DESIGNED TO LAST AT LZAST ONE YEAR 3EFORE REPLACIMENT .
CSS complies. —
- THE SIGNAL RANGE TOR THE TRANSMITTER wWill 3 ] v :
FEET. CSS complies.

[z:?ﬂi TRANSMITTER SATTERY MUST 8Z OF THE REPLACZA3

L]
w
(4]
A
-
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~ THE TRANSMITTER SHALL SEND AN RF SIGNAL AT LEAS‘ ONCZ E/iRY
MINUTE. CSS complies, R F Signal is sent every 335 seccnds.

0
l

.= THE DEVICE USED TO VERIFY THE PASSIVE TRANSMITTER SHALL OPERATE
OVER STANDARD TELEPHONE CINES (MOOULAR JACK TYPE). CSS complies.

- THE DEVICE USED TO VERIFY THE TRANSMITTER SHALL BE UNIQUELY
ENCODED SO AS TO ENABLE POSITIVE CONFIRMATICN OF THE PRESEINCE CF
THE TRANSMITTER. CSS fully complies

RECEIVER

- THE RECEIVER SHALL 8E OF THE TYPE WHICH CAN 3E INSTALLZD 70
STANDARD MODULAR TELEPHONE JACKS (RJL1-C). C3S complies.

= THE RECEIVER SHALL BE CAPABLE OF COMMUNICATING CNLY WITH A
UNIQUE TRANSMITTER WORN 3Y THE OFFENDER. CSS complies.

= THE RECEIVER SHALL BE CAPABLE OF OETECTING ATTEMPTS TO DUPLICATE
THE TRANSMITTER SIGNAL OF THE WEARER. ATTEMPTS AT OUPLICATION
OF THE SIGNAL WILL BE DETECTED AND REPORTED TO A CENTRAL
COMPUTER. CSS fully complies, any attempts will be reported
immediately.

- THE RECEIVER SHALL BE POWEZRED BY 110 VOLT A.C. POWER. THERE
SHALL BE AN INTERNAL SATTERY (N THE RECEIVER WHICH WILL TAKE
OVER IN THE EVENT OF [NTERRUPTION OF A.C. PQWER, THE BACK-UP
INTERNAL BATTERY SHALL B8E ABLE TO PROVIDE POWER TO THE RECEIVER

Gox
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SPECIFICATICNS:

- ADVEATISED 310 29CPTSAL
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FCR AT LZAST 16 HOURS N THI ZVINT COF A PCWER FAILURZ., T=Z

ELECTRICAL WIRS CONNEZCTING THE RSCEZIVER TO A.C., PCWER S=All 32
UL APPROVED, AT LZEAST 12 FEST LONG, HAVEZ A TA3LZ TCP (AS CI99CS:=C

TO A PLUG ATTACHED) TRANSTFORMER, AND 3% QOF THI TWO PRCNG T73E
(NON-2PQLARIZED). CSS compiies.

o
aMewn

~yE

CAN
A.C.

RTCSIVER SHALL INCLUDEZ AN INTERNAL CLCCY AND MIMCRY
S“ S AND TIME STAMP QATA N THZ ITVINT CF INTEIRRUFTICN
PCWER. (CS3 complies.

THE RECZIVER SHALL 3E OF THE TYPE WHICH CAN SZIIZT A PHCNE
<HEN NOT IN USE. IT (THE RTCZIVIR) SHALL ALSO 3E CAPA3LZ
DELIVIRING COURTESY "ALERT 3EZPING TONES® ON A LINE 1IN 7SE,

- THESZ TONES ARE [NTENDED TO ALERT THE QFFINDER TO YIZLI THE LINE
SO THAT THE RECZIVER CAN COMMUNICATE WITH A CINTRAL CTIMPUTER.
CSS fully complies.

ANY REQUIRED SURGEZ PROTECTORS SHALL 35 3UILT-IN OR PRCVIIED 7l
INCOMING POWER AND TSLEPHONZ LINES. CSS complies.

THE VENDOR PROVIDES ON-SITE [NSTRUCTICN ON THZ INSTALLATION CF
THE RECSIVER. CSS will comply with bdoth perscnal training and

written manuals.

THE RECZIVER WILL BE A3LI 70 (MMEDIATILY 2ETICT:
® WHEN TRANSMITTER [S IN OR QUT QF THE DESIGNATED CONFINIMENT

AREA; CSS complies, "In or Qug," always reported regariless o
curfew schedule.

LOSS OR RESTORATION OF A.C. CSS complies.

POWER;
gAMiER!NG WITH THE RECEIVER OR TRANSMITTER; CSS complies ang
oth.

RESTORATION OF DISCONNECTED PHONE SEZRVICE;CSS complies.
* ATTEMPTS TO OUPLICATE THE
CSS complies.

THE RECEIVER SHALL HAVE THE CAPABILITY OF AUTCMATIC
COMMUNICATION WITH THE CENTRAL COMPUTER WITHIN A MAXIMUM OF
HOUR INTERVALS. THE PURPOSE OF THIS AUTOMATIC COMMUNICATION
TO CONDUCT A CHECK TO DETZRMINE THAT THE SQUISMENT IS
FUNCTIONING PROPERLY. CSS fully complies.

UNIQUE RADIQ FREQUENCY INVCLVIZ.

SIX
i3

CENTRAL COMPUTER

= INSTALLATION OF AN APPROPRIATE CENTRAL COMPUTER AND ALL

NECESSARY SOFTWARE. CSS complies.

- A BACK UP PQWER SOURCE [N THE ZVINT OF INTERRUPTION CF A.C.
POWER. CSS complies, uninterrupctable power supply providad.

= THE CAPABILITY TO BACK UP OATA ON A DAILY B3ASIS.

CSS complies.

e
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- REPLACIMENT OF MONITORING SQUIPMENT IN THI IVINT THAT IT 3RZALS
OCWN AND CANNCT 3E REPLACZID WITHIN FCUR HCURS, RIBLACIMENT
SQUIPMENT WILL 32 INSTALLED 3Y THI VINDOR AND CPZTRA3LZ WITHIN I+
HOURS. (CS5S will coamply.

- THE CCMPUTER SHALL HAVI THI CAPA3ILITY OF GENZRATING AUTIMAT:C
CNTINUOUS PHCNE CALLS AND STCTRING ALL 7CICZ RESPCNSZS o7 7=
PARTICIPANT AS WELL AS DATA GINZRATID 37 THI TRANSMITTER,
RECZIVER, AND RANDOM PHONE CALLS. ALL VOICT TRANSMISSICONS S~AAZ-
BCES‘?E NENTLY RECORDED ON FLOPPY DISKS AND ARCHIVED CN TAPE.
S will comply.

- THE COMPUTER SYSTEM SHALL HAVE THE CAPABILITY CF PERFORMING
RANDOM PHONE CALLING WITHIN AT LEZAST FOUR CUSTOMIZZD CURFEIW
PERIODS FOR EACH OFFENDER ON THEZ SYSTEM. CSS complies and pravides
up to 8 periods.

= THE COMPUTER SYSTEM SHALL BE A3LZ TO GINERATE AN ACTOMATIC ?
CALL TO THE PROGRAM PARTICIPANT IN THE SVENT THAT AN A3SENCE
RF [S DETECTED. THE AUTOMATIC CALL 3ACK FIATURS MUST 2ROVICE
100% ACCURATE VERIFICATION THAT THZI OFFINDER S PRESENT.

C3S fully complies.

- THE COMPUTER SYSTEM SHALL 3% CAPA3LZ OF STORING DATA
INFORMATION FOR PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS. INTADSDITION, T=
STSTEM WILL HAVE TEXT ZDITING CAPA3ILITY TO 2ZNA3LE TH
OF RELZVANT CASE INFORMATION., CSS compliss.

- THE COMPUTER SYSTEM SHALL CONTAIN AN ALZIRT DEVICE AND RADIO
PAGER CONFIGURATION TO ENABLE THE NOTIFICATION OF PERSONNEL OF
ANY PROGRAM VIOLATIONS AND EQUIPMENT. CSS complies.

B. BACK-UP CAPABILITY See Attachment.

IN THE EVENT OF A TAMPER AND/OR VIOLATION [N THE PRIMARY FIATURE <7
THE SYSTEM (THAT BEING THE CSRF SIGNAL) DESCRIZE WHAT PRCCICURES AREZ
IMPLEMENTED TO PROVIDE VERIFICATION OF THE INDICATSD MESSAGE. See
Attachment.

C. EASE OF INSTALLATION See Acttachment

DESCRIBE THE INSTALLATION PROCSDURE REQUIRED SFOR YOUR EQUIPMENT
CONSIDERING THIS WILL BE THE RESPONSIZILITY OF OOC PERSONNEL. See Attachme

IT IS DESIRABLE FOR THE SITS RECEIVER TO BE ATTACHED TO THE
PARTICIPANT'S TELEPHONE USING STANDARD TELEPHONE JACKS AND HOUSE
RESIDENTIAL ELECTRICAL CURRENT WHERE REQUIRED. See Attachment.

WRITTEN INSTRUCTIONS FOR TRANSMITTER ATTACHMENT, RECIIVER HCOK-UP, AND
POSSIBLE TROUBLE SHOOTING SITUATIONS ARE ALSO DESIRA3LE, See Actachmenc.

D. SYSTEM EFFECTIVENESS See Attachment.
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TICIENCY CF THE RF SIGNAL IS EXPECTED TO 3£ AT LZAST §5%
I3 OCWN TIME FOR REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT QF EQUIPMENT. Ses

SPARS TRANSMITTER-RECZIIVER PAIRS SHOULD 38 AVAILABLE AT A 2CSsSi3i:
RATIO OF 1 SPARE SET FOR ZVERY 13 (OR 20) S27s IN USZ. (AT NC
ADDITIONAL COST UNLESS UTILIIZD). (SS agrees and complies.

S. REMOTS CAPABILITIZS-/PAGING CAPABILITISS See Azzzziment

OZSCRIIE YOUR CENTRAL COMPUTER'S CAPABILITY FCR INCICATING ALl

RELEVANT INFORMATION (S.G., ENTER, LZAVE, PRESEZNCZ, TAMPER, VIQLATICON)

TO A REMOTE LOCATION PRINTER (OR TERMINAL). IN THE EVENT OF A TAMPER

OR VIQLATION DESCRIZE PAGING CAPABILITIES TO FIELD PERSONNEZL.See Attachmern:

F. TECHNICAL SUPPORT

THEZ VENDOR WILL BE REQUIRED TO PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING ONGQING SZIRVICES
FOR THI TERM OF THE CONTRACT. CS55 will fully comply with these reguiremen:

- A DESIGNATED FULL-TIME PERSON TO ASSIST IN REPLACIMENT OF UNITS
AND LOW BATTERIES AS NEESDED. [N ADDITION, THZ FULL-TIME VINICR
SUPPLIZD STAFF PSRSON WILL ASSIST IN INSTALLATIONS, =HCCX-UPS,
AND REPAIRS OF ANY ZQUIPMENT INVCLVED IN THE EINTIRE MCONITCRING
SYSTEM. THE FULL-TIME PZRSON WILL 3E ZXPICTED 7O WCRX ALJNE 2R
IN CONJUNCTION WITH PARQOLE OFFICERS IN VARIOUS OFFICZ AND
COMMUNITY SETTINGS. ALL REPAIRS AND/OR REPLACIMENT ARE TQ 38
MADE WITHIN 24 HOURS.

G. EQUIPMENT COMMUNICATION See Attachment for all items in this paragra:z:
DESCRIBE HOW YOUR CENTRAL COMPUTER AND SITE RECTIVER COMMUNICATICON

WITH SACH CTHER TO RELAY INFORMATION AS WELL AS INSURE PRCPER

FUNCTION.

PROVIDE THE RANGE OF FREQUENCY (DURING A TYPICAL DAILY CCONFINEIMENT
PERIQOD FROM 7:00 P.M. TO 7:00 A.M.) FOR THE FOLLOWING:

== NUMBER b? SIGNALS EMITTED FROM TRANSMITTER (HOURLY)

== NUMBER OF PHONE RELA7S FOR GATHERED EMITTED SIGNALS TO CENTRAL
COMPUTER AND LENGTH OF TIME OF EACH CALL.

-- NUMBER OF COMMUNICATIONS FROM CENTRAL COMPUTER TO SITE RECEIVER
AND LENGTH OF TIME OF EACH.

DESCRIBE ANY OTHER TECHNOLOGICAL FEATURES OR CAPABILITIES.
H. EQUIPMENT UPGRADE See Attachment,
DESCRIBE YOUR ABILITY AND WILLINGNESS TO PROVIDE IMPROVED EQUIPMENT
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RESULTING FRAOM RESETARCH AND ODEVELOPMENT OJCRING THI LIT
CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENT,

SETH

I. TRANSITIONAL PERICD

WHEIN SERVICES ARE TERMINATED 37 CONTRACT ZXPIRATICN AND NO NEW
CINTRACT ZXISTS CR A NEW/DITFEIRENT CONTRACTOR [S AWARDED THIS
SNTRACT, [T SHALL 32 INCUMBENT CUPON THI CURRENT/PRITVICUS CINTRACTZS:2
TO CONTINUE THE SEZRVICI UNTIL A NEW CONTRACTCR'S IIUISMENT IS
COMPLETELY OPERATIONAL. AT NO TIME SHALL THIS SIRVICT ZIXTEND MCRE
THAN 180 DAYS BEYOND THZ EXPIRATION DATZI OF THE ZXISTING CONTRACT.
CONTRACTOR WILL BE REIMBURSZD FOR THIS SZRVICE AT THE PRIOR CONTRACT
RATE SCHEDULE. CSS agrees and will fullvy comply with these requiremencs.

J. OUTRIGHT PURCHASE
THE FOLLOWING WILL APPLY FOR PURCHASE ONLY:

1. A COPY OF OPERATION OR INSTALLATION MANUAL TO 3Z FURNISHED UPCON
DELIVERY OF THE EQUIPMENT. VENDOR SHALL PROVIOJE TICENICAL ASSISTANCE
T REQUESTED 8Y THE STATE. CS3 agrees and will czomply.

2. EQUIPMENT TO BE UNCONDITIONALLY GUARANTEZID FCTR A PIRIOD OF CNZ
7ZAR FROM TIME OF WRITTEN ACCEPTANCE 3Y THE STATEI AS 3EING FULLY
OPERATIONAL. DURING THE GUARANTEE PERIOD THE CONTRACTCR, WITHOUT
CHARGE, SHALL REPLACE PARTS AND RENDER SZRVICE WITHIN 48 HOURS FROM
NOTICE. CSS agrees and will comply.

3. BIDDERS ARE REQUIRED TO DEMONSTRATE IN WRITING THEIR CURRENT
CAPABILITIES TO PERFORM SERVICE IN THE USERS AREA AS FOLLOWS:

-
.

-

backed up by 20 at the offices of Digital Products Corp.

RESPONSE TIME TO SERVICE CALLS AND NUM3ER OF FACTORY TRAINED
SERVICE PERSONNEL DEVOTED TO SEZRVICE CALLS. [mmediate via telephcne,
and within 4-6 hours in person, onr site.

4. DOLLAR VALUE OF INVENTORY RELATING TO REPLACIMENT PARTS IN STOCX

AT THE ABOVE MENTIONED SERVICE DEPARTMENT. §100,000.00.

“w ~
.

THE END USER IN COOPERATION WITH THE STATE PURCHASE BUREAU WILL
DETERMINE WHETHER OR NOT THIS [S ACCEPTASLE.

BIDDERS ARE REQUESTED TO SUSMIT ANNUAL SERVICE COST FOR THE ITEM(S)
QFFERED. THE ANNUAL SERVICE AGREEMENT WILL BE FOR MONDAY TO FRIDAY
0800 TO 1700, EXCLUDING STATE HOLIDAYS, TO INCLUDE ALL PLAN
MAINTENANGCE SERVICE, PARTS AND LA3OR TO COMMENCE ON YEAR TWO (2).

YEAR ONE (1) IS INCLUDED IN COST OF THI EQUIPMENT. ALL EQUIPMENT MUST
BE REPLACED, ON A LOAN BASIS, [F NOT REIPALRABLE WITHIN 24 HOURS.

.. NUMBER OF FACTORY TRAINED SEZRVICE PSRSONNEL. Three at (55 oifizes a:n

ADDRESS OF SERVICE DEPARTMENT. 213 Vallev St., South Orange, NJ 37172
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RESPONSE TO SPECIFICATIONS

Tre ‘cilowing :s tne Camoputenzed Surveiilance Systems. Inc. (CSS) resgonse o Te
NJ State Specificatons contained on sages 10 througn 17 of Bic Prapesal cccurment »
291-X-24714.

CSS compiies and meets all requirements of tNis ssec:ficaton without exceguon. A

compiiance note is typed at the end of eacn paragragn or sudgaragraon © cenfirm our

urcersianaing of that parucular item.  Far nose rescorses recuinng an exslaraton,

(in aczarcance with the NOTE TO PROSPECTIVE 3I0DERS in miccle of sage 10), ’
we submit e foilowing response exgianaticns: - - -

.Page 13, Para. B, Back-up Capability - In the event a tamper and/or viclation in the
primary RF system is reported, the Central Computer System autormatically and
immeciately cails back to the home and requires e client to verdally resgend 0
cquestions (which are permanently tage recorced) and insert the passive part of the p
ankieywristet inta a Verifier cevice for 100% corfirmanan of presence or absence.

Page 13, Para. C, Ease of Instaliation - The instalation of the Central Comouter
System is performed by CSS personnei ang caes not require OOC personnel.
Installation of the client's transmuter ang home units are easily cone within 15 'c 20
minutes. DOC personnel wiil be thorougnly rained anc given wntten maruais. See
manufacturers ON GUARD PLUS Manual # 1149Q for cetaiied instructons.
Installations for Rome units are for standard telephone jacks ang house 110 vac
outiets, however, the manuais contain detailed instructions for acapters if non standara
jacks are encountared.

Page 13, Para. D, System Effectiveness - The ON GUARD PLUS transmitter is the

most efficient availabie on the market with an efficiency ratng of beter than 99.29%. It

transmits a signal every 35 seconas for a periad duration of eniy 3 milliseconas, or a “
duty cycte of better than 1 to 11.600. This efficient use of power ailows a micimyu™ ‘

operating life of 1 year before the lithium Bakery replacement s needec. When

replacement is needed, it is only a S or 10 minyte operation and can Be cone in%e

field by an officer. :
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Page 13, Para. E. Remote Capabilities - ' Paging Capapilities - Te ON GUARC
AL S Certral System ~as :ne capagily of serncirng a varery of infar—ation 10 a “ercte
‘ecation pnnter and/ar terminal. This can Je cone Sy catie if (ne remota ‘ocat:on :§
.'ezauvety‘neamy. or via a mederm aver (e teleonene !ine :f gostruclions are :n ‘ne way
ar iocauon mare than 1000 feet away. A rumser of ciffarant stancarg repor:s can e
sart sucn as Client Reports, Equipment Resorts, Cficer Casetcaq. Statistcs Recors
¢r an untirmited group of custom cesignec -egorts. Cticer baging cacadility :irciuces
sager cisplay of client's phone numger angd 2 gigit ccce ‘or any one, cemeination or ali
of tne following events:

Ciient Left Home No AC Power Srore Discernec:
Ciient Returned Home AC Power Restorec Sourious Transmiter
Client Left Earty No Receiver Battery Wristiet Tamper
Client Home Late Receiver Shutdown Wristiet Reset

RF-Check Client Home RF-Check Client Away Receiver Tamper

There are an additional 33 call statusas and system ciagnostics that can be
programmed (0 initiate paging to other phone numbers if neeced.

Page 14, Para. G, Equipment Communication - The Centrai Computer may initiate
a telephone call to the home Receiver and/or the Receiver may initiate a cail to the
Central Computer, depending on the action required at any sarticular time. in aitrer
case the telephone communication link uses uniquely codec tone sequences and cata
rates that are not the same as any other known equipment. This gives excetient
security anc prevents experimenters or “computer hackers® from attempting to defeat
the system. The Recsiver is programmed o call the Centrat Computer on accurrence
of any of the events listed in the paragraph above, and at least every six hours for a
status report. On specified violations, the Central Cormouter wiil automaticaily and
immediately call back to the Receiver/Verifier in the home for pasitive verification of
the client's presencea or absence. Verbal responses will aiso Se cermanently recarcec
at the Central Computer. The Central Computer may be programmed (o initiate
randomly timed calls to the client's home, independent of the RF system. This is an
additional check or verification of the client's presence using the totally passive part of
the system.
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Ounng a ypicai daily confinement senad ‘rom 7 pm o 7 am, :~e ‘oilcwirg zata
requested by the State, is provideg: -

- Approximately 103 signals are emitted hourly from the transmutier.

- Average number of phone cails from Receiver to Central Comouter are
aoout 3 and average length of connect tme on eacn call is atout 22 seconcs.

- Average number of cails by Centrai Comouter 0 ine Receiver/Venfier
is about 2 anc average length of connec: ume on each call is apout 4Q secances.

These statistics were supplied from the Hitak Monitoring Service Bureau in Ft.
Lauderdale, FL which also uses the ON GUARD PLUS System as propased in this
bid. Hitek is a division of Digital Products Corporation, the designer and manufacturer
of she ON GUARD PLUS System.

Page 14, Para, H, Equipment Upgrade - Any product upgrades or enhancements
which are released by the manufacturer during the term of this contract will be made
availapie at no additional cost to the State of New Jersey. Any accessory, auxiliary or
other related new product released by the manufacturer, which may be desiregd by ‘me
State. will be offered to the State at the most favored price.
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Electronic Monitoring Materials
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T
! OM 3UAFD S3uizment Mastar Fils SIesn
i 1
4 Squizment Serial 3%: 122
Sate ¢ ETnT-o,:r [i-iZ-
i SF- Ju=gsoing Fesgonse Time: Tan Mis
% FF=- Zutgsimg Suszer Yes Moy v
0L NMumpar of Zguipment Helgder: 00O '
Cliant Mame <f Equipment Holder: VAUGHN :
Nfficer Mame <«f Sguipment Holaer: :LZTT
Type of Zquipment baing uses: Dri. e=8, Faceiver jv

Fl-Helg FI-Save FI-Frev F<-Next F7-Del F3-Frnt F3=Tinc Tli-Z.

CLIENT FuLL ®

Zurrent Date: lirrent Time: (3::1-4

DAC Number : 000000 Dates = Entry:4=-18=-1992 Terminaticn: Od=18=1332
Qfficzer’'s Name:KLETT, JOHN

Client’s Name:VAUGHN, MR.
Street Address:WHITLESSEY RD. , TFENTON Iip: OBESO
State:NJS
Q¢fice:DOB
Egquipment #:302ZE0 Or ive—-5y Faca:iver
Seeper Number: 7773804 Phzne Mumber:38I824E
Message Number:02 Talsel Number:!
0f fense: NONE
Cur fews: Period 1 Pericd 2 Period 2 - Ferizcg <
Start Stop Start Stop Start Stap Stare® Stp
Monday Q0201 08: 30 17:10 17:30 17: 31 20:00 20:01 23:S2
Tuesday 00:01 08: S0 17: 10 17: 40 17:31 20:00 20304 23:23
Wednesday 00301 08: 30 17:10 17:40 17:31 20:00 20301 23:83
Thur sday 00201 08:50 . 17:10 17:30 17:41 20:00 a0l 23:83
Friday 0001 08: 30 17:10 17:30Q 17:41 20:00 20201 23:23
Saturday QoOs0Y 08: S0 17: 10 17340 17:41 2000 20:01L =3:2%
3unday D0zl 08: 20 T:10 17320 17241 20300 200t Z:23
Supervision: Ne Talls One Zall One Call No ZTalls
Mates:

History Far ALL STATUSES

Sguipment Time - Data Time - Data
Number Equipment Type CAztual’ (Printed’ Status of Acticn

32360 Illegal Number 13:12-04.13 1S:12-04/18 Changed Eguipgment
02260 _ Illegal Number (S:il$=03.13 13:13=04/18 Client Adced-IMangee

79x




Y00/

S e -y ey, @ s | Ces WO T /=L e D, -~ ey -ll-1'— Lé 4
IESE- 4B 1381 4M g, 197 El/r0=B2397 48QuMN (EBBT1] 3
sefuedl PEPDL LWt L 1. 91 Bl/e0=-.C:97 4e8Quny 1ebe17] OPLETOE
DELTLBES AL LT 8221 El/e0=0T:2]  J480QunN (EBEEIT] CRITOE
peiiel-Jele; $T] El/e0=-1C2:91  aeqQunn teberil TBETOE
IEMUL T te Ile ; 137 Bl /e0=BTi51]  J48Quny 1ebaill o< e
R R LT 1. E3 137 El/e0e-sT3137 4equnn Tefeirl 2
oefiEgl o pEPDY USTIL BT $E1 Ei/ro-iTiR1 0 sBQURy TeBETII . 4
pelos gl TEDDE aWETII 1, 2T BlorTo=ET sawin TESE 1T ¥
juBwZ NS o Bl 91 Bl/r0-3T3i91  4e3wnnN TeBETI] =
o ABOWE] L& s $1 Bl /e=-tT:81 aeguny Teber] 3
rebueyl, peppy e 21 El/¢(-21:91 4@qunn Tebe11] OE
pebue gl peppy E1./¢0=-51:21 EI/r0-531:31 J46qunn 1eba11] QYTTOE.
pedusyl/peppyr S1/v0=r5:31 EBl/r0-r5:5] s8qQunN Tebell] O3TTOLE
cedueys/PapdY IudT Il El/v0=8r:31 Bl/P0=5r:51 J48Quny 1e5811] Q9T O0E
juswdints paburdl Bl r0-rei31  Bl/r0-reizl  4BQunn teberl) O9TTOE o]
pabueyr/Deppy Luwdd3 Bl /vO=C¢23 Bl/rO=-Cr:31 J2Qunn Te58T11] Q8ETOE.
sefueyn pepdy auetlln E1/¢0-+12:81 Bl/¢#0-+1:31 48Quwnn teberil 09TTOE
sudwgints pebueyl E1/r0=T1381 Bl/+0=TT1:57 Jeguny 1ebe11] GBTTOE
perten-4d5eg  E1/e0-T12E1 £1/00-31:61 48Qunyn Tebel1] Q9TTOE
J@mSUc E1/P0=EURET  E€1/+0=-BOSET  43qunn TeSB 1] DITTOE
dBmEUS £1/,70=-B3:ET1. E£1/v0-B5:E1 48QuNN TeS811] O9TTOL
i@mEuY ETPO=E8018]  £l/v0=Bript  48Qunn tebe; GRTT0E
LEIIe - LB 21 TL1 0 E1/e0=TriL] 4BQunN TeSer] OPTTOE y
PELENS £ S1PiL1 0 El/e0=0rill 48QWNN TEDBT1] 0STTOE
4BMS U £ E1/P0=-BE L1 J4BQuNN Tebelrl OITTOE
W14 ;I BTIGESLE (PRIUT ALl ( Teng e 8dAj juswoinb3l ABQuny
e3e] - 8wty e3eQ - dwly JuBwCINba

g3snivis

$BELON

W 4S5 LaDySiH

EITED o P 118 8up site PQDIETC L@OnE
T2l R T a3ien 1 fEmLng
TEiIT TIlT 0T csiel 3 fezumiEz
I irars z L o w518 10 ERTa
23027 TLlT < N el = 1 fepE Ny,
fziIt = = IR X 1 fEmssupEn
<277 < < el il SBIEG 1 fezesnm
2227 T < Tei il R r-1% TN LEDUIy,
siaz .S $ asEss 25z 2rse 3/%3E
< H s Rt el b T PEtaeg i
SNDNiBEURL ;T
- £t Toisequnn efEssean
FrlEEs “lus ,UBE L.t ABQUTIN 23852
JELTRIE: (S=dr 14l DBITOL e LudWCTITIE
TOgiETLsl |
SiiEsEas
2Tzl lanEzl Is EESEZTLlsmisEESLoo LEE-LET
P o timDiter lE@LT L, LG 70
: flET iBuE, EL.EI7.40
...... coriesaee 20T

¢t ;




=3
o
=8
=

[ECR U (1 RO R

¥

R (B

f g mmmme o

I IR N B P )

SESET.IP L8 (STl
El/r0o=-T0OIET 4@Qunn (eS8 11l O9CTT
Bl/+0=S0iTT  J80QwnN TeBETT: 02TTOE
Bl/vro-1T7:81 4d0qwnn TedETi
Bl ro-+1:R1 JBQunn TeSE Tl
Bl ‘ro-Cti27  4@QuUNN TEEE I O2ETLE
Bl/vo=0ris1 42QWnN TEbR1T]

81/ r0=-323:27 48QWNN T T
o1 seaumyy tEdE
HI sgQuny 1E5s
I sequny; 1ESE
Bl/ro=0Cioy  4BQUWNR (EfE
TortesriT] sBGUnN Tels
g1 /ro=-0e:31 42Quny, 1E5s

£ 1PO3UTLZ

PRV} o]

- . b=

[0
L)

== .

"

=1r.

= &lE2

AUE A4

-
‘-



SoRT

t
n

CenENT

Y]

[}
LIS}

"

St

[
o
'
UL

wey
PR
PR
Wy
g
L
m <+
UL
mn -
o
[l
PR S
"y e
Ll
[
W oee
a0
oy -

o
bt
v

o

a
€
-
’-
—
i
i

i

~
D

A A TR

Pagnonge

..

~E VEF

LILET 3

TA

28 -

»
1
o

o

701X




]
.

e
[t |
o !
[T

|

b1 R

3]

£.™. 8.

~-Thg

Tz

Aw = =om 2TUCN
- -- -t -

JZFT

103X




=T 0 te et ST
. ==
- -t 4
== -.27 he
: 2.3 Sz -
T z- - - T
I-zizamtozrr 2atu
-, 3
PR

Meess - 37 WENT CUT

€,%. 3. Iairialz - ©,MOYLE SF.FI.

i
"
"0

1

o
"
1 X

-5
Se
[ i

al Time Fapcr®
D=2

E.M.S.

22 mIM

164X

17141

NoTaS. ... 000

96



97

o
1

"

"t
I

"
ot

"e

o
"
34

.

[}
"
'

oo an
e .
1
[ B |
‘
A 1} )
L R )
L. -
wmie
o .

m

v
m

* SYSES (MEMT

n

105X




98

[[§
f
<

|
"

. .-...
1 0
i
'

.
[N

o
LU

Tae wmm -

"

o

"

-
o
Ve

i

106X




LY CRLT oY I}
140 €0 (g

99-@‘9
$33048
622276
622274
ﬂe='=7‘
632274
£S2274
6S2274

cre-
8S3E7

532274
682274
&SE274
633274
632274
63‘-- ‘

6822374
682274
6328274
633274
632274
623274

/67X

-
a: E Veviwese o Tam. B ’
Sezziver 2tz Jerifies Zoamusi-ez
Tesmy theTasrlIlUI-oIlTia .
Talg:sl Numbmer:s
Stewizz I Samis -
Stars S22 R M Ehi Staes T
Qe e IS L2 2t Pole R M-S : s
22:30 2D 2220 =iz 1= B T
Qb ;4 PN 20t 3322 1€:12 ST 33T
Q4 4Q Q€12 Q<L 3:22 112 Q2T 2.0 4
Qe & 2T LQ QT Ll 29:2? - IV 2R hia
A4 : 6Q QA7 : 52 120 L3522 18:4 ER i ZI:=3
Q2:2Q Q2:QQ Q2:2: ?9:5@ 1812 22:22 M
v Ore Call Mo Cal QAne Ne ZTalls
Notasg:IMMATE 1ST SLOCR
Ta- GLL STATUSES
Time - Date2 T:i:z22 - 2a=e h
S2uizsment Tyoa ‘Qetuale ISeimmad StaTus ¥ Az-ia-
MRSy, PARE B 4 1Q:44=a/ ™ Hrevugelat 333+
1Q:42=Q46/ 17 L1:122=24/7 Clia=s _2F% dzme
LE132-24/17 1212324717 Tlia=s San.rmaz waaa
L12:49-26/17  13:20-Q4/.7 Clians L29¢ Home
12:91-Q4/17 132:22-24/.7 Clisr® Qarurnes wWaoma
13:31-04/17 12:32-04/17 weelrisslet Tannarse
13:36-04/17 13:36=-04/17 Dager-Called _
19:231-06/17 1T:21-946/17 Changed S3uipment h
18:21=064/17 1%5:21-04/17 Client Added/Changed
19:29=04/17 15:28-04/17 seristlet Tamgeres
15:26-046/17 1%:28-04/17 aNo A, L. Power
1T:28-Q4/17 12:29-04/:7 R.C. Sower Rastorec
1S:20~Q4/17 1S:3Q-=024/17 Eager-Callee
1S:31-94/17 19:31-24/17 Rrage»~-Called
12:30-204/17 Ia. S=-d4/17 Wristlet Reset
12:52-04/17 2:82-24/17 Clier® Adm=ed/Chanr=e- L
2Q:485-96/17 20:46-@4/17 Suecessful
21:33-04/17 21:33-94/17 RF Checv=Cliare Hone
22:40-04/17 22:3T=Q4/17 Client Le®: Home ,
04:3%-04/18 @4:36-04/18 Clisre Returnad Home '
B7:42-04/18 Q@7:432-04/18 Successful
08:43-24/18 Q28:26-34/18 Clienr® 1_La%: Home
29:14=04/18 9:1S-34/18 Client Returned Hoame
19:465-04/18 12:98-Q4/19 Tlie=: _3%% Mgae )
12:99-04/18 10:99-24/19 €z23an® Aedez/Charged
11:38-264/18  11:38=26/'8 Clizrs Retirmad uame
A
4
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APPENDIX F

Complete Computer Printout of Tony Palmer
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CLIENT FULL REPORT
Current Datus 04-03-19%2 Current Times 18117

DOC Number:YN110282 Dates s Entrys 10-30-1291 Termination:0a-Ca-1992
Otficer’s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client’s Name: PALMER, TONY

Street Addrass:30 NORTH 2RD ST, , PATTERSON Iip: 07822
Stata:NJ
Qftice: 00 12
Equipment #:803737 Receiver and Veritier Combined
Beeper Number:777880¢ Phone Number: 12017300464
Message Number:02 Telsol Number:$
Offenag@: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHOGCL
Curfews: Period 1§ Pericd 2 Period 3 Perica 4
Stare Stop Start Stop Starse Step Stare Stoo
Monday 00:01 091350 16510 17:00 17104 22:00 22:01 23123
Tuesday 00:01 09150 16:10 17:00 17101 22:00 22:01 23: 37
Wednesday 00101 09: 80 16110 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 23:23
Thursday 00:01 03180 16310 17100 17:01 22100 22:01 23: <7
Friday 00:01 09130 16140 18: 20 22:40 23110 23118 23129
Saturday 00:01 09:50 16:10 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 23123
Sunday 00101 10120 16: 10 17:00 17:01 22100 22: 01 23123
Supervisiont Ne Calls No Calls No Calls No Cal's
Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOOR - .
History For ALL STATUSES
Equipment Time < Date Time - Date
Number Eguipnent Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Action

cToccccooo sesovcovnocccomasw coococceccocaow codveocooccnow cTocescoewoceccetcconew e

CLIENT FULL REPORT
Current Date: 04-03-1992 Current Times (8:28

D Y R L L L L L L T T e b b b b b T LR U U S S,

DOC Number: YN110282 Dates s Entry: 10-30-1991 Terninationi04-04-1992
Officer’s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client’s Name: PALMER, TONY

Street Address:30 NORTH 3RD ST. » PATTERSON : 14ps 073822
StatasiNI
OffticesD0 12
Equipment $:1604737 Receiver and Verifier Combined
Beeper Nuaber: 7778804 Phone Number: 12017900464
Message Numberi102 Talsol Number: S
. 071ens@t ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHOOL
Curfewes Period 1 Periocd 2 Period 3 Period 4
Staret Scep Start Stop Starse Stop Stare Stog
Monday 00: 014 09: 80 18:10 17:00 17301 22:00 22:0% 27T
Tuesday 00:04 09t 30 18:10 173100 17:08 22300 22:01 23: S
Wedneadeay 001014 09130 16340 17:00 17308 22100 22:014 23s S
Thursday 003014 09130 18110 17:00 17104 22:00 22101 e RS
Friday 00: 014 09: 50 16310 18120 22340 23510 23:11 2518
Saturday 90301 09130 18110 173100  17:01  22:00 22:¢0t  23:%
Sungav 0G: 014 10:20 18:10 17:00 i7:014 22:00 22:01 23: 2

n3x




TR 17122 1Z:DIGITAL SRCDLCTS TEL NC1IZIS-TII-309

.IENT FULL REPORT
irrent Date: 04-03-1992 Current Timer 10139

T L T T T T T Ll et E S S U

IC NumberiYN{10282 Dates = Entry:10-30-1991 Termimation: 04-04-1592
ifficer’s NametCICCONE, RICH
Client’s Namet PALMER, TONY

itreet Address:30 NORTH 3RD ST. , PATTERSON 2ip107522
gtatmINI
Officos DO 12
Equipment 816804737 Receiver and Verifier Combined

Beeper Number: 7778804 Phone Number: 12017300484
lessage Number:V2 Telscl Numcer: S

Qfftenses ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHQOL
irfevws! Period 1} Pericd 2 Period 3 Period ¢

Stars Stop Start Stop Start Stop Start Stop

nday 00101 09: 50 16110 17:00 17:04 22:00 22:01 23:129
.asday 00101 09180 16110 17100 17:01 22:00 2101 23189
dnesday 00:01 Q9150 16:10 17100 17:01 22100 22101 231 29
iyreday 00104 03180 16140 17100 17308 22:00 22:01 23:59
iday 003101 09130 16110 18120 22:40 23:10 23441 231389
1Rurday 001014 09: 30 16110 17100 17301 22:00 22:01 23:5%9
nday 00:01 10:20 18310 17:00 17: 01 22100 2210 23139
pervisiocns Ne Calls One Call One Call No Calls

Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

story For ALL STATUSES
iNipment Time - Date Time - Date )
mber Equipment Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Action

T eeeecece= ceocssaccacncacne comsecconccowew R R L cevecacccceee

IENT BULL REPORT.
irrant Datat 04-03-1992 Current Time: 10:149

E T T T PP P Y Y Y PR P R LY P L L Y L L T L R L R T Y Y P R YTy

16 Number: YN110282 Dates = Entry:110-30-1991 Termination; 04-04-1992
ifficer’s Nam@i1CICCONE, RICH
Client’s Names PALMER, TONY

‘treet Addresss30 NORTH 3RD ST, +» PATTERSON 2ip307322
gtateiNg .
QfticeDQ 12
Equipment #:16804737 Receiver and Veritier Comdined

Beeper Number: 7778804 Phong Number: 12017900464
iessage Number:O02 Telsol NumbersS

O0¢{fense: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHOOL
.rfevse Pericd 1 Pericd 2 Pericd 3 Period ¢

gtars Stoe 8tare Stop Stars -17-1-} Stars Step

nday 00101 09: 350 16: 10 17:00 17301 22:00 22:0% 23:5%
esday 00104 09130 16110 17100 17101 22:00 22104 23139

ney



FE-gI-"32 TR 17113 ID:i2ITLTAL SP000CTS FE
pervisions No Calls One Call -
Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

stary Fer ALL STATUSES

VK .4

uipment Time - Date Time - Date

L1124 Equipment Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Actisn
83680 15140-10/30 15140-1{0/30 Changad Equipment
<3680 185:40-10/30 13:40-10/30 Changed Equipment
04737 18141-10/30 15:41-10/30 Changed Equipment
04737 19:48-10/30 15:45-10/30 Client Added/Changed
04737 15153-10/30 15133-10/30 seuwrisclet Tampavee
04737 15:37-10/30 18:37-10/30 Pager -Called

04737 16102-10/30 16:02-10/30 Wristlet Reset

04737 211364-10/30 21135-10/30 #*No Verifier Detected
04737 21:40-10/30 21:42-10/30 Succassful

04737 22102-10/30 223103-106/320 RF Check-Client Home
04737 08103-10/31 06103-10/31 RF Check-Client Heome
04737 10:24-10/31 10:36-10/5G1 Client Lett Home
04737 14§89-10/31 18:01-10/31 Client Returfned HWome
04737 13:131-10/31 1%5:132-10/31 Busy

04737 21101-10/31 21:108-10/31 RF Check-Client Home
04737 0%:05-11/01 03:03-11/01 RF Check-Client Home
04737 i0:%4-11/01 11:06-11/0} Ciient LeTt Home
04737 11105=-11/701 11106-11/01 RF Check-Not Home
tal S8tatuses Printed: 18




13ay oC101
turday 00:01!
nday . ~S-IIgCGITR!

IENT FULL REPQORT

rrant Date: 04-03-1392

P L L L X TR PR R PY P R YR PR L R R R R R LR X R R R I oo

04737 17136-11/07

04737 01138~-11/08

Q8737 06:103-10/31

04737 10124-10/31

04737 14:89-10/31

Q4737 18:31-10/31

Q04737 21:01-10/31

Q4737 08:08~-11/01%

Q4737 10184-41/04

Q4737 11108-11/04

104737 13:26-11/01

Q6737 14131-14/701
Q4737 18122-11/01

0Na737 20:131-11/01

04737 04132-11/02
04737 10:32-11/02
04737 13120-11/02
04737 14127-11/02
04737 14133-11/02
04737 14:88-141/702
Q4737 1851185-11/702
04737 18128~-11/02
04737 20:32-11/02
08737 04332-11/03
04737 10132-11/03
04737 11138-11/03
04737 11:139-11/703
04737 11189-11/03
04737 14¢13-11/03
04737 14186-11/03
04737 14158-11/03
Qe737 19:01-14/03
Q4737 15103-11/03
06737 18:108-11/03
04737 181 14-41/03
04737 18129-11/08
04737 18:¢31-11/03
Q4737 2011¢-11/03
04737 Q04 §4-11/04
Q4737 10:118-11/04
04737 12:43-11/0¢
04737 18104-=11/04
Q4737 1S5124-11/04
04737 16¢23~-11/04
04737 16128-11/06¢
04737 18157-11/0¢
06737 19112-11/0¢
tal 8Statusas Printed:

pppnpeprgngsgrpeprppepegepeareee PSP S PP T TR TP PR LI P L L L LA L L L L L DLl Al el Ll iRt

Q91350
03: 30

17136-11/07
o1137-11/08
08103-10/31
10:36~-10/31
19:01-10/31
1%5132-10/34
21:038-10/3¢
08:108-11/01
11:06-11/01
11106=11/01%
13:26-11/01%
14131-11/01
15:122-11/01
20132-11/01
04:132-11/02
10433-11/702
13138-11/02
14:132-11/02
14154-11/02
14189-11/02
183 15-11/02
185126-11/02
203132-11/702
04432-11/703
10138-11/03
11:47-11/03
12:01-11703
12110-11/03
1431411703
14:186-11/03
14:158-11/02
15:04-11/03
15:03=11/03
185:108-11/03
18:14~-11/03
18:30~-11/03
18132~-41/03
20314-11/03
043 18-11/0¢
10122-11/04
12:38-14704
19:106-11/04
1S1285-11/04
16:124-11/04
16129-11/0¢
18157~-11/704¢
19112-11/04
73

106X

lotlv
18:10

1R 4V 22140 «2

Current Times 10:214

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returnaed Home
Busy

RF Check=-Client Mome
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Homse

RE Check-Not Home
Ciisnt Added/Changed
Clisnt Returned Home
Reccrdad Spgeech

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check~-Client Home
AF Check-Cliant Home
Client Lottt Home
Client Returned Home
#N¢ Verifier Detectad
Succassful

Hang up

Succoustul

RF Check~-Client Home
RF Check-Client Heome
RF Check-Client Home
Clisnt Left Home
Client Returned Heme
Client Left Home
Client Returnmed Home
Busy

Busy

Busy

Busy

Pager-Called

Busy

oNo Verifler Detected
Pager-Called

RF Check~Client Home
RF Check-Client Heme
RE Cheek-Client Home
Client Left? Hoae
Client Returned Home
Successful

®Ne Verifier Detected
Succosstul

Busy

Busy

110
17:00 17:01% 22100
Y020 I BHISRIIL TR Q0 I ®UIBIS-T227603



SLIENT PULL REPORY
surrent Date:

04-03-1992

$2IBITRL FRCLIXCTS

Current Timer 10121

TEL NQ:IIeS-732-34u8

P e e Y L e P P P P R P P P P PP PR R R R R R L mTeceoeee

YOC Number: YN110282

Officar’s Namei1CICCONE,
Client's Names PALMER,

Dates =
RICH
TONY

Street Addressi30 NORTH 3RD ST.

StataiNd
OfeicesDO 12
Equipnent #:804737

Beeper Number: 7778804

Message Number:02

Receiver and Verifier Combined

Entry: 10-30-1991

yPATTERSON

1ip:107822

Phone Number: 12017900464

Telsol Number:S

Of¢fensai1 ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHAOL

lurfews: Period
Start
fonday 00101
‘uesday 00:01
lednesday 00: 01
‘hursday 00101
‘riday 00301
iatyrday 003101
wunday 00: 0%
lupervision: No Calls

Netes: INMATE

Period 2 Periocd 3
Stop Stare Stop Stare Stop
09130 18110 17:00 17:01 22:00
09150 16: 10 17100 17104 22100
09: 30 16110 17:00 17:01 22100
09: 80 16:10 17100 17:01 22:00
09: 50 16110 18:20 22:40 2310
09:350 16110 17100 17:01 22:00
1020 16110 17:100 17:01 22:00

One Call One Call
2ND FLOOR

itetory For ALL STATUSEB

‘quipmans Time - Date Time - Date

luaber Eguipment Type CActual)d (Printed)

604737 19127-11/04 12:27-11/04 Buey

604737 19142-11/04 19:42-11/04 Busy

604737 19143-11/04 1914S-11/04 Pager-Called

§04737 21:08-11/04 21:106-11/0¢ RF Check-Client Home
804737 22143-11/04 23112-11/04 sClient Lett Early
604737 23:101-13/08 23:112-11/04 +«Cliant Home Lat®
804737 23114=-11/04 23114-11/04 Busy

604737 231185-11/04 2331S-11/0¢ Pagsr~Called

604737 23116-11/04 23:16-11/0¢ Pager-Callsd

604737 07112-41/08 07:12-11/08 RP Check-Client Home
604737 09152-11/03 09132-11/08 Ciltent Added/Changed
604737 13512-11/708 13313-11/03 RP Check=-Client Home
§04737 14108-11/08 14:17-11/08 Client Laft Home
604737 14915B-11/03 14:89-14/08 Client Returned Home
804737 20:59-11/05 23103-11/0S RF Check-Client Home
804737 035303~13/06 08103-11/06 RF Check-Client Home
604737 10:119-11/06 10:131-11/08 Clisgnt Lett Home
804737 11:122-11/06 11:23-11/08 Cliont Returned Home
604737 12:19-11/06 12:131-11/06 Client Left Home
604737 14137-11/06 14138-11/086 Client Returned Home
804737 1851397-21/706 131S57-11/06 Busy

604737 18:00-11/706 18:01=11/06 Successful

804737 20:138-11/0€ 20:189-31/086 RP Cheek-Client Home
804737 04159-11/707 04339-11/07 RP Cheek-Client Home
804737 09:150-11/707 10:01-11/07 Client Left Home

- g DD t 0. MD 0 A

00 . AL 1t 1A

1tTX

lmels Raeb cecd ‘teew

Pericd 4
Stare
22:0%
22:01
22104
22101
23181
22:01
2210
Ne Calls

Status of Action

Termination: 04-04-1992

Stop

23129
23129
23:39
23139
23:59
23133
23159




w/

(ENT FULL REPORT
‘rent Dates 04-03-1992

comwocceccnccencanea=ee croncecasescsecr e e e m- LR R L L R R R R Ny

34737 20:17-11/08
34737 03:122-11/09
14737 031352-11/09
4737 03139-11/09
4737 04100-11/09
24737 09:37-14/09
24737 12134-11/09
24737 14124-11/09
24737 18:03-11/09
264737 20138-11/09
24737 043 38-41/10
24737 10:39-41/10
24737 14130-11/10
24737 18:08-11/10
24737 16:39-11/10
24737 20:38-11/10
24737 21113-41/10
24737 21128-11/10
24737 21:30-11/10
24737 22143-11/10
24737 06:43-11/11
34737 12:108-13/11
04737 14183-41/13
24737 1S132-11/11
34737 201853-11/11
24737 20:S4-11/11

- 04737 C4:S3-11/12

24737 09148-11/12
04737 13133-11/12
04737 13:33-14712
04737 14188-44/12
04737 13:138-11/12
04737 18:11-11/12
04737 18:26-11/12
04737 20:138-14/12
04737 08:112-11/13
tal Statusses Printed:

XY T oo

FR-33-132 7R -

122 [D:2IGITAL FRCILCTS

20120-11/08
03:87-11/09
03:57-11/09
03:59-11/09
043;00-11/09
09:158-11/0%3
13:08-11/09
14:138-11/709
12104-11/09
20139-11/709
04:39-11/10
10:39-11/10
14:S0-11/10
15106-11/10
16143-11710
20:128-11/10
21113~-11/10
21129-11/710
21130-11/10
22344-11/10
OB144-14/13
12:19-31/112

“14834-11/11

18:133-11/11%
20184-11/1%
20188-11/11
081585-11/12
10100-11/12
13:138-41/12
13148-11/12
14139-11712
18:39-11/12
18s11-13/12
18:27-14/712
21312-11/12
08:12-11/13
62

"Ex

|

)

Current Time: {1:08

RF Creck-Client Home
*Client Left Early
eClient Home Late

Success?ul

Pager-Called

RF Cheek-Client Home

Client Lett Home

Client Returned Home

Successtul

RF Check-Client Home

RF Check-Cliant Home

RF Check-Client Home

Susy

Sucecessful

RF Check-Client Hcme
Busy

Busy

Invalig Ver Contact
Pager-Called

RF Check-Clisnt Home
RF Check-Clisnt Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Hang up

Succasstul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Clisnt HMome
Clieat Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laeft Home
Client Returned Home
Successful

Busy

Succasaful

RF Chack-Client Home
RF Check-Client Hoae

EET XTI YT T Y Y L L PR TR LR Y PR R LR L L L L L L L DR Y P

“SL ~C:3728-"32-3429
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IENT FULL REPORT

rrant Date: 04-03-1992 Current Time: 11108 4

.--ooaaocoooo----.-----c----.-o----------c--o-—------c---.--.------_—_-,---._.

C NumberiYN110282 Dates = Entry: 10-30-1991 Termination104-04-1992
¢ficer’'s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client’'s Name:PALMER, TONY
treet Address:30 NORTH 3RD ST.
StateiNd
QfticmDO 12
Eauipment #$1604737
Boepar Number:7778804
essage Numberio

2
Gt fensetABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

+ PATTERSON Tip107S22

Receiver and Verifier Combined
Phone Numberi 1201790Q464
Telscl Number:S
POSS CDS WITHIN {,000FT SCHOQL

rievs: Period | Pericd 2 Periocd 3 Pericd ¢
Start Stop Star® Stop Start Stop Stare Step
nday 00:01 09180 16:10 17:00 171014 22100 22101 23189
esday 00:01 09130 18110 17100 17301 22:00 22:01! 23:S92
dnesday 001014 091380 16:10 173100 17:0% 22:00 22: 01 23139
ursday 00:014 02:20 16110 17100 171014 22:00 22:01 23189
iday 001 0¢ 09130 16110 18120 22:40 233! Sl 23159
turday 00:01 09:80 18110 17:00 1710 22100 22104 23:89
nday 00401 10120 18410 17100 17104 22:00 22:0% 23:§
pervisions Ne Calls Ore Call Ore Call No Calls

Notess INMATE 2ND FLOOR
story Por ALL STATUSES )

uipment Time - Date Time - Date

mber Equipsant Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Actioen

04737 1111211713 11113-11/13 RE Check-Client Home

04737 13117-11/13 13128-14/13 Client Left Home

04737 14199~-11/13 18:100-11/143 Client Returned Home

04737 19123-11713 18123-11/13  Busy

04737 1S:39-11/13 18140-11/13 Successful

04737 17110=43/13 17110-11/13 Busy

Q4737 173128=211/13 17126-11/83 Successiul

08737 21100=-13/13 21:102-11/13 RF Check-Client Home ‘
04737 08S3:02-11/1¢ 03102-11/16¢ RF Check-Client Haome |
04737 13:102-11/716 11103-11/16 RF Check-Ciient Home

04737 12:12-1171¢ 12:123-11/14 Client Left Heme

06737 12140=11/14 12:141-11/14 Client Returned Home

04737 12139-11/14 12:91-11/1¢ Client Left Home ‘
06737 14184-11/14 14133-11/14 Client Returned Home

04737 18:48-11/14 1S:46-11/14 #No Verifisr Detected

0a737 19:80-11/14 18:131-11/14 Succeasful

Q4737 18110-11714 18111-11/14 oNo Verifier Detaected

04737 18:17-11/14 18:118-11/14 Succeasful

04737 20:59-11/14 20:189-11/14 RF Check-Client Home -
04737 06159-11/15 04:189-11/1S RF Check-Client Home

04737 09:188-11/15 10110-11/1S Client Left Home

04737 01:38-11/08 RF Check-Clisnt Home

01337-11/08




-

- m-—

‘2o X

24737 xs:x4 11708 1“.1u-11/oa Suc'essful

ousrad eI R ISR TN T TGRS Claene Heturnea rRome Tres 7=
CLIENT PULL REPORT
Current Dates 04-03-1992 Current Time:r 11:22
604737 14:59-13/17 135:100-11/17 Suczessful

804737 20130-11/17 20:31-11/717 RF Check-Client Home
604737 21124-11/17 21:38-11/17 Suczessful

604737 04131-11/18 04:31-11/18 RF Check-Client Home
6804737 09141-11/18 09:83-11/18 Client Laft Home
604737 11:133-11/718 13134-11/18 Client Returned Home
8nN4737 12:44-11/18 121%6~-11/18 Client Lett Home
604737 13:13-11/718 13117-11/18 Client Returned Home
504737 1914714718 135:148-11/18 Successful

604737 189:26-11/718 18:27-11/18 Successtul

604737 19117-11/718 19118-11/18 RF Check-Client Home
804737 03118-11/19 031168-18/13 RF Check-Client Home
804737 0N118-11/19 09:128-11/19 RF Check-Client Home
604737 11148-11/19 12:100~11/13 Client Lett Home
604737 12148-11/19 12:49-11/19 Client Returned MHome
604737 12184-11/719 13108-11/19 Client Lett Home
604737 14:138-11/19 14139-11/19 Client Returned Home
6804737 18S¢57-11/719 15:88-11/19 Successful

604737 20139=11/19 20:140=11/19 RF Check-Client Home
504737 21133-11/19 21:133-11/19 Ne Ansver

604737 21143=41/19 231:144-11/19 Suceossful

604737 04139-11/20 04140-11/20 RF Check-Client Home
604737 10140-11/720 10:S8S1~-11/20 RF Check-Client Hoae
804737 12:107-11/20 12:318-11/20 Client Laft Home
604737 14;149=11/20 14¢350-11/20 Client Returned Home
604737 18:137-11/20 18:38-11/20 Succesatul

604737 20150~-11/20 20:150-11/20 RF Check-Client Home
604737 21123-11/20 21:124-11/20 eNe Verifier Dstected
604737 21128-11/20 21128-11/20 Successful

6804737 06150-11/2% 04:381-11/21 RF Check-Client Homa
804737 10180-11/21 10:1S1-11/21 RF Check-Client Home
604737 12:118-11/21 13:126-11/22 Client Latt Home
604737 12:138=11/2% 12137-41/2% Client Returned Home
804737 12138-11/21 13:146-11/21 Client Left MHome
Tetal 8tatuses Printed: 60

sy YT S L T DL L L L R LR B L R R L i



31T 2P0DLCTS TE, i IS0S-7E2-2u08 2EIC A2
j LiI1GAT rRaturned Home -

CLIENT PULL REPQRT

Current Dates 04-03-1992

Current Timer 11:22

804737 14129-11/17 18100-11/17 Successtul

804737 20:30-11/17 20:131-11/17 RF Check=Client Home
804737 21134-11/17 21:38-11/17 Successful

80e737 04131-11/18 04:31-11/18 RF CTheck=Client Home
804737 09141 -11/18 09153-11/18 lignt Left Home
804737 11:133-11/18 11134-11/18 Client Returnad Home
604737 12344-11/18 12:%9€-11/18 Clieant Left Home
604737 13:13-11/718 13:47-11/18 Client Returned Home
804737 1S:147-11/718 15:48-11/18 Succeestul

604737 18:126-11/18 18:27-11/18 Successtul

804737 193317-14/718 19118-11/18 RF Check=Client Hcme
604737 ©3:18-11/719 03:118-11/19 RF Check~-Client Home
604737 0%118-11/719 03:128-11/19 RF Check=-Client Hcme
604737 11:48=11/19 12:100-11/19 Client Laft Home
604737 12148-11/19 12149-11/19 Client Returned Home
804737 1218411719 13:08S-11/12 Client Leaft Home
€04737 14:38-11/19 14:139-41/19 Client Returned Home
804737 15:87-11/1% 135:188-11/19 Succassful

£0a4737 20:13%-11/19 20:40-11/19 RF Chegek-Client Home
80e737 21133-11/719 21135-11/19 No Answaer

604737 21:43=-41/19 213;44<-11/19 Succasaful

804737 04:139-11/20 06140-311/20 RF Check-Client Heme
804737 10:140-11/20 10:31-11/20 RF Check-Clisnt Home
5064737 12:07-11/20 12:18-11/20 Client Le?t Home
604737 14;49-11/20 14:180-11/20 Client Returned Home
804737 18:37-13/720 15138-11/20 Succeasful

604737 20150-11/20 20:180-11/20 RPE Chack=-Client Home
604737 21123-11/20 21:124-13/20 oNc Verifier Detected
€04737 21128=11/20 21:128-11/20  Successful

604737 04:150-11/21 04:31-11/21 RF Checx-Client rcme
€04737 10:150-11/24 10:81-11/2} RF Check~-Client Home
604737 12115-11/21 12128-11/2) Client Lsft Home
604737 12133-11/21 12:137-11/21 Client Returned Home
604737 12138-11/21 13:146-11/21 Client Left Home

Total Statuses Printed: 80
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CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Current Date:

504737
£04727
604737
€0a4737
604737
€04737
504737
604737
604737
604737
504737
604737
04727
804737
504737
€04737
804737
604737
604737
604737
605737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
804737
606737
604737
604737
604737

14:59-14/17
20:30-11/17
21:134-11/17
04131-11/18
03:41-11/18
11133-11/18
12:44-11/18
13:13-11/18
13:147-11/18
18:28-11/718
19¢17-11/18
03:18-11/19
09118-11/19
11148-11/13
12148-11/19
12:54-11/13
14:138-11/19
18187-11/19
20139-11/19
21133-11/719
21:43-31/19
04¢39-11/20
10:140-11/20
12107-11/20
14149-11/20
1%5:37-11/20
20:%50-11/20
21123-11/20
21:128-11/720
04:150-11/21
10:130~-11/21
12:18-11/72¢
12:138-11/24
12138-11/2}

" -

04-03-1992

Total Statuses Printed:

-oonouocna---o..----------.-..----—--n---go-----.--.--.ee------o---o---g.

13I3ITA SEINLCTS

P RS IVt

12100-11/17
20:31-11/17
21138-14/17
N4131-11/18
09:582-11/18
11134-11/18
12:88-11/18
13:17=-11/18
1S:148-11/18
18127-11718
19:18-11/18
03118-11/12
09:28-11/19
12100-11/19
12:49-11/19
13108-11/19
14139-11/19
19:88-11/19
20:40-11/19
21333-11719
211464-11/49
04140-11/20
10:91-11/20
12:118-11/20
14520-11/20
18:138-11/720
20:150-11/20
213124~11/20
21:28-11/20
04151-11/72%
10:181-11/2%
12:126-11/21
12:37-4472%
13146-11/23
60

ALK

- LTINS e
35 1 32CS-"3T-09629
b-&ellb\‘;'ﬁu7llwu Aviue

Current Time: 11:22

Suczessful

RF Check-Client Home
Successtul )
RF Check-Client Home
Client Lottt Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Heme
Successtul
Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check~-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laft Mome
Client Returned Home
Succasetul

RF Check-Client Home
No Ansvaer

Successtul

RF Check=Client Home

RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home

Client Raturned Home
Successful

RF Check-Client Home
#No Veriftier Detected
Succassful

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Lett Home
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CLIENT FULL REPORT

Current Dates 04-03-1992 Current Timar 11:22

P e e T R R P Y L R R L A R P P R R L R E L R R R R R i

DOC Number:YNi{10282 Dates =
Cfticer’s NameiCICCONE, RICH
Ciient'’'s Name:PALMER, TCNY
Street Acdress:30 NORTH 3RD ST.
StateatNd
Q¢tices DO 12
Equipment 91604737
Baeeper Numberi 7778804
Message Numbaer:O2
offense: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

Entry: 10-30-1991 Tarmiraticon: 04-0d-1332

» PATTERSON

11007322

Receiver and Verifier Comiined
Phone Number: 12017300«4E4
Telsol Number: 3
POSS CDS WITHIN 1, 000FT SCHCOL

Cur fevwes Period 1 Period 2 Periog 3 Period ¢
Start Stop Start Stop Stare Stap Stars Ssoz
Menday Q0301 09130 16110 17:00 17101 22100 22:01 23: S
Tuesday 00101 09180 18110 17:00 17101 22:00 22:0¢ 23:¢
Wedneaday 0010} 09: 30 16:10 17:00 17:01 22100 22101 23: 2
Thursday 00101 09180 16110 17100 17101 22:C0 22101 234
Friday 003014 091 20 18:10 183 20 22: 60 23: 10 23:1: 232
Saturday 00101 09:%0 18:190 17:00 17:014 22:00 22 232
Sunday 00101 10120 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00 s-.Ol {32
Supervisions Ne Calls ) One Call One Call No Calis
Notess INMATE 2ND FLOOR

Histery Fer ALL STATUSES e

Eguipment Time - Date Time - Date

Number Equipment Type (A¢tual) (Printed) Status of Acticn

604737 14182-131/721 13103-11/2% Cliant Returned Home

604737 1S117-11/28 1S117-13/2¢ Busy

604737 18:132-11/728 1S132-11/22 Busy

604737 . 1S:147-11/21 138:147-11/22 Telsol Didn’t Respond

604737 13:158-11/21 18:189-11/21 Successful

604737 16126-11/2% 16:126-14/23% Busy

804737 16141-11/21 16:462-14/21 Successful

604737 21:03-11/21 21:107-13/21 RF Check-Client Home

604737 08:07-11/22 08:107-11/22 RF Check-Client Home

604737 04:59=-11/719 00:159-11/18 RF Chaeck-Client Home

604737 03138-11/713 10110~-31/18 Client Left Home

804737 14158-11/718 14137-13/13 Client Returnsd Home

804737 18:120~-13/18 1S:21-11/13 Succeoestul

£04737 20137-11/4S 20189-11/18 RF Check-Cliant Home

804737 04:189-11/716 03300-11/16 RF Check-Client Home

604737 11:00-11/718 11:100~-14/168 RF Check-Client Home

504737 12154-11/716 13:06-11/%8 Client Lett Home

504737 14318-11/16 14318-11/16 Client Returned Hcme

804737 14147-11/16 14148-11/16 #No Verifier Detescted

604737 14182-11/16 141S3-11/16 SBuccesstul

6804737 20118-11/716 20:19-11/16 RF Chaeck-Client Home

804737 213147117186 21:148-11/18 Successful

804737 0é: 19~ 11/17 04119=41717 RPE Chock-ClLlnt Home

oa s
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cemm ame e - - m—
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CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Current Datae: Q4-03-1992 Current Time:r 11:48

DOC Number: YN 10282 Dates = Entry:110-30-1991 Termination: 04 =04 - 332
Qfficer’'s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client’s NamaiPALMER, TONY -
Street Addrees:30 NORTH 3RD ST.
StataiNd
Oftice: D0 12
Equipment #:604737

+ PATTERSCN

2i2:07%22

Receiver and Veritfier Combinea
Beeper Numberi 7778804 Phone NumbBer: 12017300464
Meseage Number:02 Telsol Number:d
Oftens@: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCTHOOL

Curfews: Period 1§ Pericd 2 Periocd 3 Periog <
Stare Stop Stars Stop Stare Stop Stare <
Monday 00:01 ©9:130 16110 17100 17101 22100 2210l <
Tussday Q010! 03: 80 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22:0! s
Wednesday 00:01 09: 50 16:10 17:00 17:014 22:00 22108 2
Thursday 0C: 01 09150 1€:10 17:00 17:01 22:C0 22: ¢ 2z
Friday 00: 01 09:%0 1€:10 18:2 22:40 23::0 23::: i
Saturday 00:01 09150 18110 17100 17:10¢ 22:C 22: 0% 23l
Sunday 00101 10120 16110 17:00 17:01 22:00 22301 23: 2
No Calls One Call Onse Call Ne Calls

Supervisions
. Notes: INRATE 2ND PFLOOR

History Fer ALL STATUSES

Equipaent Time - Date Time - Date
Number Equipment Type CActual) (Printed) Status of Acticnm
804737 08:07-11/722 0S:107-11/22 RF Check=-Clisnt Home
804737 11:07-11/722 11:107=-11/22 RF Check-Client Hecme
604737 11:87-11/22 12108-11/22 Clisnt Left Home
604737 12:48-11/22 12149~-11/22 Client Returned Home
804737 12:33-14/22 13:11-11/22 Client Leftt Home
604737 13120-11/722 13128=41/22 Client Returned Home
604737 13:120-11/722 13134-11/22 Client Left Home
‘604737 13500-11/722 13:101-11/22 Ciient Returned Heme
804737 18:24-11/22 18124-11/22 Busy

604737 1S:141-11/22 1S141-11/22 Busy

604737 15186-11/22 18:188-~11/22 Busy

604737 18:138-11/22 1S5138-13/22 Busy

€04737 16300-11/22 18:100-11/22 Pager-Called

604737 17122-11/22 17:37-11/22 +eClient Left Early
604737 17133-11/22 17:137-11/22 &Client Home Late
€04737 17:139-11/22 17140-11/22 Succeustul

604737 17:340-11/22 17:140-11/22 Pager-Callad

804737 19118-11/722 19:119=11/22 Succesztul

804737 22:21-11/22 22:122-11/22 Successful

€04737 01:137-11/23 01181-11/23 RF Check<-Client Home
604737 - 07:181-11/283 07:181-11/23 RF Check-~Client Home
604737 12136-11/23 121468-11/23 Cilient Le?t Home
604737 12:48-11/23 12:149-11/23 Clignt Returned Home
€04737 12:47-11/23 12138-11/23 Client Lett Home

/24X
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CLIENT FULL REPORY

Current Date: 04-03-1992 Current Time: (1148

£04737
804737
604737
804737
604737
504737
S04737
604737
€04737
£04737
804737
£04737
§04737
604737
£04737
804737
604737
£0a4737
604737
804737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
€0a737
604737
804737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
804737
€04737
§04737
€04737
604737
£04737
604737
604737
604737
604737
504737
604737
804737
604737
864737

~ s meEy

19:42-11/23
20134-11/23
21158-11/23
22100=-11/23
22:02-11/23
04:138-11/24
10:38-11/24¢
13:130-11/24
14138-11/724
14:48-11/72¢
19:137-14/24
19:132-11/24
20:39-11/24
04152-11/2S
10:182-11/23
$11102-11/238
12:83-11/29
12188-11/28
13135-11/28
14113-11/25
18102-11/28
135:133-11/23
23:108-11/23
21136-11/29
233127-11/25
23143 -11/28
23143-11/28
23158-11/728
23154-11/726
00107-11/26
00109~-11/26
00307-11/28

00812-11/26

06:10-11/28
12310-11/28
12:47-41/26
14338-11/26
14:36-11/28
18:40-11/26
19:41-11/26
16103-11/26
16109-11/28
17:111-13/26
19144-11/26
21139~-11/26
24149-11/26
24:181-11/28
22112-11/28
0ls11-11/27
0711211727

X Y- PENAE. L4

19143-11/23

20:38-11/23

21198-11/23
22:01-11/23
22:02-11/23
04139~11/24
10:39-=11/2¢
{4:1081~-11/24
14139-14/24
14:48-11/2¢

19:137-11/24"

19:183-11/24
20:182-11/724
04:182-11/28
10153-11/239
11:113-11/23
12:%4-11/28
13:06-11/28
13137-11/2%
14:24-11/28
19:108-11/23
1S134-11/28
213108-11/23
23136-11/23
23139-11/29
23:41-11/23
23:143-11/23
23:188-11/2%
00108~-1§/28
00108-11/28
00109-=11/286
001 10-11/26
003 12-11/28
0831C-11/26
12110-11/26
12159-11/328
149038-11/26
14348-11/26
1S:40-11/28
18:37-14/26
16:08-11/26
16126-11/26
17118-41/28
19:148-31/286
21:140-11/28
21180-11726
2113111728
22313-11/726
01:12-13/27
07112-11/727

AP DD IDY

/25X

Successful

RF Check-Client Home
#No Verifier Detectec
aNo Verifier Cetected
‘Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Cliant Home
Client Laftt Home
Client Returned Home
Successful

Busy

Successful

RF Check-Client Heme
RF Check-=Client Home
RF Check~-Client Home
Client Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laft Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Sucesssftul

RF Cheek-Client Home
Client Agded/Changed
oClient Left Early
Busy

Pager-Called

aClient Home Late
oClient Left Early
#Noe Verifier Detected
Pager-Callesd
aClient Home Late
Pager-Called

RE Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Clisnt Returned Home
Client Lett Home
€lient Returned Home
Clisnt Left Home
Client Returned Home
Cliant Left Home
Client Returned Home
Successtul
Hang up

®No Verifiesr
Pager-Called
Successful
RP Chack-Client Heme
RF Check-Client Home

~lioad | adé Wams

Detected
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CLIENT FULL REPORT

Current Date: 04-03-1992 Current Times 12105
604737 1€:38-11/28 16:29-11/28 Client Returnad Home
604737 18:20-11/28 18121-11/28 +eNo Verifier Detected
804737 18:26-11/28 18:27-11/28 Successful
804737 22108-11/28 22:108-11/28 Busy
804737 22:39-11/28 22:51-11/28 RF Check~-Client Home
604737 08:81-11/29 06181-11/29 RF Check-Client Home
604737 07:31-=11/29 07143-11/29 Client Left Home
804737 13:143-11/29 13:43-11/29 RF Check-Not Hime

Total Statuses Printed: 87
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CLIENT FULL REPQRT ’ *
Current Date: 04-03-1992 Current Time: 12:10S
DOC Number: YN110292 Dates = Entry: 10-20-1391 Terminacionmt03-03-1352
Ctticar’'s Name1CICCONE, RICH
Client’'s Namei FALMER, TONY

Street Address:30 NORTH 3RD 8T.
S8tateINJ
O¢ftico: DO 12
Equipmant #:504737
Seeper Number:7778804
Message Number:02
Oftense: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

y PATTERSON 2ip1C7%22 N

Receivaer and Verifier Ccmbined
Phone Number: 2017300484
Telsol Number:$
POSS CDS WITHIN 1|,000FT SCHOOL

Curftews: Period 1 Pericd 2 Period 3 Per.ad ¢
Start Stop Start Stop Start Stop Starse Ssoc -
Menday 00:01 09150 18:10 17:00 17101 22:00 223101 23132
Tuesday 00:01 ©3: 30 16110 17100 171014 22:00 22:04 2s:2%
Wednesday 00:01 09: 50 16: 10 17:00 17101 22100 22: 01 23: 53
Thuraday 00:301¢ 09:8%0 16310 17100 17101 22:00 22:01 <2:83
Friday 00:01 091 50 1€:10 18:20 22: 40 22110 23118 231E:2
Saturday 00101 09380 16110 17100 17108 22100 22101 23183
Sunday 00:01 1012 18: 10 17100 17:01¢ 22:00 22:01 23: 5%
Supervisiont No Calls Cne Call Cne Call Ne Calls
Notess INMATE 2ND FLOGR

History Fer ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Date
Number Equigmant Type (Actual) (Printed)

604737 18144-11/29 181438-11/23 Hang up

604737 18154-{1/29 18184-11/29 Hang up

604737 18:39-11/29 19:104-11/29 +oClient Home Late
604737 19:103-11/29 19:03-11/29 Pager-Called

604737 19104-11/29 19:04-11/29 Busy

604737 19106-11/29 191068-11/29 Pager -Busy

604737 19117-11/23 19:117-11/29 Pager-Called

604737 21318-11/729 21:16-11/29 Successful

609737 03101-11/30 03:01-11/30 RE Check-Client Heme
604737 09101-11/30 09101-11/30 RF Check-Client Honme
604737 12:130-41/30 13142-11/30 Client Left Home
604737 14130-14/30 14:131-11/30 Client Returned Home
604737 18:139-11/30 16:36-11/30 Sueccessful

604737 20:31-11/30 20:32-11/30 RF Check-Clisnt Home
804737 20:30-11/730 203141-11/730 +Client Left Early
804737 20143-11/30 20144-11/30 oNo Verifier Detected
804737 20:48-11/30 20148-11/30 Pager-Called

604737 20144-11/30 20143-11/30 eClient Home Late
604737 20147-11/30 20:47-11/30 Busy

604737 2014811730 20:48-11/30 Pager-Calle¢

604737 21185-11/730 21156-11/30 oNo Verifier Decectea
604737 22:01-13/30 22:102-141/30 Hang up"

S s DDD L L I SR SR L T Ll R I R R L 7 | - PRV-eN
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Status of Action
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CLIENT FULL REPQRT
Current Date: 04-03-1392

£04737 QO INE-12/01 A0;07-12/01 eNo Yerifier Jeteczted
SU4737 00:107-12/701 Q0:07-12/41L Sagar -Callea

804737 Q0:08-12/01 CO108-12/0¢ Pagar-Called

04737 CB:tV4-12/701 08:04-12/01 RF Check~-Cliens Hcome
604737 12104-12/01 12:08-12/01% RF Check-Client Houme
04737 18:08-12/01 18312-12/01 RF Check-Client Home
£04737 18:27-12/701 18:27-12/0% Telsasl Interruptec
604737 13:26-12/01 13:28-12/01 Successful

€08737 02:12-12/02 02:114-12/702 RF Check-=Client Mrome
806737 07:11-12/02 07:33-12/02 Client Left Home
€04737 13122-12/02 13123-12/02 RF Check-Not Home
804737 18:17-12/02 18:18-12/02 +#Client Home Late
€0a4737 18:21-12/702 16121-12/02 Pager-Called

804737 19:24-12/02 18:36-12/02 <Client Lett Early
€04737 18:385-12/02 (8:2€-12/02 +#Client Home Late
804737 18138~12/702 18:33-12/02 Succassful

£04727 18:39-12/02 18:39-12/02 Pager-Called

04737 22:02-12/02 22:02-12/02 Busy

€04737 22:17-12/02 22:17-12/02 Successtul

804737 N2:3%5-12/03 02:36-12/03 RF Check-Cliesnt Home
604737 07:102-12/03 07313-12/03 Client Lett Home
604737 13113-12/03 13114-12/03 RF Check-Not Home
£04727 13139-12/03 13150-12/03 +eNe A.C. Pover

804737 13148-12/703 13:150-12/703 A.C. Power Restored
804737 13:1852-12/03 13:82-12/703 Pager -Busy

604737 14302-12/03 14:102-12/03 Pager -8usy

€04737 14312-12/703 14012-12/03 Pager-Called

804737 18:12-12/03 18:13-12/03 #*Client Home Late
604737 18116-12/03 18118-12/023 Pager-Called

604737 19:113-12/03 13114-12/03 Succosstul

€04737 20:144-12/03 20:44-12/03 Busy

€04737 21100-12/03 21:00-12/03 Recorded Speech
604737 21:10-12/03 21:110-12/703 Recorded Speech
804737 21312-12/03 21:12-12/03 Pager-Called

€04737 023 13-12/0¢ 02:13-12/0@ RF Check-Client Home
604737 07:02-12/04 0O7:14=12/0¢ Client Left Home
804737 13314-12/704 13:18-12/04 RF Check-Not Home
804737 13:116-12/04¢ 13:16-12/04 Client Returned Home
604737 13115-12/04 13137-12/04 Client Left Home
6804737 18:08-12/04 18:103-12/04 Client Returned Hocme
604737 19:26-12/04 13:126-12/04 Succesaful

Q4737 02:09-12/08 02::15-12/08 AF Check=-Cliant Mome
604737 07:02-12/08 07:14-12/03 Client Left Home
804737 13:14-12/08 13:115-12/08 RF Check-Not Home
€04737 18115-12/09 18:116-12/0F +Client Home Late
€04737 18118-12/08 18:18-12/703 Pager-Called

€04737 21:40-12/708 21141-12/0% eNg Veritier Detected
604737 21:146-12/708 21147-12/08 Successful

EC4727 02116-12/06 (3:16-12/7086 RF Creck-Client Hcme

128%
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CLIENT FULL REPGRT -
Current Date: 04-03-1932 Current Time:r 12:20 .

cemcOBOceTeeeGeeDEwRTeeeaeseaneno cecceceacenoe P T Y I Iy P P L T R Y R TR L AR

DOC Number:YN110282 Dates = Entry: 10-30-1931 Tormiration:Ca~0a-~-1332
Dfticar’'s Nama:CICCONE, RICH
Cliant's NameiPALMER, TCNY
Street Addresst30 NORTH SRD sT. , PATTERSON Tis1G7222
State:iNJ P
Office: D0 12 -
Equipmant #:1604737
Sespger Number:777880%
Message Number:O2
Offense: A3STRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS

Receiver and Verifisr Comcined

Phone Number: !20179004E4
Telsol Number:1 S

€S8 WITHIN {,COO0FT SCHOOL

Curfavs: Pericd 1§ Pericd 2 Periocd 3 Perice 4

Start Stos Star® Stop Stars Sten Stare LY
Monday 00:01 09120 183140 17:00 17101 22;:00  22:0! 22:2: y
Tuesday 00101¢ 03:50 1€:10 17100 17:01 22:00 22:01 23: <
Wednesday 00104 09:50 1€110 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 23:<:
Thursday 00:01 03:3 16:10 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 23
Friday 00:01 09150 16:10 18120 22:40 23:10 I3:!l 23:
Saturday 00:01¢ 0'3:30 16:10 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 ]
Surday 00:01 10: 20 18:10 17100 17:01 22:00 221 ¢t
Supervision: No Calls One Call Cne Call No Calls

Notasi INMATE 2ND FLOOR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Date
Number Equipment Type (Actual) (Printea) Statue of Action
604737 161164-12707 18115-12/707 Successtul
€04737 19147-12/07 19:48-12/07 Successful
604737 20129%-12/07 20:26-12/07 RF Check-Client Home
804737 04:25-12/08 06:26-12/08 RF Check=-Client Home
604737 10:126-12/08 10127-12/98 RF Check-Client Home
804727 11:%0-12/08 12:04-12/08 Client Left Heme
804737 12:05-12/08 12:06-12/08 Client Returned Home
€04737 12:20-12/08 12:42-12/08 Ciient Laft Home
604737 13:109-12/08 13:10-12/08 Client Returned Home
604737 13:108-12/08 13:119-12/08 Clisnt Left Home
604737 13:29-12/08 13132-12/08 Clisnt Returned Heme
604737 19:136-12/08 13148-12/08 Clisant Left Home
£04737 14137-12/08 14:138-12/08 Ciient Returned Home
604737 18:20-12/08 18:120-12/08 Hang up
504737 18:30-12/08 1S:131-12/08 Succossful
604737 20:37-12/08 20:38-12/08 RF Check-Client Home
804737 21:126-12/08 21:128-12/08 Succaasful
804737 04:138-12/09 04:39-12/09 RE Check-Client Home
£0a737 07313112709 07:43-12/709 Client Lett Home
€04737 12:43-12/09 13:43-12/0% RF Check ~Not Home
504737 1415%-12/709 14:58-12/09 Client Addged/Changed
604737 1812912709 18:31-12/09 Cliene Returned Home
604737 19:131-12/09 18143-12/09 Client Left Home
804737 18:149-12/09 18:50-12/09 Ciient Returned Home
804737 19:118-42/09 13:112-12/09 Successful
€047237 02:49-12/10 02130-12/10 RF Cheek-Client Home




CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Current Cata: 03-03-1392 Current Time: 12:2
804727 07:28-12/710 07:339-12/710 Client Le?t Hcme
§04727 13139-12/10 13:40-12/10 RF Check -Not Hume
£Q04737 19:12-12/710 13112-12/710 eClient Home Late
504737 19:14-12/10 1911e~-12/10 Pager-Called
504727 19119-12/710 13:16-12/710 Hang ug
504737 19:28-12/10 19126-12/10 Hang uo
5047237 19126-12/710 13:37-12/10 =lnvalig Insert
304737 19:38-12/10 19:28-12/10 Pager -Called
804737 21:51-12/10 21:31-12/10 Hang up
804727 22:01-12/710 22101-12/10 Busy
€04737 22116-12/10 22:1€-12/10 #lnvalid Irmsert
604737 22:18-12/10 22:18-12/10 Pager-Calleda
£0a737 03:12-12711 03:1¢-12/118 RF Check-Client Home
€04737 N8:20~-12/11 08:32-12/11 Client Left Home
604737 02:16-12/068 0Q2:186-12/086 RF Check-Client Home
504737 08:16~-12/08 08:17-12/08 RF Checrx-Cliant Home
804737 03:04-12/06 09:13-12/06 Client Left Home
§047237 12118-12/706 135:16-12/06 RF Check-Not Home
§047237 18146-12/0U8 18:47-12/06 +#Cl.ent Home Late
8Q4737 18:49-12/C8 18:143-12/06 Pager-Called
£047327 20:0%-12/06 20105-12/068 Suczesstul
£04737 21121 -12/06 21122-12/086 Succassful
€04737 02:147-12/07 02148-12/07 RF Check-Client Mome
E04737 08148-12/07 08:48-12/07 RF Check-Client Home
804737 10:130-12/07 10142-12/07 Client Laft Home
604737 14:08-12/07 14116-12/07 Client Returned Home
£04737 14112-12/07 14:23-12/07 Client Laft Home
804737 14:124-12/07 14:23-12/07 Client Returned Home

Total Statuses Printad: g4
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CLIENT FULL REPCRT

Current Date:

DOC Number: YNL10292

Otficer’es Name:CICCONE,

Q4-03-1992

SISITARL FRCILCTS . N I3CS-TEI-223 I 2
Current Time: 12:3€
Dates = Enery: 10-20-1991 TermicmasicniT3-04-1332
RICH

Client’s Nama:PALMER, TONY

Setreet Acdress:30 NORTH 2RD ST.
State:NJ

Jttice1DO 12
Equipment ®16804737
Beeper Number:7778804
Message Number:02

Qffense: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

, PATTERSON

Receiver ang Verifier Combired
Phone Numbari{20173004€3
Telsol Number:S5

POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHCOL

Curtfews: Period 1| Perind 2 Perind 3 Periad 4
Star¢ Step Start Step Stars Steop Stare Stzs
Menday 00: 01 03150 16110 17:00 171014 22100 2211 23:2
Tuesday 00104 09130 18110 17100 17:018 22:00 22: 08 22: S
Wednesday 00:01 09:50 1€:1 10 17:00 17101 22100 2200 PE
Thursday 00104 09:%0 16:10 17:00 17:0¢ 22:00 22:08 23: <
Fricay 00:01 091 S0 16110 18120 22: 30 23:10 23: 08 z
Saturday 0Q:01 03:20 16:10 17:00 17104 22:00 22:9¢ I
Suncay 00:01 10:20 18110 17100 17101 22:20 22: 208 2z 3
Supervision: Ng Calls One Call One Call Ne Zails
Notaes: INMATE 2ZND FLOOR

Histery For ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Date

Numbav Equipment Type CActual) (Printed) Status of Acsi1oR
604737 03112-12/741 0O3114-12/11} RF Check~-Client Home

804737 08:20-12/11 08:32-12/11} Client Left Home

804737 14:32~-12/11 15:28-12711 RF Chack=-Not HOome

£04737 17145=-12/711 17:47-12/11 Client Returned “cme

804737 17:94=12/11 17:358-t2/11 Client Left Home

£04737 13:01-12/711  19:02-12/11 Client Returned Home

604737 19:124-12/711 19123-12/11% Succesaful

€04737 03:102-12712 03103-12/12 RF Check-Client Home

804737 08143=-12/12 09:11-42/12 Client Left Home

804737 09103-12/712 09:11-12/12 RF Check~-Neot Home

604737 18s514-12/712 18:18-12/12 RF Check -Not Home

604737 189:06-12/12 18108-12/42 Client Returned Home

604737 18138-12/12 168:147-12/12 Client Left Home

604737 13:02-12/12 19:06-12/12 Client Returned Home

804737 19:28-12/12 13:129-12/12 #Ne A.C. Power

604737 19129-12/12 19:31-12/12 A.C. Power Restcored

804737 19831-12/12 13:31-12/12 Successful

€04737 19:32-12/12 19:132-12/712 Pager-Called

804737 21:068-12/712 21:22-12/12 eClient Left Early

€0a737 21:24-12/12 21:28-12/12 Hang up

804737 21:268-12/712 21126-12/12 Pager-Called

604737 21:88-12/712 21:157-12/12 Hang up

804737 00:17-12/713 00127-12/13 »Client Home Late

€0a737 00:29-12/123 00129-12/13 Pager-Called

604?23 05:23-12/13 06:39°&2/13 RFE Check=Client Hcme
Paeg b va® © ¢ mdepet e -




CLIENT FULL REPCRT

Curront Date:

604737
604737
604737
804737
8047327
604737
§04737
804737
047237
804737
504737

14:24-12/13
14:48-12/13
15103-12/15
18129-12/19
(8:40-12/15
18:150-12/18
18:82-12/718
c0128-12/18
22111-12/718
23:13-12/18
22:34-12/19

04-02-19%2

Total Statuses Printed:

14:22-12/13
19:48~-12/183
18:04-12/18
18125-12/18
18140~-12/18
18:130-~-12/15
18:352-12/12
«0128-12/18
22113-12/19
22:13-12/18
22:45-12/18
30

132X

Current Time: 12:92

Ciient Returneg ~come
Busy

Successful

Susy

Secorcad Soeech
Recdrded Speech
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client ome
ssWristlet Tamperee
Pagar-Callad
Wristlat Reset

cf e ccvc e e me -~

cTemcsccnm .-~



“~

CLIENT FULL REPQRT

ceemanmeeaasan®

DOC Number:

‘Currant Datel 04 -03-1392

Qtticer's Name: CICCONE,
Slient's Nama: PALMER,
Sgreet Addrees: 30 NORTH

stat@tNJ
OtficeiDO 12
Equipment 81604737
Beeper Number 17778804
Message Numbar 1902

OffansotABSTRUCT

Curfews: Pariod-!
Start
Meonday 00301}
Tuesday 00:01
Wednesday 00101
Thuraday 00:01
Frigday 00101
Sagurday 00101
sunday 00301

Supervisiont NOo Calls

Notes: INMATE

Mistory For ALL STATUSBES

gEquipmnent
Number
804737
604737
©04737
8087237
804737
604737
804737
604737
604737
604737
$04737
604737
804737
€0a737
S04737
€04737
€04737
504737
509737
604737
604737
604737
E04737

Equipment Typ
06165-12/16
07:40-12/16
13151-12/18
18:133-12/16
18142-12/186
19100-12/16
19:111-12/16
19116-12/16
19137-12/16
21:00-12/16
03:112-12/17
03:14-12/17
14116-12/17
1814712717
19:146-12/17
19103-12/17
20:52-12/17
21:02-12/17
03:03-12/18

©07127-12/18

11109-12/18
12:39-12/18
18:12-12/18

em, mN Lt/ O

YN110282 Dates = Ent
RICH
TONY
2RD ST. '

Current Time: 12:22

PATTERSCN

Recegiver and verifier Combined

ING JUSTICS

Phone NumBeri L 201730044
Telsol Number:S ’
pESS CDS WITHIN 1, S00FT SCHOCL

U NN

Pariod 2 Perice 2 Fer.oQ ¢
Stop star® Stop stare Ston Start Ste
09150 16110 17:00 17:01 a2:00 22:01) 23:
03:20 16:10 17100 17101 223100 22161 23
09:30 16310 17100 17101 22100 22:01 23
39: S50 16:10 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 23
09: 50 16410 18¢20 22140 231190 23501 i
03150 16:10 17:00 17:014 22100 Z21CL I
10: 20 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22:i9. 23

One Call One Call No Calls

2ND FLOOR

ime - Date Time - Date

[} (Actual) -
06:145-12/16
n71S1-12/16
13152-12/186
18124¢~-12/716
18:54-12/16
19:02-12/16
19112-12/16
19:114-12/16
19:38-12/16
21101-12/716
03114-12/17
091 15-12/17
14327-12/47
18:151-12/17
18:198-12/17
191023-12/17
20:183-12/17
21:02=12717
03113-12/18
07:133-12/18
11109-12/18
13:139-12/18
18:113-12/18
18¢132-12/18

733X

<

(Printed)

status of Actlion
RF Check-Ciient Home

Client Laft Home

RE Check -Not Home

Client Returned Home

Client Left Home

Client Returned Hom@

ssWristlet Tamperse®

_ Pagev -Busy

successful
Successful

RF Check-Clisnt Home
RF Check-Client Home
Clisnt Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Hang up

Successful

RF Check-Client Home
Client Laft Home
Client Added/Changed
RF Check-Not Home
ciient Returned Home
Client Left Home




CLIENT FULL REPORT
Current Dates 04-03-19

8U4?737
504737
E0a737
504727
£Q4737
£0a737
804737
804737
604737
604737
€04727
604737
EQu737
504737
8047237
604737
€04737
€047237
504737
804727
€04737
EQ4 737
€04737
604737
504737
&8ne737
604737
€04727
504737
634737
£04727
€04737
504737
604737
604737
804737
604737
804737
604737
604737
€04737
503737
604737
804737
604737
8Q4737
8047237
£0¢737
604737
804737
604737
804737
SHATR?

20i03-12/18
03193-12/19
07:41-12/19
13:83-12/719
18:44-12/19
17:43-12/43
20108 -12/19
22:42-12/173
23:122-12719
23:128-12/13
22:127-12/719
23:23-12/19
&e3131-42719
23:41-12/19
014:02-15/20
07:81-12/20
00:117-12/13
C0:23-12/13
$6127-12/123
09107-12/13
12:54-12/13
13:09-12/13
18:83-12/13
13:29-12/13
20130-12/13
20138-12713
23:128-12/713
02:353-12/14
08154-12/14
11106-12/14
11:120-12714
11:22-12/714
113149-12/14
11:34-12/14
12:04-12/10
12:119-12/14
12121-12/1¢
12:40-12/14
12193-12/14
18:29-12/14
18:128-12/14
18184-12/14
19114-12/14
19124-12/14
19134-12/14
12:38-12/14
03:01-12/18
09:03-12/13
11128~-12/13
113133-12/18
11:36-12/719%
12:07-12/718

t Y. Q1@

<D 0e=-12/18
v3:42-12/193
07183-1279
19104-12719
18181 -12/19
=0100-12/143
20:102-12/19
22:42-12/13
23:22-12/19
23:1235-12/719
22:27-12/19
23129-127172
23:31-12/719
23:41-12/19
04:02-12/20
08:03-12/20
00127-12/13
Q00:129-12/13
OE128-12/13
0%:18-12/13
12:2%-12/13
13:21-12/7143
18:83-12/13
19:30-12/13
208131-12/13
201368-12/713
2231 29-12/13
02:184-12/14
08:S84-12/14
11:18~-12/714
11:21-12/714
11:22-12/714
11149-12/14
11:54-12/14
12:04=-12/14
12:19-12/14
12:21-12/714
12:41-12/714
2:143~12/14
18:26-12/1e
18:128-12/14
19:02-12/14
19114-12/14
19:24-12/16
19134-12/14
19:38-12/1e
03:08-12/13
09:1068-12/13
11129-12/715
11:33-12/718
11:34-12/719

12:07-12/198
(-4

O TR R

134X

I I TIDE-TII-3EOE

Current Timer 12:52

Successful

RPF Check-Client Home
Ciiant (eft Home

RF Check=-Not Home
Cliant Returned =:me
Ci.ens _aft Home
Cliens Raturmed Hcme
Successtul

Busy

Busy

Susy

Busy

Pagar-Susy
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Heme
Client Letft Home
sCliant HMome Late
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Hcme
Client Laftt Home
Client Returnea Home
Client Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Successful
*No Verifigr Detectad
Succossrtul
Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Creck-Cliant Home
*Client Lef: Early
«No Verifigr Detected
Pager-Called

Busy

Client Added/Changed
Busy

Hang up

Pager-Called
«Client Home Late
Pager-Called
*No A.C. Power
Pager-Called

A.C. Power Restored
Recorded Speech
Recorded Speech

Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Hume
Successful

Client Agded/Changed
Client Added/Changed
Client Added/Chanrged

P L Y L
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CLIENT FULL REPGORT

Current Date: 03-03-1992 Current Time: 12:39

504737 18:47-12/20 18:359-12/20 Client Lett Home
804737 19411-12/720 19:114-12/20 Cliant Returned Home
04737 19:11-12/720 19:23-12/20 Client Leftt Home
£04737 22:27-12/720 22:27-12/20 Client Returneg Home

804737 22:32-12/20

22154-12/20

Successtul

£04737 23:01-12720 23:.5-12/20 eClient Left Early
€0a737 23:14-12/20 23116~-12/720 sCl:ent Home Lata
804737 23118-12/720 23:18-12/20 Busy

£04737 e3:119-12/20 23:19-12/20 Pager-Callea

604737 23:21-12/20 23:21-12/20 Busy

50a727 23:122-12/20 23122-12/20 Pager-Called

E04737 23:23-12/20 23:23-12/720 dusy

£0e4737 22:25-12/720 23129-12/20 Keng up

604737 23:28-12/20 23:28-12/20 Pagar-Called

604737 231S4-12/21 00i11£-12/21 eClient Left Early
€Q4737 00:07-12/21 00:186-12/21 #Clians Heme Late
€04737 00:18-12/721 001 19-12/2% Successful

804737 00:13-212/21 00:13-12/21 Pager-Called

€04737 061168=-12/21 06:17-12/21 RF Check-Clignt Home
€04737 11128-12/721  11:236-12/728 Clioent Left MMome
8047237 13:19-12/21 18:20=-12/2% Client Returmed Hcme
804737 14133-12/21 14:134-12/214 Successtul

604737 15:31-12/72F 18:132-12/2% Successtul

604737 19:46-12/21 13:196-12/21 Hang up

€04737 191836-12/28 19:187-12/21 Sucecessful

804737 20120-12/28 20:120-12/21% RF Check-Client Home
604737 21:33-12/721 24:;33-12/721 Busy

€04737 21:38-12/72% 21:439-12/2% Successful

804737 04:20-12/722 04:121-12/22 RF Check-Client Home
504737 10120-12/722 10:21-12/22 RF Check-Client Home
804737 12156-12/722 13:08-12/22 Client Left ~cme
804737 14:137-12/22 14:41-12/22 Client Returned Home
604737 15:108-12/722 18:108-12/22 Busy

604737 18:110-12/22 1%:10~-12/22 Busy

€04737 18:12-12/22 18:12-12/22 Pager-Called

804737 19:33-12/22 13:140-12/22 Successtful

604737 20141-12/22 20141-12/22 RF Check-Client Home
504737 04:41-12/23 04:42-12/23 RF Check-Cliaent Home
€04737 07144-12/23 07:38-12/23 Client Left Home
604737 13:138-212/723 13156-12/29 RF Check-Not Home
504737 18:139-12/23 18:136-12/23. Client Returned Home
604737 183131-12/23 18:192-12/723 Client Left Home
804737 17107-12/23 19:08-12/23 Client Returned Home
Total Statuses Printed: 122
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CLIENT FULL QEPRQRT
Current Datar 04-03-1%

32

Current Time: 123:27

cwcavescacecnssstneneNccecscaccseaaw cocemas D R R T e g g RV U S g

609737
804737
804737
€1a737
£04737
£04737
SC4737
B4737
604737
£04737
€04737
804737
£04737
£04737
804737
£04737
EQ4737
8504737
604737
£0a737
§047327
504737
604737
804737
04737
604737
€06737
804737
604737
604737
804737
604737
€04737
604737
€04737
804737
804737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
804737
804737
€04737
€£04737
804737
804737
€04737
804737
€04737
604737
EQ4737

anm aa

23:33-12/72¢
06133-12/23
12:38-12/23
13130-12/28
L4:Q7-12/2%
14:38-12/28
1$14%3-12/25
15131-12/28
1€:04-12/28
18:158-12/28

17:22-12/33

18:03-12/33
21:0%-12/238
21:108-12/23
21333-12/28
21:32-12/723
22:33-12/25
22:38-12/235
23108-12/25
23:118-12/23
08:34-12/2€
12110-12/26
13129-12/26
13:42-12/28
14124-12/26
14:28-12/726
18311712726
15:149-12/28
186109-12/28
16:120-12/26
17:41-12/26
17:47-12/26
18137-12/726
18136-12/26
19120-12/26
13128-12/26
20:52-12/286
20:151-12/26
22:03-12/26
22:104-42/28
22:41-12/26
22:48-12/26
22:50-12/38
23119-12/286
23:121-12/728
23:23-12/728
23:28-12/2¢6
23:27-12/28
08:48-12/27
Qd3102-12/20
07:1851-12/20
14:03-12/20
17:28=12/20

23: 2412724
08:33-1272%
12:36-12/723%
13:142-12728
14:07-12/29
14130-12/29
14:150-12/2%
1S5:142-12/28
16:08-12/28
174C68-12723
17:24-12/723%
18:15-12/28
21:07-12/2%
21:20-12/723
22:31-12/28
22:31-12/28
22134-12/23
22:88-12/28
23:09-12/23
23118-12/722
V6:24-12/25
12129-12/26
131530~-12/26
13:184-12/726
14;23-~-12/26
14:40-12/28
19417-12728
18:101-12/28
16:110-12/28
186132-12/28
17:42-12/28
18133-12/2

18:1239-12/26
19:108-12/28
19121-12/28
19:33-12/26
20:84-12/26
21:02-12726
22103-12/26
22118-12/7268
22:46-12728
22:48-12/28
22:31-12/7286
23119-12/726
23:21-12/28
23:23-12726
23:28-12/28
a3:127-12/28
0€:468-12/27
04d:02-12/720
08:03-12/20
14:03-12/720
17128-12/720

136X

Succasstul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Ciient Left Home
Client Returrmed Nome
Client Le‘t Home
Client Seturred Home
Client Left Home
Client Raturnad Home
Cliant Left Home
Client Returnred Heme
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left “ome
Client Returned Hcme
Reccrded Speech
Successful
Successtul

RF Check-Cliant HMome
Client Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laft Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laft Home
Client Returned Home
Client Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Clignt Left Hcome
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
oClient Home Late
Pager-Called
Successful

Busy

Busy

Busy

-Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home

RF Cheek=-Not Home
Client Returmed Home
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LIENT FULL REPQRT -
Current Datgs 04-03-1932 Current Times 13:373 —
DCC Number:YN110282 Dates = Entry: 10-30-1551 Termination:Ud-Ué-1332
Ofticer’s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client's NameiPALMER, TONY »
Street Address: 30 NORTH 3RD ST, , PATTERSCN 2i8: 973522
StateiNJ y

O¢fice: DO 12

Equipment #1604737
Beegar Number:7778804
Message Number:02
Offensa: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

Receiver and Verifiesr Combined

Phone Number: 120173500484
Telsol Number:$S
POSS CDS WITHIN {,000FT SCHOCL

Cur fevet Pericd | Feriod 2 Period 23 Per.sd 4

Stare Step Stare Se¢2p Star® Steo Starse
Monday 00: 01 09:80 16:10 17:00 17101 22:00 z2108 H -
Tuesday 00:04 03:30 18110 17:00 17:01 22:00 22104 3
Wednesday 00101 09:50 16: 10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22101 E
Thursday 00101 09:30 16110 17:00 17:0} 22:00 22:901 z
Friday Q0:01 091350 16:10 18120 22:40 23:10 23: 8t =
Saturday 0301 09:%0 18:10 17:00 17101 22:C0 2Z2:101¢
Sunday 001014 10: 20 1€:10 17:00 171048 22:00 22:08
Supervision: No Calls Cne Call QOne Call Ne Za.l:is ‘

Notast INMATE

History For ALL STATUSES

2ND FLOOR

Time - Date Time - Date

Equipment

Number Equipment Type (Actual) (Brinted) Status of Action
€04737 19:28~-12/23 13:40-12/23 Client Left Home
604737 22:43-12/23 22:43-12/23 Busy

804737 22135-12/23 22:48-12/23 Client Returned Home
5047237 23:00-12/723 Z3101-12/23 Sucsessful :
504737 23:24-12/23 23124-12723 Busy

604737 23:126-12/23 23:26-12/23 Recorded Speech
604737 23128-12/23 23:28-12/23 Busy

804737 22:20-12/23 23:30-12/23 Pager-Called

804737 03:1%2-12/2¢% 03:182-12/24 Client Added/Changed
€04737 081 4S5~-12/24 06:46-12/24 RE Check-Client Home
804737 07148-12/2¢ 07187-12/24 Client Left Home
£04737 13157-12/24 1410§-12/24 RF Chaeck -Not Home
604737 18:08-12/724 1%106-12/24 Client Re%urnred Home
604737 15:28-12/2% 18:39-12/24 Client Left Home
604737 18:08-12/24 16:08-12/2¢ Client Returned Home
£04737 16120~-12/24 16:32-12/24 Cliant Lett Meme
604737 16131 -12/2¢ 18:132~-12/2¢ Cllilent Returned Home
604737 18:133-12/24 18:43-12/29 Client Left Home
604737 18:97-12/24 18:48-12/2¢ Client Returned Home
80a737 18150-12/24 19:101-12/24 Cliant Left Home
504737 19:14-12/2¢ 19:115-12/2¢ Client Returned Home
£04737 19116-12/24 19:138-12/26 Client Lett Homa
502737 20:10-12/24 20:116-12/24 Cliant Returned Home
604737 . 20113-12/294 20:29-12/24 Clignt Lett Home
603737 22:34-12/2¢ 22:38-12/72% Client Returmed Home
EnQINT? D AD VNG SV VvtV sg [ I pppgea SR |




v

CLIENT FULL

Current Dates

REPQRT

04-03-1992

Current Time: 14:10

I e e L L E TR Y Y cemccscencccae LR R EE R L TR LR R N kI N T Gy i e

€Q4737
604737
£04737
£04737
E04737
8U4737
604737
£04737
£04737
804737
E04737
€0a737
80a737
804737
604737
804737
804737
€Ca737
£0a737
£0a727
504737
804737 -
604737
. 804737
804737
604737
604737
£04737
£04727
84737
604737
804737
504737
604737
€04737
604737
604737
504737
£€04737
504737
604737
804737
6Qa737
€04737
504727
508737
€03737
804737
804737
04737
EC4737
4727

13198-0L/0%
20:117-01/02
22117-01/02
23:03-01/02
23:18-01/02
23:122-Q01/02
23124-Q1/02
23:28-01/02
CE:32-01/03
0€:46-12727
12:46-12727
12:48-12/87
14:136-12/27
18:13-12/27
18:87-12/27
16:36-12/27
18:08-12/27
18118-12/37
18:29-12/27
18:29-12/27
19:108-12/27
19108-12/27
19:133-12/27
13:38-12727
22102-12/27
22:148-12/727
221168-12/27
23:18-12/27
068:04-12/28
12:04-12/28
12:03-12/28
13:31-12/28

14101-12/28"

14;48-12/28
1€:154-12/728
17:09-12/28
17:124-12/28
17:126-12/28
19123-12/28
20:16-12/28
043 16-12/29
10116-12/29
14:55-12/29
18110-12/729
16:111-12/29
18:17-12/729
16:84-12/29
17109-12/29
17124-12/29
22126-12/29
0€:33-12/30
07183-12/30

19:59-01/02
20129-01/02
22:122~01/02
23104-01/02
23:118-01/702
23122-01/02
23124-01/02
23126-01/02
08:32-01/03
Q6146~-12/27
12:47-12727
12:38-12727
14:138-12/27
15:28-12/27
S1a7-12/27
1731112727
18:109-12/27
18:127-12/727
18:20~-12/27
18141 =-12/727
19:107-12/27
19:20-12/27
19133-12/27
19:1493-12/27
22306-12/27
22146-12/27
23116~-12/27
23:18-12/27
06;04-12/28
12:02-12/28
12:14-12/28
13:157-12/28
141 16-12/28
14149-12/28
168:34-12/28
17:09-12/28
17125-12/728

17:27-12/28

1812¢-~-12/28
20 16-12/28
Q4:117-12/29
10117-12/29

14:33-12/23

1S811-12/29
16112-12/23
16126-12/29
16:54-12/29
17109-12/29
17:235-12/23
22133-12/2%
06:24-12/30
28:113-12/30

138X

lient Returned mome
Client Left Home
lient Returrmed Home
Successful
gusy
Reccerded Speech
Busy
Pagar-Callea
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Hema
RF Check-Client Home
Client Leftt Home
Cliant Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Heme
Client Returnegq Home
Client Laftt =Home
Client Returneg Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Mome
Cliant Left Home
Client Returned Home
Succegstul
Busy
Successful
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Mone
liernt Leftt Home
Cliant Returned Home
Clisnt Lottt Home
Succossful
Susy
Busy
N Verifier Detected
Pager -Called
Succoasstul
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check=Client Home
RF Check=-Client Home
Busy
Successtul
Successtul
RF Check-Client Home
Busy
Busy
Successful
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Heme
Client Left Heme



2Pe-33-192 FRI 1Ti28 12:D!3ITAL SECILCTE "I NCiIT2S-"3Z-3al: 2330 =u7

CLIENT FULL REPORT -
Current Date: 0{-03-!992 Current. Timer (3110

604737 18:114-12/30 18113-12/30 Client Returned =Hcme
604737 18321-12/30 18:49-12730 lient Let% Heme
£0a737 19:48-12/30 18:49-12/30 Client Resurneg -cne
804737 19:%4-12/30  20:023-12/30 Cliens Left Home
604737 2031%6-12/30 20:187-12/30 Client Returned -—cme
504737 221%93-12/30 23100-12/39 Successtul

804737 23129-12/30 23123-12/30 Succassful

£04737 04:186-12/31 04:157-12/31 RF Check-Client Heme
604737 10187-12/31 104857-12/34 RF Check-Client Home
£04737 12:42-12/31 13:23-12/731 Client Left Nume
£04737 14:48-12/31 14:30-12/31 Client Returned =cme
04737 14181 -12/731 19128-12/731 Client Left HWome
604737 18:08-12/31 18:26-12/31 Client Returnrea =Hcne
80a737 1313712731 18:30-12/31 Client Lef¢ Home
£04737 t€:41-12/3¢ 16:30-12/31 Client Returneg -cne
504737 17127-12/38 17:38-12/34 Client Left “ome
604737 18132-12/31 18:33-12/31 Client Returnec --me
604737 20:07-12/31 20:44-12/3¢ Client Lett Home
€04737 20:38-12/31 20:34-12/31 Client Returneg cme
804737 21114-12/31 21128-12/31 Client Left Ncme

Total Statuses Printed:s 99

e

/39X
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” CLIZNT FULL REPORT
Current Date: 0e-03-1992 Current Time: (4:.0
DOC Number:YN110282 Dates = Entry: 10-20-1391 Terminacicn:04-04-1332
Officar’'s Name:CICCONE, RICH
- Tiient's Name:PALMER, TONY
Street Agcresst30 NORTH 3RD ST. , PATTZRSCN 1L0107822
StataiNd
OfficesDO 12
Equipmant #:604737 Receiver and Veritier Combined
Seeper Number:?77880+ Phone Number: 20173004€4
Message Number:02 Telscol Number:S
Otftansa: ARSTRUCTING JUSTICS , PCSS CDS WITHIN {,O00UFT 3SCHCIL
, Curtewst Period 1 Period 2 Peried 3 Per:cag 4
Start Stop Start Stop Start Stop Sktare Sk
Monday 00101 094350 16140 17100 17:01 22: 00 22:01 33
Tuesday 00:01 09130 18110 17:00 17104 22100 22:0L 23: S
Wednesday 00: 014 09: 50 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22:01 23: 2
Thursday Q: 01 09:50 16110 17:00 17:01 22:00 S2:01L 22: 2
Friday 00: Q1Y 07130 16:10 18:20 22:40 22: 10 23: 08 I3 =
Saturday 00101 03130 15110 17:00Q 17:01 22100 Zz2:3l 2
Sunday 00101 10120 16110 17100 17104 22:00 22: 901 23: <
Supervisions No Calls One Call One Call No Calls
Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOGR
History For ALL STATUSES
Equipment Time - Date Time - Date
Number Equipment Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Acsicn
£04737 221354-12/31 22:47-12/31 Client Returned Home
804737 22:58-12/31 22:86-12/31 Successftul
604737 23:30-12/731 23130-12/31 Successful
804737 06:46-01/01 086:147-01/01 RF Check-Client Home
604737 12:47-01/01 13:107-=01/0% RF Check-Cliant Home
604737° 1910701704 18:19-01/0} Client Left Home
804737 15:40-01/08 (S141-01/04 Clisnt Returned Home
804737 15140-01/01 1S5:52-01/01 Cliant Lett Home
504737 18:%58-01/01 18:159-01/0} Client Returned Home
° €04737 20104-01/01 20:38-01/01 Client Left Home
504737 20:18-01/0¢ 20:138-01/01 Client Returned Home
604737 2213701704 22:157-01/01 Successful
804737 23:113-01/01 23114-01/01 Successful
604737 04:38-01/02 04:138-01/02 RF Chack=Client Home
604737 10:38-01/02 10:139-01/02 RF Check-Client Wome
604737 13:40-01/02 14:03-01/02 Client Left Home
504737 16186-01/02 16138-01/02 Client Returneac Home -
508737 16:35-01/02 17:07=01/02 Client Latt Home
504737 17:10-01/702 17:127-01/02 Client Returned Home
o £04737 17:27-04/02 171393-01/02 Client Left Home
804737 17:86-03/02 17187-01/702 Client Returned Home
804737 17:158-01/02 18:09-01/02 Client Left Home
604737 18110-01/02 18:11-01/02 Client Returned Homae
. 604737 18:13-01/702 18:41-01/02 Client Lett Home
~—

LD ¢




SLIENT FULL REPCRT
Cyrrent Datet ¢06-03-1992

804727
80s737
68047237
S04737
804737
SCe737
SJ4737
804737
EN0e737
5064737
504727
804737
£04737
£047237
804737
£04727
£04727
€047327
£04737
804737
804727
804737
8047327
804737
804737
804737
604737
604737
€0a737
S04737
€04737
§04737
£04737
604737
804737
S04737
604737
604737
604737
804737
604737
6804727
604727
80e737
€04737
604737
€04737
604737
604737
804737
804737
804737

SN TIT

13:22-0!/03
19187-01/03
19:58-01/03
«0123-01/03
20122-01/03
22132-01/03
22:43-01/03
23:60-01/03
23:02-01/Q3
23!02-01103
232:04-01/03
23:08-01/03
23:30-01/03
07:02-01/04
13103-01/704
13:01-01/04¢
12:21-01/04
12129-01/04
14130-01/04
14:44-01/04
18:21-01/70¢
18116-01/04
16:131-01/04¢
1£:146-01/04d
17:01-01/0¢
171023-01/04
20121-01/04
04132-01/70S
11114-01/08
13139-01/08
14:06-01/08
15:08-01/08
19:10-01/08
17:132-01/08
17142-01/08
20:108-01/08
04108-01/06
08:01-01/06
14513-01/06
18:18-01/08
18:18-01/06
18137-01/086
216101706
23:23-01/08
02:39-01/07
07:133-01/07
14:08-01/07
17:38-01/07
19121-01/07
19:34-91/07
19:134-01/07
21122-01/97

CEm B LAY I A

e s - el

1¢: 3-01/03
13:128-01/03
20:10-01/03
20:24-01/03
20124-01/03
.-.lvu’(“ /03
--- ..B-"‘l/CG
23:01-91/03
238102-01/03
22:02-21703
23:08-01/03
23:08-01/63
23:31-01/03
07:03-01/04
13:04-01/04
13:13-01/04
13:22-01/04
13140-01/04
14132-01/04
14:45-01/04
185:22-01/04
161186-01/04
16:31-01/70¢
18:146-01/04
17:01-01/04
17:03-01/04
20:132-01/04
0S: 14-01/08
11:18-01/08
14:085-01/08%
14:08-01/08
13:105-01/708%
18:10-01/08
17:32-01/03
17:142-01/708
20:08-01/03
04:09-01/06
08:113-01/08
14:13-01/08
18117-01/08
18:133-01/06
18:139-01/06
32:141-01/086
23124-01/06
02:39-01/07
08:08-01/¢7
14:08-01/707
17133-01/707
19:133-01/07
19136-01/707
19:46-01/07
“’-00-01/07

.o . o~

e X

Current Time: 14:%¢

Client
Client
Client
Cliant
Client
Client
#Client Laftt Early
#No Verifier Detected
Pager-Callea
«Client Houme
Succasstul
Pager-Calied
Successful
RF Check-Client “:me
RF Check~Client mMome
Client Left Homae
Client Returned Hcme
Client Latt Home
Client Returned HHcme
Successtul
Successful

Busy

Busy

Busy

Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Heme
Client Returnad Home
Hang up

Succasstul
#lnvalid lnsart
Succegstul

RE Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home

RE Chaeck -Not Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Clisnt Returned Home
Successful
Successtul

RF Check:-Client Home
Client Left Home

RF Check-Not Home
Client Returned Home
Client Le?%t Home
Client Returned MHome
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home

Left Home
Returnea -ome
Leftt Home
Returned wome
Laft Home

Late

Resurned =ome.



CLIENT FULL
Current Dat

€04737
804757
804737
8504737
£04737
804737
£04737
804727
€04737
804727
€04727
8Ua737
€047237

Total Statuses

R N T L T Y P R P R R R L L T R R R N

REPQART

@: 04-02-1992

2:100-01/07
23128-01/07
0€:00-01/08
08:C0=-01/08
13:14-01/C8
18:08-01/08
18:127-01/08
19:80-01/08
22143-01/08
22:89-01/08
23:128-01/08
03:51-01/03
07151 -01/09

Printed:

2101 -Q1/07
23129-91/07
06:01-01/08
08:14-01/08
14:12-01/08
18:09-01/08
18:138-01/08
19132-01/08
22130-01/08
22:39-01/08
23128-01/08
03:132-01/03
08:02-01/09

92

/45X

TEL L IZeS-T22-7e0%

Currant Tima: (4:54

Successftul
Successftul

RF Check-Client Home
Client Lefs Heme

RF Checl:-Not Home
Client Returmed Mome
Client Laftt Home
Client Returred Heme
®elnvalid Insert
Successtul
Succegsful

RF Check-CTlient Home
Client Left Home

% T
- Tiw



HM.istary Fcr ALL STATUSES

Sauisment Time - Date T.me - Da‘e

Numzaer gEguipment Type (Actual) (Printed) Status ot agtizn
CLIENT FULL REPCRT
Current Date: 04-03-1992 Current Time: 14124
DOC NumBer:YN110282 Dates = Entry:10-30-1991 TermimaticniCs-Q4-
Cfticer’s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Cliesnt’'s Name:PALMER, TONY
Street Address: 30 NORTH 2RD ST, y PATTERSCN Tizsc7822
StateiNJ
OfticesDO 12
Equipment #:E04737 Raceivar and Verifier Combired
Seeper Numberi 7778804 Phone Number: 12017900454
Message Numberi0Z Telseol Number:S
Offansa: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS COS WITHIN {,000FT STHCCL
Cur foews: Period Period 2 Fericd 3 Perice <
Start Stop Start Step Stars Steco Stare
Mongay 00101 072150 16:10 17:00 17:01 22;00 «2: 01
Tuesday 00: 01 07130 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00  22:01¢
wednesaay o101} 09:30 18: 10 17:00 17:01 22: 00 22: 08
Thursday 00301 09180 16110 17:00 17:01  22:00 22:01
Friday 00101 9120 16:10 18:20 22:40 23:L0 23: 11
Saturday 00101 03:%0 1€:30 17:00 17:01¢ 22100 22101
Sunday 00:01 10:20 LtE:10 17:00 17:01 2:00 22: 0!
Supervision: No Calls One Call Cne Call Ne Cai.s

Notast: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipment
Numbev
8047237
£04737
S04737
EQa737
604737
604737
804737
604737
804737
504737
604737
504737
804737
£04737
804737
504737
604737
504737
804737
€04737
604727
804737
604737
SQa 7237
SMa I

- Equipment Type

ewcococccocowaece

14102-01/09
17:88-01/09
18:29-01/09
18:48-01/09
19:128-01/09
19:40-01/09
19:41-01/709
19:186-01/09
19:33-01/09
203 14-04/09
20118-91/09
21:10-01/709
21:48-01/709
22:145-01/09
221 3%-01/709
23100-01/09
23:113-01/709
06:435-01/10
06:32-01/03
11128-01/03
17:48-01/03
18:08-01/03
18:97-01/03
18: 28-01/03

TR 2D NS AT

Time - Date® Time - Date

14:03-01/09
17126-0L/Q9
13:41-01/09
18149-01/09
19:40-01/09
19:142-04/09
19:34-01/09
19:157-01/09
20:10-01/09
20118-01/09
20:27-01/09
21:111-01/709
21139-91/09
22;45-01/09
22148-01/09
23:01-01/09
23:16-01/09
0€:46-01/10
06:32-01/03
11146-01/03
17146-01/03
18:09-01/03
18:32-01/03

18:23-01/03
1B, dMeAt /02

re3 x

(Actual)

(Pri
RF Chec¢
Client
Client
lient
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Busy
Client
Success
Success
RF Chec
RF Chec
Client
RF Chec
Ciient
Client
Client
Cliant

nted)
x ~Not Home
Returned Home
Lett Home
Returned Home
Left Home
Returned Home
Left Home
Returned Home
Left Home
Raturned Home
Left Home
Returned Home
Laft Home

Returned Heme
tul

ful

k-Client Home
k=-Client Home
Left Home
k-Nct Home
Returned Home
Left Home
Returned Home
Le’t Home

Status of Action

1390



IFR-AZ-1F2 TRI LT3R (D:JIGITAL FRCOCTS TEL NG IICS-TII-3RS 2320 =8

CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Current Date: 04-03-1992 Current Time: 15:09

DOC Number: YN110282 Datos = Entry: 10-20-1391 Terminationr:id =04~ 3
Q¢ficer’s Namei1CICCONE, RICH
iient’g Name:PALMER, TCNY
Street Adcraess:30 NORTH 3RD ST.
State:NJ
OfticesDO 12

Equipment #:804737

) PATTERSCN

Receiver and Verifier Combined
teepar Numcer:7778804 Phene Number: 120173005+
Message Number102 Telsol Number:3
Offense:t ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN {,00CFT ESCHCOL

Curfews: Period ! Periocd 2 Pericd 3 Seriod ¢
Start Stop Star® Stop Stars Step Stare 2
Menday 00104 09:30 15:10 17:00 17:01  22:50 22:0% i3
Tuesday 0010 09: 20 18:10 17:00 17:0¢ 22:00 22101 2z
Wadnesday 00101 09130 16110 17100 17:014 22: Q0 22: 908
Thursday 00:01 03130 16140 17:00 17101 22100 s2:Ql
Friday 00:01 09: 20 16110 18120 22140 23: .0 23ty 2z
Saturday 00:01 09:30 16:10 17:00 17:01 z2:¢ 220t o
Sunday 00101 10120 16110 17:00 17101 22:00 200 P
Supervision: Ne Calls Gne Call One Call Ne Zalis

Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time -~ Date Time - Date
Number Equipment Type CActual) (Printed) Status of Acticonr
804737 08:148-01/10 06:148-01/10 RF Check-Client Home
604737 11:44-01710 11:36-01/10 Client Lafs Home
604737 17:56-01/10 17:358-01/10 RF Check -Not Home
604737 18347-01/40 18:48-01/10 Client Returned Home
804737 21:02-04/10 21:114-01/10 Client Leftt Home
804737 22:104-01/10 22:03-01/10 Clisnt Returneg Home
504737 23:00-01/10 23:101-01/190 Successful
€0a737 23:130-01/710 231331-01/10 Successful
804737 06:08-01/11 06108-01/1} RP Check-Client Home
604737 10:52-01/11 113104-01/13 Client Left Home
604737 11349-01/18 11:187-01/1¢ Client Returned Home
604737 11:968-01/4% 12:08-01/11¢ Client Left Home
604737 13:187-01/71% 14:124-01/11 Client Returned Home
804737 14:103-01/14 14:24-01/11¢ Client Lett Home
808737 14:285=01/11 14:126-01/11 Client Returned Home
£0a737 14:56-01/711 13:S7-01/11¢ Successful
6804737 20:28-01/711 20:1268-01/11 RF Check-Cliant Home
€04737 20:142-01/11 20:43-01/11 Succassful
804737 04326-01/12 04:26-01/12 RF Check-Client Mome
604737 10:126-01/712 10:27-01/12 RF Check-Client Home
€ENe737 1310704712 13:118-=03/12 Client Left Home
€04737 14:09-01/12 14309-04/12 Client Returned Home
804737 14108-01/12 14320-01/12 Client Left Home
el haedd 14:24-01/12 14138=-01/12 Client Returned Home
- a cmmad.. Y

/€L X



FT-22-032 FRI LTIST ID:IITITAL TOCDLCTS TEL T IZ2S-TE2-3602 2832 =22 -
:
¢
CLIENT FULL REPQRT
Cuirrent Dates 04-03-1992 Current Time: 15:09

R EEE R R E R R R R R R Rl b o X T o

€04737
04737
£8e727
S04 727
20e737
804737
€04727
§04737
€Qa7237
804737
604737
504737
€0u737
€03737
804737
ECu737
204737
04737
£0s737
504737
€Q4737
804737
604737
804737
804737
£04737
sQa727
504737
§0a4737
504737
04737
604737
804737
804737
604737
804737
804737
6047327
604737
604737
€0x4737
804737
604737
€04737
EQGa737
604727
504737
804737
£04737
804737

CiH3TI?

19183-01/12
20:38-01712
04:38-01/713
(7:48-01/13
1$100-01/713
17:43-Q1/13
19:12-01/13
21:383-91/13
22:08-01/13
22:32-01/13
22130-01/13
23:28-01/13
23128-01713
06:32-01/14
12132-01/14
12:39-01714
13:46-01/14
13:56-01/14
{$:37-01/14
14342-01/14
15:58-01/14
16518-01/14
18309-01/14
18142-01/14
19:438-01/14
21:109-01/14
21:43<01/714
22:35-01/14
22:30-01/14
23:32-01/14
038:48-01/18
07:1350-01/13
14:02-01/15
14:10-04/13
14113101713
18101-01/18
18109-04/18
18136-01/18
23:108-01/13
23:120-01/1S
02:41-01/18
07:149-01/18
14:00-01/16
17:41-01/16
18:100-01/186
18:154-01/18
19122-01/16
13:44-01/16
22167-01/18
23:28-01/1€

N, B e 9D

4

19:84=-01/12
20:138-01/712
Qd:37-01/13
N8 00=-01/13
14;14=01/13
17:46-901/13
19:22-01/13
22:10-01713
22:17-01/13
22:32-01/13
22:81-01/13
23:126-01/13
2:29-01/13
C6:32-01/19
12:33-01/14
13:31-01714
13:147-01/1¢
14:07-01/14
14;38-01/14
141 54=-Q1/19
13:39-01/14
16:130-G1/14
18314-01/14
18:184-01/14
19:144-01/14
21116-01/1¢
21:48-01/14
22:47-01/14
23:30-01/1¢
23:32-01/714
08:149-01/18
08102-01/18
14:102-01/13
14:11-01/1S
14:23-01/18
18:108-01/18
18:20-01/13
18:41-01/18
23:08-01/13
23:121-01/18
02:48-01/16
08:00-01/18
14:101-01/186
17142-01/16
18:11-01/16
18:36-01/16
19:134-01/186
13:48-01/18
22:47=01/18
23822'01/!5

ffS’X

Succosstul
RF Check-Client Home

RF Check-Client Home

Client Lett Hcme

RF Check -Not Home
Client Returned Home
Cliant Let: Home
Clisnt Returned Home
Client Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Succeestyl

Busy

Successtul

RF Check-Cliant Home
RF Check-Clisnt Home
Cliant Lafrt Home
Client Returned Home
Client Latt Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Lottt Home
Client Returned Home
Successful

Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home

RF Check=Not Home
Client Returned Heme
Client Left Home
Client Returneg Home
Client Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Suceosstul
Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
Client Lett Home

RF Check-Not Home
Client Returned Home
Client Letft Home
Client Returned Home
Clisnt Left Home
Client Returned Home
Successtul

Iglgol interrupted




131313173 ARIDUCTS TEL NDiII0S-EI-3423 232 513 ———

Tew Tz

(1]
ul

FULL REPCRT

CLIENT

Turrent Date: C94-03-1992 Current Timer (Si%
DOC NumBers YNL1iOZ32 Dates = Entry:10-30-13%1 Termination 0s-C3-1332
Ctticar’s Name1CICCONE, RICH

Client’'s Namae:PALMER, TONY

Street Agdress; 20 NORTWM 3RD ST.
Stata:NJ
Oftice: 00 12
Equipmant #:504737
Beeper Number:7778804
Message Numger:02
Cftomsa: AZSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

, PATTERSON Zip1 07322

Racexver and Verifier Combired
Phine Number: (2017500884
Telsol Numeer: S

PCSS CDS WITHIN {,CCCFT SC=IzZL

Curtfewst Period 1 Periog 2 Parisca 2 Perizz 4
Stare Stop Start Stop Start Step Scare ER
Moncay 00101 9150 18: 10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22101 2
Tuesday 00301 039: 20 16: 10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22: 01 .
wednesday 00:01 09:30 16310 17:00 17:01 22:00 22101 PR
Thursday 00:01 03:30 18:10 17:00 17101 22:00 22:01 3. c
Friday co101 09130 1€: 10 18:20 22140 23310 a3l =3:3
Saturcay 00101 03:20 16:10 17:00 17:01 22100 22: 08 202
Sunday 00101 10120 16:10 17100 171014 22100 201 Tz
Supervigsion: Ne Calls Qne Call One Call No Calls
Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

Higtory For ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Cates .
Number Equipment Type fActual) (Printed) Status ot Actien
606737 17:38-01/17 13:09-01/17__ Client Returned Home
€04737 18:32-01/17 19:109-01/17 Client Left Home
€04737 19127-01/17 12128-01/17 Client Returred Heme
604737 19:48-01/17 20:106-01/17 Client Lett Honme
£04737 20119-01/717 20:132-01/47 Client Returned Home
604737 23308-01/17 23:108-01/17 Telsol Interrupted
804737 23:128-01/17 23126-01/147 Successtul

804737 04:132-01/18 043:233-01/18 RF Check-Client Home
804737 10:32-01/18 10:133-01/18 RF Check-Client Heome
£04737 14145-01/18 14143-01/18 Succmsaful

804737 16:33-01/18 18:39-01/18 RE Check-Client Home
604737 21:37-01/718 21137-01/18 Successful

804737 22:%9-01/718 23:03-01/18 RF Check-Client Home
£04737 07303-01/19 07:07-01/19 RF Check-Client Home
604737 12:13%-01719 13:07-01/19 Client Left Home
804737 13:114-01/19 13:118-01/19 Client Returned Home
604737 13:36-01/12 13:183-01/19 Client Left Home
€04737 14338-01/19 14:36-01/19 Client Returned Home
604737 14156-04/719 14:156-01/19 Busy

6Q4737 . 14:88-01/19 14138-01/19 Busy

804737 19:100-01/19 13:100-01/19 Busy

€04737 1S5102-01/19 1S5:02-04/19 Busy

504737 1S5:104-01/13 135:04-01/19 Pager-Called

E04737 20:26-01/19 20183-01/19 RE Check-Client Home
804737 04:35-01/720 04:36-01/20 RF Checkx-Client Home
€04737 08:00-01/20 C(8:11-04/20 Client Lett Home

14éx




CLIENT FULL REPQRT
Current Data: 04-03-1992

604727
§04737
S0u737
BCe?737
304737
04737
£0a737
804737
£04737
£04737
204737
SQ4737
804737
03727
804737
804737
£04737
£04737
04727
804737
E04727
504737
504727
804737
804737
8047327
£04737
504737
£03737
£04737
604737
804737
804737
604737
£04737
£0e737
£04737
€04737
€04737
04737
£04737
204737
604737
504737
€E0a737
BU+737
€0a737

14:11-01/20
1911701720
19:32-91/20
22:27-01/720
23:07-01/20
23:18-01/20
03:131-01/21
10:13=-01/21
10:22-01/214
171S0-01/2%
19141-01/2¢
20:42-01/72%
2:26-01/72¢
32:85%5-01/28
23130-01/24
23:132-01/21
(6:4€-01/22
28:03-01/22
14:135-01/722
18:38-01s22
19:04-01/22
19122-91/22
15:48-01/22
20:146-01/22
20148-01/22
21303-01/22
22:42-01/22
22128-01/22
23122-01/722
CS:04-01/23 °
11:04-01/23
12:44-01/23
14;28-01/23
18122-01/23
18:113-01/23
18:12-01/23
18¢26-01/723
19:24-01/723
19:41 01723
19141-01/23
21:40-01/23
23:04-01/23
2:125-01/23
0S141-01/239
03148-01/17
07132-01/137
16:07-04/17

T:tal Statuses Printed:

PR e e I T X T R LR Y P P R L A L R R R R A D L R L R L L Rt R

O I

14::8-01/720
19: 13-01/20
13:84-01/720
20:231-01/20
23:07-GL/720
23:18-01/20
04:32-01/2¢
11180-01/2¢
11:80-01/2%
17:150-01/7231
19:143-01/24
20134-01/728
22:46-01/21
22138-01/21
23120-01/721
23:32-01/722
QE: 4E€-01/22
081 1%5-01s22
14; 15=-01/2

18:37-01/22
19:18-01/722
19:123-01/722
20:00-01/22
20150-01/22
21:100-01/722
21106-01/22
22143-01/22
22:%88-01/22
23:23-01/722
0%:04-01/23
11105-01/23
13:04-01/23
14:132-01/23
18:134-01/23
18:118-01/23
18:24-01/23
18:127-01/23
19136-01/23
19:41-01/23
20:33-01/23
21141-01/723
23:103-01/23
23:26-01/23
0%:41-01/2¢
03:4€-01/17
08;07-01/717
14:08-01/17

73

147X

Current Times 1%:S1

RF Chaeck-Not Home
Client Returmed Home
Client Let: Home
Cllent Returmea =ome
Succzesstul
Successful

RF Check=-Client Home
Client Left Home

RF Check=Naot Home

RF Check ~Not Heme
Client Returmed Home
Client Left Homa
Client Returmed Home
Busy

Busy

Pager-Calleda

RF Check=-Client Hone
Client Laft Home

RF Check-N¢t Home
Client Returnad Home
Clignt Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Heme
Client Returned Home
Cliant Left Home
Client Returned Home
Busy

Successful
Successtul

RF Check~Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Cliant Lett Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Clisent Returned Home
Cliant Left Home
Client Returned Home
Cliant Left Home
Clisnt Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Succassful
Successrtul

RF Check-Client Home

RF Check-Client Home
Client Lett Home
RF Check -Not Hcome




A7 T e 2z mmimies mem e - -
Frremy ruct &3 20TiE st 2T T, N0 IINS-~gIeiznc =37 s
4-C3-1392 SHrvant Lmer oS T

Current Jacser «

PR e L R R R R R R R R Al i

504737
804737
604737
§04737
€0e737
8Q0e737
804737
504737
€N4737
504737
804737
8047237
g0a737
§04737
€04737
604737
804737
604737
604737
804737
£0s4737
503737
604727
604737
604737
84737
£04737
804737
8047327
604737
804737
604737
604737
604737
€04737
804737
504737
604737
€04737
604737
604737
604737
804737
804737
€04737
504737
804737
804737
€04737
804737
604737
€04737
€04737

0S:28-02/08
11:29-¢2/08
13:41-02/08
14102-02/08
14:09-02/708
1€:08-02/08
16::8-02/08
©7:09-02/08
17114-02/08
19:04-02/0%
181352-02/0S
13:107-02/708
153109-02/08
13:13-02/08
13:29-02/709
19:31-02/08
21:17-02/08
21:231-02/08
21:17-02/08
211 28-02/08
21:38-02/08
21:39-02/08
21:40-02/08
21:25-02/08
22:08-02/08
22:1.0-02/038
23:13-02/08
23:117-02/09
07:15-02/08
13113-02/06
13:128-02/06
14:122-02/06
1341 24-02/06

" 15:30-02/06

18:33-02/06
16:07-02/08
1631 39-02/7086
22:09-Q02/08
08:09-02/07
0Z:81-01/31
10127-01/31
14121-01/3¢
1510€-01/34
16:08-01/31
16:48-01/31
16:183-01/31
22:11-01/3%
O8:11-02/7014
11:43-02/01
12:37-02/701
16:30-02/01
17100-02/01
183111 -02/701

0%:1%9-02/0S
11:89-02/G3
12153-02/703
14:02-02/08
14121 -02/708
16:09-02/0%
16:19-02/0%
17:10-02/08
17:1%5-02/08
13104-02/708
19:02-02/08
19:07-02709
1%:109-02/0%
13:20-02/708
19: 30-02/08
13:31-02/08
21118-02/08
21:21-02/08

21:3%-02/08

21138-02/708
21139-02/708
21:33-02/03
21:40-02708
22:08-02/08
22:09-02/0S%
22:10-02/038
23:15-02/08
23:17-02/0%
07:113-02/06
131 16-02/086
123:140-02/06
14122-02/08
14:146-02/06
18:130-02/06
15:1485-02/06
16109-02/06
18:1340-02/06
22:09-02/086
08110-02/07
08:132-01/31
10138-01/3¢
14138-01/31
15:41-01/31
16:11-01/32
16:49-01/31
18:S4-04/31
22:112-01/31
08:112-02/04
11:57-02/01
12:138-02/01
16:51-02/01
17101 -02/01%
18112-02/01

4 EX

]F Creck-Client rome
RF CTheck-Client heome
Client Latt Home
Client Returnes Mome
Client Late Home
Clignt Returmed Home
Successtul
*No Verifier Deteczted
Successful
Busy
eClient Left Early
Hang up
Sager-Called
Hang up
Hang up
Pager-Called
*Client Home Late
Pager-Called
eCliant Left Early
eClient Home Late
Hang up
Pager-Called
Pager-Called
eClient Lett Early
Hang up
Pager-Called
sClient Home Lase
Pager-Calles
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Clignt Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Successtul
RF Check-Cliant Home
RF Check=Client Home
RF Check-Client HMume
Client Leftt Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laft Home
Client Returneg Mome
*No Verifier Detected
Successful
RF Check-Client Heme
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returneda Home
Invalid Verifier »
Succossful
Successful



~—

DCC Number: YN110282

Cfficer’s Name:;CICCONE,

e me em.mmze -a - e
- T e S

P S z TooselioAs
"N ae A  mmey de e TTaelie S .3

Dates =
RICH

Client's Name:PALMER, TONY
Street Adcress;20 NORTH 3RD ST.

Equipment #1604737

StaterNJ
Ct*Leca1 DO 12

Entry:10-30-1991

—~— -

, PATTERSEN

ceecccacnema=

Beerer Numter: 7778804

Maossage

Curftews:

Pericd 2 Parica 3

Stare Stop Start Stop Stare Stop
Monday 00:01 09: S0 16: 10 17:00 17:01 22100
Tuesday 00301 09: 30 15110 17:00 17:04 22: 00
Wadnesday Q0: 0} 0I: S0 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00
Thursday 00301 02:30 18:10 17:00 17:01 22: 00
Friday 00304 09150 1€: 10 18: 20 22340 23:10
Saturday Q101 03130 1€:10 17:00 17:01 22169
Sunday 0010} £0: 20 16:10 17:00 17:904 - SRele)
Supervision: No Calls One Call Cne Call

Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

Histery Fer ALL STATUSES
Equipment Timne - Date Time - Cate
Number Equipment Type CActual) (Printed)
€04737 11120-02/03 11:131-02/03 Client Leftt Home
€04737 12:21-02/03 12:144-02/03 Client Returned Home
604737 12:24-02/03 12:144-02/903 Client Left Heme
€04737 12:48-02/03 12:49-02/03 Client Returned Hene
804737 13:111-02/703 13:158-02/03 Client Lett Home
€04737 14:10-02/03 14:$9-02/03 Client Returned Heme
£04737 18109-02/03 14121-02/03 Client Lett Home
804737 185:54-02/03 19:95-02/03 Client Regurnaed Home

604727

Numter: 02

Jftense:! ARSTRUCTING

Perice 1

SEEE

11111 -02/04
11122-02/04
12124-02/04

138-Q2/
11858478
1513102704
187133-02/04
13‘54-02/0¢
16:22-02/04
16:33-02/04
16145-02/04
16147 -02/04
21!54-02104

SusTICS |,

Telscl Numder: s
SCCFT ZZFCoL

POSS 208 WITHIN

SEE

11111 -02/04
11143-02/04
12325-02/04

13181:82/84
18132-02/04
151 81 -02/04

121 55-02/04
16122-02/04
15334.02/0‘
16:45-02/04
16147-02/04
21158-02/04

149X

-» L

S Blignr RoRe
Client Adced/Cranged
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home

EttHRE bgEdrRERaMone

Home
Client Returned
Cliant Lat® Heme
Client Returned Home
Hang up L
Invzxid Verifiar #
Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home

Terminaticn: 04-C3-1932
ZiziCc7822

Receivaer and Verifier Combineg

Phore Number: 12017300484

Ferice 4

Stare Step
22:01 23153
22:01 <3:83
22:01 W27
22:01 23:S3
23:1! 23:5%
22:C1 23:15:
22:CL 23:83
No Calis

Status of Action



CLIENT FULL RERQRT
Current Date: $4-03-1992 Current Time: (7:C8

comcoenavceavcencas Coeececssecceccccccane B R el i T T i e

g 804737 21:82-02/13 21133-02/13 Eusy
604737 2118%-02/13 21:33-02/:3 Pager-Calleg

> $0e7237 22120-02/13 22:26-02/13 RF Check-Client mome
50e737 06;28-02/14 C8:28-0C/14 RF Check=Client =cme
204727 D6109-02/07 06 L0-02/07 RF Check-Client =cme
504737 12:103=02/07 1230 -02/07 RFE Theck-Iliant =cme
EC4737 14:30-02/07 13:31-02/07 Client Laf: Nome
804737 18111-02/07 16:313<Q02/07 eoClient Home Late

» 804737 16115-02/07 16:1S-02/07 Fager-Called
€04737 168:38-02/07 16:38-02/07 Telsol Interrupted

i 804737 22:113-02/07 22:13-02/07 RF Check-Cliant Home
804737 U8:13-02/08 ©7:20-02/708 RF Check-Client Home
£0a737 13:120-02/08 13:38-02/08 RF Chack-Cliant Mome
604737 13130-02/08 13:41-02/08 Client Laft Home
804737 13:24-02/08 13:353-02/08 Client Returned =cme
§04727 14:106-02/08 (¢117-02/08 Client Lets Heme

i’ 804737 14:38-02/08 14;39-02/08 lient Returnred Home
604737 18137-02/08 (£:48-02/08 Client (2ft Home
804737 15:5€-02/08 13137-02/08 lient Returmed “Ncme
EQ4737 16:11-02/08 16:11+02/08 Hang up
604737 16123-02/08 168122-02/08 Susy
604737 16:38-02/08 16:39-02/08 Successtul
€04737 20137-02/08 20157-02/08 Recorded Speech
604737 21:07-02/08 21:07-02/08 Busy
604737 21122-02/08 21:22-02/08 Busy
604737 21:138-62/08 21:38-02/08 Busy .
604737 21:41-02/08 21141-02/08 Pager-Called
604737 21:137-02/08 22104-02/08 RF Check-Client Home
804737 06104-02/09 08105-02/09 RF Check-Client Home
604737 12104 -02/09 2108-02/09 RF Check-Client Home
€04737 1812702709 15:38-02/Q9 Client Left Home
£04737 16:10-02/707 16:14-02/02 +«Client Home Late
604737 16516-02/09 1611€-02/09 Pager-Called
804737 16134-02/09 1(6:34-02/03 Successful
604737 18122-02/709 18123-02/09 Busy
£04737 18:138-02/09 18:139-02/0% Sucecessful
€04737 225 14-02/70%9 22:113-02/709 RF Chack-Client Home
604737 063 16-02/10 06:135-02/10 RF Check-Client Home
€04737 10821-02710 10:32-02/1Q Client Left Home
604737 11134-02/710 11135-02/10 Client Returned Hocme
804737 1134402710 11:38-02/10 Client Left Home
804737 12:42-02/19 12:44=02/10Q Client Returned Home
€04737 12:137-02/710 13:08-02/10 Client Left Home
604737 13:51-02/10 13:82-902/10 Client Returned Home
£04737 13:87-02/710 14:08-02/10 Client Left Home
204737 18:37-92/10 13:28-02/10 Client Returned Home
€04737 1%5:48-02/10 138:89-02/10 Client Latt Home
£04737 16:08-02/10 18:28-02/10 Client Returned Home
€04737 166 34-02/10 16:38-02/10 Successful
604737 19¢27-02/710 19:28-02/10 Succoesstul
E04737 22:125-02/710 2212%5-02/10 RF Crack=Client Hocme
e a9 O 22-02/11 0€:28-02/711 RF Chaeck-Client Mome

/50K

e® A adel LV igad dHemg



CLIENT FULL REPORT

Current Date:

DOC Number:YN110282
Cfficer’s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client’'s Name:PALMER, TONY
Street Adcoress:i20 NORTH ZRD ST.

State:iNJ

Oftica:tD0 12
Squipment #:504737
Seeper Number: 7778804

Message Number:02

Cftense: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

Curtowueg:

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Saturday
Sunday

Supervisic

04-03-1992

) PATTERSCN

ITITAL FSILLCTS . WD ITTTATEI-EOT =
Current Time: (T:i10Q8§
Dateg = ENntry:10-20-19%1 Termina

Receiver and Veritigr Combinea

Phone Number: 12017300454
Telsel Numder:S

Histery For ALL STATUSES

Equipment
Number
604737
604737
604737
£04737
EQu737
€04737
804737
604737
604737
804737
804737
604737
804737
604737
804737
804737
504737
£04737
604737
604727
604737
€04737
6804737
04737
E04737
€04737

EqQuipment Type

15:868-02/41
16:28-02711
19:138-02/11
22:104-02/11
06:0%-02/12
12:08-02/12
12:187-02/12
13:32-02/712
13:33-02/12
14140-02/12
14:47-02/12
18:14-02/12
16:23-02/12
19317-02/42
22:21-02/12
06124-02/13
11159-02/13
18:28-02/13
19:38-02/13
1€:19-02/13
18122-02/13
16:157-02/13
19:13-02/13
21:46-02/13
21:48-02/13

21:20-02/17

Time < Date Time - Date
(Printed)

16:04-02/11
16129-02/11
191 39-02/711
22:08-02/11
08:05-02/12
12:08-02/12
13:09-02/12
13133-02/12
13:144-02/12
14:40-02/12
1S119-02/12
168:21-02/12
16123-02/12
19118-02/12
22128-02/12
06:23-02/713
12110-02/13
15¢29-02/13
16:100-02/13
16:20-02/13
16:22-02/13
16:157-02/13
19:14=-02/13
21:46-02/12
21:48-02/713

Dl eRVYgi" ™ s 0™

/g

CActual)

POSS C3S Wi

Client

Period 1 Periog 2 Period 3
Stare Stop Start Stop Stars Stop
00101 09: 80 18110 17:00 17:04 22: 00
00101 03120 16110 17:00 17:01¢ 22100
Q0: 014 03: S0 1€: 10 17:00 17:01 22:00
00104 03:80 18:10 17100 17101 22: Q0
003101 09150 1€:110 18:20 22: 490 3110
903101 03: 30 18:10 17:00 17:01 22: 00
G101t 10:20 1€: 10 17:00 17:01¢ «216¢
Y Ne Calls Crne Call Crne Call
Notasi INMATE ZND FLOOR

Returned Home

Successtul
Succosstuyl
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home

Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
oClient

Lett Home
Returned Home
Left Home
Raturned Home
Left Home
Home Late

Pager-Called
Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check=-Client Heme

Client
Client
Client
*Cliens

Left Home
Returned Home
Left Home
Home Late

Status of Acticn

Pager-Called
Successful
Succeasful
Busy

Busy

iem {3 -0d,

101 27822

THIN 1,CO0FT sSChCCL
feriza 4

Stars
%Ay
<12
-
Q22: 98
-
225108
-~ B
22: ¢
23: 1
O
Lli v
z212t

NOo Za

lis

&
4




CLIENT FULL RERPQORT

Surrent Date: 04-03-1992 Current Times 17:28

DOC Number:YN110282 pates s Entry: 10-30-1991 Terminatacmr: Q-S4 =322
Offticer’s NameiCITCONE, RICH

Client’s Nama: SALMER, TONY

Street Address: 2V NQRTH ZRD ST. , BATTZRSON 1ip: 07822

State:NJ
Otfice: D0 (2
Equipment #:504737 Receiver and Verifier Combined
Reeper Number: 7778804 Phone Number: 1201 73C0464
Message Number:02 Talsol Number:S

Offensat ASSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN L,000FT SCHCOL

Curfewsy Perind 1 Pericd 2 Peried 3 Periza <
Star¢ Step Start Stop Stars Stop Stars Seez

Meoncay [e]°EReRY 09: 50 16:10 17100 17:014 22:00 22:921 22: 2

Tuesday 00:01 03:S 18: 10 17100 17:01 22:C0 22:C! 23

Wednesday Q0:01 0% S0 18: 10 17:00 17:01 22:00 z2: 01

Thursday 0101 03150 16:10 17:00 17:0¢ 22:00 22101

Friday Qui10l 09120 16: 10 18:20 22:40 22:10

Saturday No101L 3180 18110 17100 17108 22100

Sunday 00: 01 10: 20 1E110 L7100 17:01 22:0C

Supervision: No Calls No Calls No Calls

Notes: INMATE 2ZND FLOOR

History Por ALL STATUSES
Equipment Time - Date Time - Date

Number Equipment Type . (Actual) (Printed) Status of Action
804737 12:20=02/20 12:47-02/20 RF Check-Client Home
£04737 141 06-02/20 14,:418-02/20 Client Left Heme
804737 18:82-02/720 12:83-02/720 Cliant Returned Home
604737 16118-02/20 1€1186-02/20 Successtul
804737 20114-02/20 20:13-02/20 Succasstul
604737 21:83-02/20 211353-02/20 RF Check-Client Home
604737 08153-02/721 03:133-02/2} RF Check-Client Home
604737 06:26-02/14 08126-02/148 RF Check-Client Home
804737 12:26-02/714 1(2:26-02/14 RF Check=Client Home
804737 13:113-02/14 13:23-02/14 Client Latt Home
804737 18341 -02/71¢ 18:141-02/14 Client Added/Changed
604737 18:83-02/14 13:137-02/14 Client Returned Heme
804737 18:108-02/14 18120-02/14 eoClient Left Early
604737 18119-02/14 18:121-02/14 #Client Home Late
604737 18:122-02/14 18:23-02/14 Successful
€04737 18124-02/14 18:24-02/14 Pager-Called
804737 13:102-02/14 19518-02/16 Clisnt Lett Home
€04727 19:29-02/1¢ 1915202714 Clisnt Returned Home
804737 13:39-02714 13:98-02/14 Client Returned HMome
€04737 19:48-02/714 1'3187-02/14 Client Left Home
604737 13:356-02/1¢ 13:37-02/14 Client Returned Home
04737 19197-02/14 20:109-02/14 Client Left Home
804737 22:40-02/14 23341-02/14 eCliant Home Late
504737 22:43-02/14 22143-02/14 Pager-Called
504737 23:00-02/18 23102-02/%4 Bugy

/52K



L iSNT FULL REPORT

Current Date:

cescnccccnve EEEEE R EE TR T X R R X IR R I A g g sy

€04737
504737
EN4T27
£04737
604737
$0a737
£C4727
E04737
€0a737
8Q4737
£04737
04737
€04737
€04737
€047327
804737
604727
804737
£04737
604737
804727
€04737
£04737
604737
€EQ47237
EQ4737
604737
504737
604737
806737
EQ4737
804737
£04737
804737
804737
804737
604737
a04737
804727
804737
604737
604737
€04737
504737
604737
604737
504737

Total Statuses Printed:

PO e Y L L T T R R R R R P R R R R L R L L L R L Ll L A Rl R

23106-02/14
23:08-02/14¢
NE€:41-02/198
12:41-02/193
14:83-02/71¢
LS 14-02/18
1$:22-02/718
1821 28-02/18
1€: 28-02/19
18:23-02/19
19131-02/18
22:128-02/18
061 27-02/16
12127-02/18
12132-02/18
18:28-02/18
1S:40-02/16
18:28-02/18
18:82-02/16
17:43-02/18

1189-02/18
08100-02/17
12:00-02/17
12:48-02/17
16:100-02/17
181 16-02/17
21:49-02/17
22:01-02/17
N6:01-02/718
11:29-02/18
12:22-02/718
12:121-02/718
151 84-02/18
18:3%5-02/18

- 21155-02/18

08:%6-02/19
13:186-02/19
13132-02/19
14:26-02/19
16:33-02/19
16:185-02/19
16:04-02/19
16:130-02/19
18118-02/12
21:50-02/19
22:13-02/19
061 13-02/20

N4-02-1992

23:0€-02/14
23:08-02/14
06:141-02/18%
12:42-202/19
1:10=-02/1%
12:18-02/1%
12:37-02/718
1€:26-02/19
19128-02/13
16:39-02/18
19:32-02/18
22:27-02/18
06:27-02/16
12:8€-02/16
13:44-02/18
19:33-02/18
15:52-02/16
18:539-02/18
16133-02/16
17:44-02/718
22:00-02/16
08:00-02/17
12:00=02/17
13:00-02/17
18101 -02/17
16:17-02/17
21:80-02/17
22:01-02/17
0€:02-02/18
11:41-02/18
12123-02/18
12:33-02/18
15:85-02/18
16136-02/18
21:156-02/18
05:56-02/19
12:00-02/19
13:¢4-02/19
14:33-02719
14:47-02/19
1631S5-02/19
16:19-02/19
16130-02/19
18:19-02/19
21191 -02/19
22:119-02/19
0€:20-02/20
73

153X

3

s = ” T -

o emam _ maem s
et vete -

?

Current Time: 17:28

Recorded Speech
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Clisnt Home
Cliant Loft Hame
Client Returmed Hcme
Client Left Heme
*Client Home Late
Pager-Callaa
Successtul
Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Clisnt Home
RF Check-<Client Home
Client Laft Home
Client Returned Home
Client Laft Heme
Client Returned Home
Suczessftul
Successful

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Heme
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Heme
‘Client Returned Home
Successtul
Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned kHome
Succassful

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Hone
RF Check=Client Home
Cliant Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Busy

Client Returned Home'

Busy

Succesnful
Successful .
AF Chack-Client Home
RF Check-Cliant Hcme




CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Currant Da*e: 04-03-1332 Current Time:r 17:4;

DOC Numpar:YNL L0282 " Dates = Entryt 1C-30-139! Tarmic~asioArcd-ta-
Stficer’s Name:;CICCONE, RICH
Client’s Name:FPALMER, TONY

Street Address:30 NORTH 2RD ST. , PATTERSON Zip:107%22

State:NJ
Qffices DO 12
Equipment #:504737
Beeper Number:77788064
Message Number:02

Receiver and Verifier Combined
Phone Number:1201790C48+
Telsol Numper:S

Qffanse: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN !,000FT STHCCL

Curfews: Period | Peried 2 Pericd 3
Start Stop Start Stop Start sStop
Monday 00101 091 %0 1€:10 17:00 17101 22:Q0
Tuascay 003014 03:30 168110 17:00 17:01 22100
wednesaday 00: 01 09: 50 1€: 10 17:00 17:04 22:00
Thursday Q0:01 09:59 18110 17:00 17:0¢ 22:00
Friday 00301 09180 16:10 18: 20 22:40 23:10
Saturday 00:014 09:30 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00
Sunday 00101 10120 18:10 17:00 17101 22:00
Supervisions No Calls No Calls No Calls

Neteg: INMATE 2ZND FLOOR

History For AaLL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Date

Numbar Equipment Type (Actual) (Printed)

§04737 '08:33-02/2 08:33-02/21 RF Check-Client Home
804737 11:33-02/21 11:54-02/21 REF Check=Clignt Home
804737 19:106-02/21 18117-02/721 Client Lett Home
604737 15:137-02/721 13:39-02/21¢ Client Returned Home
604737 15:38-02/72% 18:187-02/21 Client Levt Heme
604737 16:0€6-02/21 18:07-02/21% Client Returned Home
604737 16130-02/21 18:31-02/21 Succasstul

604737 17:30=02/2% 17:30-02/2% Busy

604737 18:07-02/721 18:108-02/2}: Successful

804737 22:07-02/21 22:08-902/21% RF Check-Client Home
604737 22:36-02/721 22:S7-92/2% Successful

804737 06:07-02/722 06:08-02r22 RF Check-Clisnt Home
604737 12108-02/722 12:08-02/22 RF Check-Client Home
€0¢737 13:40-02/22 13:132-03/22 Cliont Left Home
E04737 14:26-02/22 14127-02/22 Client Returned Home
604737 14129-02/22 14:140-02/22 Client Lett Home
804737 16:10=-02/22 16112-02/22 eClient Home Late
604737 1611402722 16:14-02/22 Pager ~-Busy

504737 18¢24-02/22 168:124-02/22 Pager-Called

€04737 18:37-02/22 16:38-02/22 Successtul

604737 20:41-02/722 20142-02/22 eNn Verifier Detected
€04737 20:46-02/22 20347-02/22 Suecessful

I1S¢X

Status of Acsl

Perizd ¢
Starse
22:0¢
22101

TNkl
v

22: 21
2311}
22:0!¢
221014
No Calls

n

[}

[T Y )

S )



CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Current Date:

§0a737 1%:;28-02/33
504737 18:57-02/323
694737 15:28-02/43
604737 16:45-02/23
804737 17133-02/23
604737 17:48-02/23
604737 21:82-02/23
604737 22:03-02/23
504737 0€:10-02/24
£04737 12:10-02/24
504737 1412102724
8U4737 12:13-02/24
£04737 185:114-02/24
604737 16:06-02/24
604737 16:55-02/24
Eva737 18:24-02/24
804737 22:07-02/24
§04737 ©84108-02/2S
04737 12:08-02/285
604737 1S114-02/28
804737 16:10-02/28
804737 16112-02/28
604737 18114-02/23
804737 16:22-02/23
€04737 20:04-02/23
604737 20119-02/29%
604737 20121 -02/23
504737 20:27-02/28
804737 20130-02/23%
804737 04127-02/28
809737 10107-02/26
€04737 12:11-02/26
604737 13:104-02/28
504737  16103-02/26
604737 16:14-02/26
€04737 18:24-02/26
604737 22108-02/26
€04737 06:08-02/27
604737 12112-02/27
604737 1156-02/27
604737 18:28-02/27
604737 18130-02/27
604737 16:114-02/27
6064737 18:17-02/27
604737 18:133-02/27
604737 1615402727
604737 17:41-02/27
604737 22:18-02/27
£04737 0€:12-02/28
Fooastl! Q0. wewe Coinbad,

¢4-03-1992

1S:59-02/23
15; 08 -02/23
18:10-0%2/22
18:48-02/23
171323-0%/23
17:48-02/23
21:3852-02/23
22:10-02/23
0E: 10=-02/24
12:11-02/729
183:33-02/24
19:14-02/724
15:2%-02/24
18:08-02/24
16:56-02/24
18:25-02/24
22:08-02/24
0€:08-02/2%
12:09-02/23
18:28-02/23
18:11-02/2%
16113-02/28
165 14-02/723
16323-02/28
20:417-02/2%
20:20-02/28
20: 21 -02/29
20:28-02/29
20:20-02/238
07:18-02/28
10:19-02/726
12:11-02/728
13112-02/26
16:08-02/26
18:15-02/26
16:24-02/28
22:108-02/26
063 12-02/27
12112-02/727
14108-02/27
15:40-02/27
19:141-02/27
18:13-02/27
18:17-02/27
16:39-02/27
18:1394-02/27
17:42-02/27
22:18-02727
0€:18-02/28
-

15X

wpw STEmL s fl i ewi s Alle

Zitent Lgdt Hzime

Current Time: (7:4}

JE R e R L L L L L LR L A il & adide Rl dndiodiadiadiediedidindind

Client Returned Home
Clignt Lafts mouma
Z.ient Returnes =cme
Successtul

Susy

Succasgful
Succasetul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Homae
RF Check-Client Home
Client Leftt Home
Client Returmag Hcme
Client Left Home
Cliant Returnecd Home
Successtul
Suc:zess?ul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Cliant Home
RF Check-Client Heme
Client Left Home
+Client Home Late
Hang up

Pager-Called
Succasstul

oClient Left Early
oNo Veritier Detected
Pager-Called

eClient Home Late
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client MHome
Client Left Home
Client Returnmed Home
Client Left Home
Client Returnred Home
Hang up

Sucecessful

RF Check-Client Home
RF Chack~Client Homa
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Mome
Client Laft Home
oClient Mome Late
Pager-Called

Busy

Successtul
Successftul

RF Check-Client MHome
RF Cheek-Client Home

T




"

H{stsry Fer ALL S

Sguizmens
Number,
8C4737
80737
604737
604737
£04737
£04737
V4737
€E0a737
804737
804737
804737
2504737
804737
£04737
804737
€0a4737
804737
804737
604737
6804737
804737
604737
804737
804737
804737
£04737

FEeLl-0 R

=

cescwsccvasnaa cmcccocaas

18:21-02/38
18:106-02/28
16141 -02/28
18:12-02/29
21058-02/28
23104-02/28
ug:07-02/s29
1210702729
13:11-02/2%
15:44-02/29
186133-92/23
13132-02/29
20:49-02/29
0S143-03/01
1$:830-93/701
13187-03/01
18108-03/04
16¢17-03/01
16:131-03/01
16:32-02/01
16:32-03/01
183136-03/01
191 16-03/01
19:31-02/01L
13146-03/01
20:30-02/01

CLIENT PULL REPORT

Current Date:

. - - O D O S P OO P D e o= oo e = - == - T =" WS B DD BT B EE " .Y ®-®w e .® > - -

604737
604737
804737
604737
604737
604737
804737
804737
606737
604737
§04737
604737
604737
804737
€04737
804737
€04737
604737
604737

604737
804737

201 45-03/01
22133-03701
08137-03/02
12137-03/02
123 35-03/02
13:53-03/02
1S117-03/02
16:107-03/02
16:43-03/02
19108-03/02
19123-03/02
22311-03/02
06:24-03/02
12:25-03/03
2316-03/03
13118-03/03
13:3%-03/03
13:157-02/03
13:8€-02/03
16:09-903/703

-
15: 4202702

04-035-19392

.= L~ mmag_m=e_ il
N R TeTITw 2

Time - Date Time - lJate
ZQquipment Type tacsual)d

12:3€-02/28
18:0€-02/28
16:41 -0L/28
19:14-02/28
22:07-02/28
$3190a4-02/28
C8:U7-02/29
12;08-02/29
18:31-02/729
1S:49-02/29
18:40-02/23
19:53-02/2%
21:43-02/23
NE1S0-03/01
11194-03/704
14108-03/01
1E8:03-03/01
186129-03/01
16:31-023/701
18€:32-03/01
16:33-03/01
18613€-02/01
13118-03/704
19:31-02/01
19:47-03/01
20:20-02/01

20:46-03/01
22:37-03/0%
06:37-02/02
12143-03/02
12:47-03/02
14311-03/02
159:128-03/02
16:12-03/02
1€:44-03/02
19:06-03/02
19124-03/702
223124 -03/02
08:2%-02/03
12:28-03/03
12:33-03/03
13:19-03/03
13:46-02/02
14:01-03/03
14:07-03/703
18:08-03/03
1E:43-07/02

/756X

(Brinted) Stazus

Client Returned H:ome
Busy

Succaseful

RF Chack-Client H:oume
Successful

RF Crecr-Client rHome
RF Check-Clien: =Ame
Client Leftt =ome
Client Returned Home
Successful
Suczesstul

RF Check=-Cli.ent Houme
RF Check-Client =cme
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Heme
sClignt Lafe Early
Hang up

Pager-Called

sClient Heme Late
Pager-Called

Busy

Busy

Successful

Busy

Current Time: (8:03

Successtul

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Cliant Home
RF Check-Client Hcme
Client Left Heme
Cliant Returned MHome
Client Left Home
Cliant Resturned Home
Succasstul

Busy

Successful

RP Check=-Clignt Home
RF Check=Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home

lient Returned Heme

Siizceseful



cae_n
-

— T ¢

$04737
804737
504737
804737
604737
804737
604737
604737
€04737

l-‘ -
§34237
€0a4737
504737
6047237
604737
804737
504737
607327
804737
804737
604737
804737
604737

- Total Statusaes Printed:

I-032 T3 L3:5%
SE L e

121 14-03/04
13:45-03/04
16:09-03/C+
16128-03/04
16:43-03/04
2115%0-03/04
21:%3-03/04
21:26-03/04
22:10-03/0;
as -03

19111263/%3
13:28-03/08
16:12-03/08
16:18-03/09
16:41~-03/03
13:40-03/0S
21:17-03/C3
21:132-03/0S
21:24-03/08
22116-03/0%
061 16-03/C6
0€:15-02/729
12:18-02/28

) o

12:13-03/04
12:85-02/04
18 1C-C3/C4
16128-63/04%
16:44-03/04
21150-CZ/04
21123-03/04
21:87-03/04
22:11-03/70%
08:11-02/03
12118-03/08
14:10-02/708
18115-02/08
16:18-03/0S
18:42-03/Q0S
19:41-02/0F

{3

21:17-03/03"

21132-02/3S8
21:34-03/0%
22:17-023/708
06317-03/06
0E:1 1S5-02/28
13:01-02/38

72

/785TX

= w =S Coel”
TR IR

1

-

RF Check-Client Hecrma
Ciiernt Lefs Home
Cliant Returred =ome

s

Successful

3usy

Busy

Succasaftul

RP Chaecxk-Client Home
RF Check-Client Homa@
RF Check-Client Home
Client Let: Home
+Client Heme Late
Pagar-Called
Successftul
Succossful

BUuBY .
*MNO Verifiar Jete:sted
Pagar-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check=Client Hcme
RF Check-Client Home




“;T=lle 2a L nli i

——————— ==

migstsry For aLlL STATUSES

Equipment
Number”

804737
804737
6Ca737
8504737
604737
6047237
804737
804737
604737
§04737
804737
804737
804737
804737
604737
804727
804737
604737
504737
804737
804727
§04737
804737
§04737
804737
£04727

Equipment Type

- 12120-03707
12:40-02/07
14:01-02/707
143 15-03/07
16106-03707
1€:12-03/07
161 81-03/07
16183-03/07
16138-03/07
161 29-03/07
17:01-03/07
20: 18-03/07
20:31-03/07
20145-03/07
22111-03/707
081 18-03/08
12:19-03/08
18:86-03/08
16:58-03/08
17:04-03/08
18:20-33/08
02125-03/09
083128-03/09
14:26-03/09
16:29-02/09
20:20-02/09

CLIENT FULL REPQRT

Current Date: 04-02-1992

604737 -
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
€04737
604737
604737
604737
804737
€04737
604737
604737
604737
604737
€04737
604727

22:33-02/09
04:30-03/10
10:131-03/10
15:08-03/10
135:26-03/10
18124-03/10
16113-03/10
163117-03/10
16:26-03/140
17:31-03/10
18:06-03/10
18121-03/10
18:136-03/10
18:38-03/10
22114-03/10
06:23-03/11
12:26-023/11¢
15144-03/11
18:84-03/11
18:124-03/11

Time - Date
(Acsual)

12:29-02/07
12:99-02/07
14:03-02/07
14:26-03/07
19311 -03/707
16:12-02/07
16:151-03/07
18183-03/07
16:158-023/07
16139-03/07
17:i00-03/07
201 LE-V3/07
20:31-03/707
20:187-03/07
22:19-03/Q7
063 19-03/08
12:20-03/08
16: S€-03/708
16:58-03/08
17:08-03/08
18128-03/708
02326-02/03
08: 28 -03/09
14:30-03/0%
183 29-03/709%
20131 -03/709

22:93-03/09
04:31-03/10
10:132-03710
18:23-=33/10
15:133-9Q3710
1$:136-03/10
16:18-03/10
16:117-03/10
16:27-03/10
17181-03/10
18:0€-03/10
18121-03710
18:26-03/10
18:38-03/10
22:928-903/710
06:126-03/11
12:33-03/11
14:01-03/1¢
12:157-03711
16:04=-03/11

1S

Time - Ca%e
(Printed)

RF Check-Client =ome
lient Lett Mome

Client Returred “cme

Client Left Heme

Client Returned Heome

Successful

Busy

Busy

Busy

Busy

Pager-Called

Busy

Busgy

Successful

RF Check-Client MNome

RF Check-Client Home

RF Check-Client =sme

Nz Answer

Ne Answer

Successful

RF Check-Client Home

RF Check-Client Huoume

RF Check~-Client Home

RF Check=-Cliant Home

Successful

RF Creck-Client =cme

Current Time: 18:26

Client Added/Changed
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Client Left Home

sClient Home Late

Pagar-Called
Successful

Busy

Busy

Buey

Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Heme
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
gusy

S eecccwcvrrenemen-



AT

804737
804737
604727
804737°
604737
604727
604737
604737
804737
604737
604737
604737
604737
604737
804737
804737
£04737
804737
604737
€04737
804737
804737
604737
804737

Total Statuses Printed:

g L L L D LT Lk it addadadadid

20:38-03/11
2:187-03/18
06:01-03712
11:49-03/12
12:101-03/:2
16:18-03/12
18:01-03/712
20131 -03712
20146-03/12
21:01-03/712
21118-03712
21:18-03712
02:02-03/13
08:18-03/13
06:16-03/06
12:17-03/06
18124-03/08
16:11-03/08
{€£114-03/706
18124-03/08
17:47-02/086
22:12-03/08
221587 -03/06
086:16-03/07

20:27-02/¢1
22:61-0371L4
©¢8:01-02712
11:49-03712
12:02-02/12
18:19-03/712
18:06-03/712
20:31-03/12
20:46-02/12
21:01-03/12
21:16-03712
21:18-03/12
02:18-03/13
08:18-03/713
06117-03/06
12:47-03/08
15:35-02/C6
18:12-03/7086
18114-03/06
16:2¢-03/08
17:148-03/06
22:16-03/7086
221%7-03/06
061 20-03/07
72

759x%

B S el TICseTEl-2l
Suscesatul

RF Zre:z:k-Tlient Hcme
A% Ihezk-Cliant Home
Ciient Acdgeda/Changeec
RF Creck-Client Hcome
Succasstul

RF CTheck-Client Hcme
Busy

Busy

Busy

Busy

Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home.

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RF Creck=-Client Home
Client Latt Home -
eCllient Home Late
Pager -Susy
Pager-Called
Successtul

RF Check-Client Hcome
Succasstul

RF Check=-Client Homa




e

&

CLIENT FULL
Zurrent Dat

S04737
204737
254737
854737
604737
=Q4737
04737
E04737
Eus737
£04737
80a737
SU4737
£04737
EQ4727
£04737
S047237
804727
£04737
c04737
504737
804737
604737
504737
£04737
604737
£04737
804737
£04737

REPCRT

@: 04-03-17%

17126-03717
18107=-03/717
191 10=-03/17
02:07-03/718
Dg108-02/1(8
1$128-03/718
18:16-03/18
16121-03/18
20:08=-03/18
Q43 17-03/19
10:25-0371%
18:2S5-03/1%2
18128-03/719
<2128-03/13
CE:23-03/20
02:05-03/13
$8:18-03/13
14:18-03/13
14:39-03/712
13:30-03713
15:32-03/13
18:08-03/13
17:858-03/13
221 16-93/13
22:181-037123
08321 -03/14
12:22-03/14
19:14-03/14
1€117-03/14
18:20-03/14
18151 =-03/14

Total Statuses Printed:

N

17:27-03/717
18:07-03/17
19:11-03/717
02:08-03/1!8
08:08-C2/183
14:08-03/18

Currenmt Time: |

Successful
RF Check-Client
Successtul

RF Check-Client !

]F Check=Client
RF CTheck-Cl.ens

8140

Home

1£117-02/18 *No Veriftier Zetected

1€:122-03/18
20:118-023/18
043 25-Q3/13
10:128-02/19
18:26-03/719
16:29-03/19
22:29-03/19
06:20-03/20
02:18-02/13
08:18-03/13
14¢422-03/713
14:33-03/13
15:51-03713
16116-02/12
164 16-03/143
17139-03713
22:121-03/13
22:52-03/13
08122-03/14
12:126-03/14
19:126-03/1¢

Successful

RF Check-Client

RF Check-Client

RF Check-Cliant

RF Check-Client

Talsel Interrupt
RF Check-Client
RF Check-Client
RF Check-Client
RF Check-Client
RF Check-Client
Client Left Home
Client Returneg

Client Laft Home
Client Returned

Succwssful

Home
Home
Heme
Home
ed

Home
Homa
Home

‘Home

Home

Home

Home

RF Check-Client Home

Succegsful

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check=-Cliant Heme

Client Laft Home

1€:18-03/14 eClient Home Late

16:20-03/14
1€:32-03/14

7

/6o X

Pager-Called

Successtul



LIENT FULL REPORT

Current Dater 034-02-1992 Current Timer 13:30

csmescesee e mescesEmemeemmemememeeee-ssssesaesnemssesssasee eSS SSsRasamnTT"

DOC Number:YN110&32 Dates =
Gfficar’'s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client's Name:PALHMER, TONY
Street Address:20 NORTH 2RD ST.

Stata:NJ
Ct+ice1 DO 12
Equipment #:503737

Entry: 10<30-13%1 TermimaTiTmilie=U6-1332

, PATTERSON 210107322

Receiver and Verifier Comcined
Seeper . Number: 7778804 phone Numbari (20173C04E4
Message Number:O2 Telsol Number:S
Offense: ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS €08 WITHIN 1,000FT SCHCOCL

Curfews: Period 1 Period 2 Pericd 3 Per.cg &
Start Stop Stare Step Start Stop Stars Sesz
Menday 00: 01 091390 16110 171Q0 17101 22300 22301 23T
Tuesday o101 09130 18:10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22: 01 23: 3
Wedanesday Q0: 01 03: 30 16:10 17:00 17101 22100 22101 212
Thursday 0301 03180 18:10 17:00 17:04 22:00 22:01 23: 82
Friday 00:01 N9: 50 15: 10 18¢ 20 22:40 23110 2301t 218
Saturday 00:01 09:30 18:10 17:00 17:01 22:C0 22:0! <
Sunaay 00: 01 102 16: 10 17:00 17:01 22:0C 2201 22: 2
Supervision: Ne Calls No Calls No Calls No Zails
Notes: INMATE 2ZND FLOOR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Date
Number Equipment Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Action
604737 18103-03/714 18104-03/14 Successful

€04737 19:107-03/714 19:07-03/14 Busy

604737 19:22-03/14 19:23-03/14 eNo Verifier Detected
504737 19:23-03/14 13:24-03/14¢ Pager-Called

804737 22:17-03/14 22:18-03/14 RF Check=-Client Home
604737 06:18-03/15 06118-03/15 RF Check-Client Home
804737 12:18-03718 12118-03/193 RF Check-Client Home
E04737 16:142-03/715 16:43-03/18 Successful

604737 18:18-03/713 18119-03/13 RF Check-Client Home
804737 02;19-03718 02:119-03/16 RP Check-Client Home
S04737 08119-03/16 08120-03/16 RP Check-Client Home
804737 10187-03/16 11108-03/16 <Client Left Home
€04737 12145-03/16 12:146-03/16 Client Returned Home
604737 13:103-03/716 13:114-03/16 Client Lett Home
604737 13154-03/16 13:15%-03/16 Client Returnsd Home
604737 13:153-03/186 14123-03/16 Client Left Heome
804737 18:04-03/718  18:06-03/16 Clisnt Returned Home
804737 16:48-03/16 16:49-03/186 Succassful

£04737 18:02-03/716 18:02-03/16 Busy

s0a737 18117-03/718 18:117-03/16 No Answer

€04737 18:27-03/18 18128-03/16 Successful

£04737 22:106-03/16 22:06-03/16 RF Check-Client Home
804737 08106-03/17 06:108-03/17 RF Check-Client Home
€04737 12:06-03/17 12:07-03/17 RF Chaeck-Client Home
£04737 16114-03/717 15114-03/17 Buay

04737 1€:29-03/17 16:20-03/17 Sueccesstul

16tk




=FSe0l-T33 TR a8l (Ti2IGITAL FRCOCTS TEL NG IICE-TEINrelE 21T =7
CLIENT FULL REPORT
Current Dat®s: 04-03-1932 Current Time: 18:55

£0a4737 21146-03/21 21:47-03/2¢ Successful
Total Statuses Printed: 27

/72X



- Fll.2T3 S e ITeZeTileMd 2222 C.s I
CLIENT FULL REPQORT
Current Date: 03-03-1992 Current Timet 18:85
DOC Numbart YN1 10282 Dates *® Termimasizni 04-04-18352

Entry: 10-30-1321
Ofticer’s Name:CICCONE, RICH .
>C110nt'9 Name: PALMER, TONY
Street Address:20 NORTH 2RD ST.
Stase:NJ
ot4ize1DC 12
Equipment w1 608737
Beeper Number: 777880%
Me@ssage Number:02
Offnnse|AESTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

y PATTERSON Zig107S22

Recaiver ang Ver:ifler Cemoined
Phone Numberil20173C0sE
Talsol Number:S
2085 CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHCCL

Curfews: Pericd 1 Pariod 2 Perind 3 Seriza ¢
Start Step Start Stop Start Seop Stars Szoo

Menday 00101 03150 16310 17:00 17:01 22:00 22360 z3: 2%

Thursday 00101 09190 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00

Friday 60101 09: 30 16:10 18120 22: 20 23110

Saturday 00:01 ©'3:350 16310 17:00 17:01 22100

Sunday Q0101 10:20 16:10 17100 17:01 22:00

Supervisiaong No Calls Ne Calls Ne Calls

Notes: INMATE  2ND FLOGCR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipment
Number
‘604737
606737
604737
£047237
804737
604737
604737
€04737
804737
604737
604737
£04737
804737
804737
604737
804737
804737
§04737
€E0e737
604737
8047237
804737
504737
804737
804737
€04737

Equipment Type®

221 19-03/2%
06422-03/22
12:23-03/22
16:33-03/22
18:23-03/22
181 59-03/22
19114-03/22
02:24-03/23
061 23-03/20
12:30-03/20
15:10-03/20
18:03-03/20
18:03-03/20
18:118-03720
22:04-03/20
23:09-03720
23111-03/20
06:04-03/24
12108-03/21
12:22-03/21
14:19-03/21
1%5:08-03/21
16111-03/721
16121-03/21
18:34-03/72}
1€:40-03/21

Time = Date
(Actual?

22323-03/21
08:22-03/22
12:23-03/722
16:40-03/22
18:24-03/22
181 %9-03/22
13:1%-03/22
03:37-03/23
06130-03720
12:30-03/20
15122-03/20
16104-03/2
18:103-03/20
181 19-03/20
2304-03/20
231 10-03/20
23111-03/20
06:04-03/21
12110-03/722
12:34-03721
13120-03/721
19:390-03721
18:1193-03/2}
16121 -03/2%
168:38-03/22
16:31-03721

/63X

Time - Date
(Printed)

Status of Action
RE Chack-Client Home
RE Check-Client Hom@
RF Check-Cliant Home
Successful
RF Check-Client Home
Busy
Successful
RF Chack-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
RFE Check-Client Home
Client Laft Home
Client Returnad Home
Busy
Successftul
AF Check=Client Home

sNo Veritier Detected
Pager-Called
RF Check-Client Heme
RF Chack-Cliant Home
Client Left Home
Clignt Returned Hime
Client Laft Home

»Client Home Late
Pager-Called

sNe Verifier Detected
Successful




Ta "7 e ied e weims ™a "Tacee D L Ze e et

CLIENT FULL REPGCRT

Current Date: 04-02-1992 Current Time: (9144

DOC Number:YN110292 Dates = Terminatianios-Ca-1332
Qtficar’s Name:CICCONE, RICH
Client’s Name:PALMER, TONY
Street Address:30 NCRTH 3RD ST.
State:NJ
Qfftice: 00 12
Equipment #:€04737

Entry: lQ-20-199

) PATTERSON

e S -~
2izsiC7s22

Receiver and Verifier Combined
Beepaer Number: 7778804 Phone Number: 12017300384
Message Number:02 Telsal Numberi1S
Offensa: ABSTRUCTING JLSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,U00FT SCHOOL

Curteves Perind | Period 2 Pericd 3 Perizgd 4
Start Stop Start Step Starse Step Stars
Manday 00:01 091350 16:10 17:00 17:01 22:00 22: 01
Tuesday QU: 04 03:80 16210 17:00 17:01 22:00 22:01
Wednesday 00301 03120 16:10 17:00 17:014 22:00 22:01
Thuraday 00101 03:80 16110 17:00 17101 22:00  22:0! <
Friday Q0108 039: S0 1€ 40 18:20 22:40 23:10 23: 0t <
Sasturday 00: 01t 33130 16: 40 17:00 17:01¢ 22:00 22: 0 s
Sunday Q0101 10: 20 16110 {7:00 17:0¢ 22:¢0 2200 2300
Supervisicn No Calls Ne Calls No Calls No Calls

|
|

Notes: INMATE 2ND FLOCR

History Far ALL STATUSES

Equipment Time - Date Time - Date
Number Equipment Type (Actual) (Printad)  Statue of Action
804737 1S148-03/23 13:137-03/23 RF Check-Client Home
804737 16117-03/23 1€:18-03/723 Hang up

804737 16:13-03/23 18:20-03/23 +#No Veritier Detected
€04737 1€122-03/23 18122-03/23 Pager-Called

EV4737 20:28-03/23 20:138-03/723 Busy

€04737 20:148-03/23 20:148-03/23 Susy

604737 21136-03/723 21135-03/23 RF Check-Cliant Heome
€04737 085:184-03/24 0%:55-03/24 RF Check-Client Home
Q04737 11:33-03/724 12109-03/24 RF Check-Cliant Home
€04737 16:131-03/2¢ 16:132-03/24 Succassful

804737 17124-03/24 17:128-03/724 #No Veritiaer Detected
604737 171268-03/28 17:126-03/24 Pager-Called

604737 18:09-03/724 18:10%2-03/24 RF Chack-Client Home
£04737 21146-03/294 21:46-03/24 No Answver

804737 211S6-03/724 21:38-03/2¢ No Answer

804737 21:188-03/724 21:38-03/24 N¢ Answer

€04737 22:00-03/24¢ 22:00-02/2¢ Pager-Calleda

€04737 02:109-03/28 02:10-03/28 RF Check-Client Hume
504737 08:03-03/28 08:110-03/235 RF Check -Client Home
604737 14110-03/28% 14:10-02/2% RF Check-Client Home
504737 13:146-03/728 14¢398-03/2%5 Client Left Home
£06737 12128-03/28 16:00-03/25 Clisnt Returned Home
604737 16:37-03/23 16:37-03/28 Hang up

€EN4737 18:30-03/23 16:41-03/23 Succeseful

£04737 17:09-03/728 17:03-03/29 Successful

804737 21198-02/28 2119S-03/28 Succesutul

764x



CLIENT FULL
Current Dat

604737
804737
£0a737
£04737
5047237
£04737
604737
§04737
€04737
€047327
504737
804737
€04737
804737

Total Statuses Printed:

Y

REPORT

@1 04-03-1992

22:00-03/23
06103-03/26
11:5L-03/%6
12104-03/26
14:83-03/35
19:34-03/726
1%5192-03/26
17:26-03/28
171 4E=02/2
21:1968-03/35
CE:1 00 -02/27
12:100-03/727
13122-03/27
19;%56-03/727

22:02-03/39%
06:04-03/26
12:18-03/26
12:18-03/286
14:54-02/28
153 49-03/726
1%:56-03/286
17:2€-03/2€
17:46-03728
22:00-03/26
0E6:00-03/27
12:04-03/27
14:33-03/27
13:1857-03/27
40

165X

TIITAL FRIDCTE

---q—----b-------.-e.c--.

Current Time: 13:44

RF Check-Client Home
Client Left Home

RF Check ~Not Home
Ci.ant Returned Hume
Client Left Heme
Client Returned rcme
Susy

sSuccessful

RF Check=Client Home
RF Check=-Client Hume
RF Chack =Client Hene
Client Lat¢ Home
Clisnt Returned Home

P




ELIENT FULL REPCRT

Currant Datel

04-03-1992

DOC Numbari YN110282
Qfficer’s Name: CICCONE,
Client's Name1 PALMER,
Street Aadress: 30 NORTH

SstateiNJ

Cé¢ice: DO 12
Equipment #1804737
Beeper Numbert 7778804

Message Numbar:

Dates =

RICH

TONY

2RD ST.

Current Time: 20:08

--.--------------¢--aun----o-.

Entry:10-30-1991

, PATTERSON

Zipt Q732

Receiver amd Verifier Comclred
Prhoma Number: 12017300464
Telsol Number:3
POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHCOL

o2
ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS ,

Cttense: el rotiid 2
Peric
Curteust Stars Step Sear; s;ogo
00301 091 S0 16:1 17
¢3::::v 00104 09180 16110 17:00
wWednesday 00101 09150 Lgxxo 17100
Thursaay 00101 03150 156: 10 17300
Friday 001014 09:30 16: 10 18120
Saturday Q0:0% 0'9: 50 16:10 17:00
Suncay 00101 10120 1€: 10 17100
Supervisions No Calls No Calls
Not@s: INMATE 2ND FLOOR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipgment
Numbev

604737
604737
€04737
604737
804737
604737
604737

LY

804737
€04737
604737
€04737
604737
80737
604737
604737
§04737
604737
604737
804737
§04737
€04737
€04737
£0¢737

Equipment Type®

06100-03/27
12:00-02/27
14:122-03/27
15186-03/27
18117-03/27
18119-03/27
19:29-03/27

132-93/3
éét%%-%gﬁz
061 04-03/28
1210403728
13149-03/28
14:59-03/28
18126-03/268
17:00-03/28
17102-03/28
17112-03/28
17122-03/28
17132-03/28
17:42-03/28
17:44-03/728
20:%3-03/28
21:101-03/28
21:09-03/28
21:11-03/2

(Actual)

063100-03/27
12304-03/27
14:33-03/27
15:87-03/%7
18:18-03/27
18:19-02/27
18129-03/27
22:04-03/27

3 103-03/27 .
104-03/27

06:103-03/28
12:119-03/28
14¢02-03/28
18:01 -Q3/28
16:27-03/28
17100-03/28
17:102-03/28
17:12-03/28
17:22-03/28
17132-03/28
17:42-03/28
17:44-03/28
20:53-03/28
21:108-02/28
21110-03/%8
21:11-03/28

706X

Pericd 3

Start Step
17:0¢ 22:00
17108 22100

17:01 22:00

17:01

22:40 22: 10
Z

17:0¢ 2:00
17:01 22:00
No Calls

Time -~ Date Time - Dace
(Printad)

RE Check-~Client Home
RF Check-Client Hocme
Client Left Hone
Client Returned Home
eNo Veriflar Detected
Pager -Busy
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home

&No Verifier Detscted
Pager-Called

RF Check-Client Home
RF Check-Client Home
Client Leftt Home
Client Returned Home
Successful

Telsol Didn’t Respond
Telsol Didn’t Respend
Telsol Didn't Respand

Busy
Busy
Busy

Pager-Called

Busy

RF Check-Client Heome
*No Verifier Detectad
Pager-Called

Per.2g 4
Star®
22:01
22:91
22:0!
22:01¢
23l
22108
2210

Ne Cailz

Status of Action

cecwmweecccceaaam~

n
Pl
[}

[ XN B
INAND]

e
[

23

r)
W

corn i th En (8 1)

-
23

)
)

Terminagicm:(é-Ca-1532



24737
24737
14737

10:22-04/02
12:133-04/02
12122-04/02

{ENT PULL REPORT

rrent Dater 04-03-1992 Current Time: 09:32
24737 12:05-04/02 13:06-04/02 Client Returned Home
4737 14122-04/02 14:36-04/02 Client Left Hcome
24737 14149-04/02 (4151-04/02 Client Returned Home
04737 15:07-06/02 15:107-04/02 Client Added/Changed
08737 15102-04/02 135:14-04/02 Client Left Hcme
Ca737 15149-04/02 13:%50-04/02 Client Returned Home
04737 16144-04/02 15145-04/02 Successful

04737 19:1€-04/02 19:17-04/02 Succassful

C4737 21:69-04/02 21:50-04/02 RF Check-Client Home
04737 064127-04/03 04138-04/03 eClient Leftt Early
0737 04:40-04/03 04:40-04/03 Hang up

04737 04142-04/03 04142-04/03 Pager-Called

04737 06:04-03728 06:05-03/28 RF Check-Client Hcme
04737 12:04-03/28 12:19-03/28 RF Check-Client Home
24737 13:149-03/28 14:02-03/28 Client Left Home
ca737 14123-03/28 15101-03/28 Client Returned Home
04737 164126-03/20 16127-03/28 Successful

04737 17:00-03/28 17:100-03/28 Telsol Didn’%t Respgond
08737 17102-03/28 17:02-03/20 Telsol Didn’t Respond
04737 17112-03/28 17:12-03/28 Telsel Dign’t Respond
04737 17:122-03/28 17122-03/28 Busy

04737 17132-03/28 17:132-03/28 Busy

04737 17142-03/28 17:42-03/20 Busy

24737 17:44-03/28 17144-03/28 Pager-Called

24737 20159-03/28 20:59-03/28 Busy

24737 21:01-03/28 211085-03/28 RF Check-Client Home
24737 21109-03/28 21:10-03/28 eNo Veritier Detected
24737 21111-03/728 21111-03/28 Pager-Called

34737 05:108-03/29 085:108-03/29 RF Check-Client Home
24737 11108-03/29 11:31-03/29 RF Check -Clisnt Home
24737 14922-03/29 14133-03/29 Client Lett Home
24737 1416103729 14142-03/29 Client Returned Homs
24737 15132-03/29 15:44-03/29 Cliene Left Home
24737 18:58-03/29 131368-03/729 Client Returned Heme
20737 16:118-03/29 16117-03/29 Succsestul

24737 19132-03/29 19132-03/29 Recorded Spesch
24737 19142-03/29 191462-03/29 Suceesstul

24737 21:1%8-03/29 21:159-03/29 RF Check-Cliant Home
24737 08:59-02/320 06:01-03/30 RF Check-Client MHome

ce rm e -

11:10-04/02
12:54-04/02
13:03-04/02

T Ceaa The@ il Rume
Cliesne Lat? Home
Ci.ens Rasurned =ome
Client .eft Hecre

tal Statuses Printed: 63

coemeece c-oo-n---..---c-e.c--‘----oeﬁoc----.-.------o-n--q---‘---------n------.

167X




LIENT FULL REPQRT

‘wurrant Date: 04-03-1992 Current Time: 09132

2C Number:YN{10282 Cates = Entry: 10-30-1991
Cffticer’'s Nama:CICCONE, RICH
Client’'s Namas PALMER, TONY
Street Address:30 NORTH 3RD ST.
Stata:NJI
Oftices DO 12

Equipment #:804737

Termination:i04-04-1532

, PATTERSCN 1ip: 07322

Receiver and Veritier Combined
Beesper Number:7778804 Phone Number! 12017300464
Message Number: (02 ) Telscl Number:S
Of+ens@t ABSTRUCTING JUSTICS , POSS CDS WITHIN 1,000FT SCHOOL

-

urfews: Period | Period 2 Pericd 3 Period 4
Stare Stop Start Stop Stare Stop sars Stop
cengay 00:01 09150 16:10 17100 17:04 22:00 22:01¢ Z3:8¢
uesday 00:014 Q3: 350 18110 17100 17:01 22:006 =2:01 23352
ednesday on: 01 09: 30 1€:10 17:00 171014 22100 22:01 o3: 58
hursday 00101 09:S0 1{6: 10 17:00 17:01 22100 22:01 23153
riday 00104 09180 16110 18:120 22: 40 23110 23188 25139
aturday [*I>T%}} 09: 80 16110 17:00 17:014 22100 22: 01 23139
unday 00:01 10120 18110 17100 17101 22100 22101 23: 59
uparvision: No Calls One €all One Call No Calls
Notes: INMATE 2ND FLQOR

tatory For ALL STATUSES

uipmenst Time - Date Time - Date

umber Egquipment Type (Actual) (Printed) Status of Action
804737 12:01-03/30 12:01-03/30 RF Check-Client Home
504737 14128-03/30 14:37-03/30 Client Laft Home
504737 15183-03/730 15155-03/30C Clisnt Returned Homne
804737 16:16-03/30 16117-03/30 Successful

504737 231:1384-03/30 21:885-03/730 RF Check-Client Hocme
304737 0%1835-03/731 08:193-03/31 RF Check-Client Home
304737 18¢41°03/731 11:22-03/31 Client Left Home
304737 16:118-03/31 16116-03/31 Successful

304737 17333-03/3% 17133-03/31 Succassful

304737 19:182-03/731% 19122-03/31 RF Check-Client Heme
306737 03182-04/01 03:53-04/01 RF Check-Client Home
304737 09:1E€3-04/01 09133-04/01 RF Check-Client Home
3327986 12:38-04/01 12:158-04/01 Client Left Home
352796 15:44-04/01 1S:48-04/01 Client Returned Hcme
382796 16:31-04/01 18132-04/01 1nvalid Verifier ®
382796 16134-09/01 16133-04/01 Invalig Veritier ®
332736 16:58-04/01 18:37-04/01 Invalid Veritier ®
332796 16128-04/01 16138-04/01 Pager-Called

3182796 17:80~-04/01 17150-04/0} Busy

182796 18:0Q0=0a/01 18:01-04/01 Invalid Verifier ®
132736 18:10=24/01  15310-04/014 Teolgnl Intarrusted

/16%x



APPENDIX G

Documents Related to Palmer Incident
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R

(o)
™

PRE-PAROLE HOME CONFINEMENT PROGRAM APPLICATION

PALMER “E . Numser _ ) ) AL L ,

. 4-4'.”/-
zuzisn Mzcg— gg. (3 . Parole Cate gw= - -92../7‘/ /7
Y T2gu 3] pa.-.---5'= tne PreParcsle Hex : Sens

a

£ tne following Ce
i2n rules, fegula::ons, ang csnéitiens of

zand zhat I must nave a parole elig:ioilizy
x z

Y B
‘27 menznhs fzsm tRe Zate I my glacament

b )

[R I VIS IS

IS I ¢ O N

[T 9 VA TS I W 71
am

L

1. I agree to obey all laws.
2. I agree o razort as lassructed Sy My Farzsle Siiizsr.
3. I agree to g5 directly to the Districe ?a:.;e :f:.-e Zgsn

leaving my instituction of c3:nfinement or as otherwis ’
an authorized DoC representazive, I agree %2 remain ab Ay asgreoved
residence except during hours permitted by my parsle offiz T
ynauthcrized absence from my apprcved residence may be deenm
Ze an escape under the crxmxna‘ coce;

—lm

s, I agree nct to change my r2sifence for any reaszn a3z :-
time w<izhout the pricr apgrava. c¢f my parcle cfficer
5. I agree to te confined to my approved resicence wnenaver

I am not employed (day or evening) except .for the hours zhat ay
pacrole officer permits me to search for a job or engage in ano:ther
approved activity and to comply with any home confinement program
modifications made by my pacole officer:

5. I agree to maintain telephone service at all times at =y

apgprcved residence;

7. I agree to respond to all telephcone calls macde =2 =v
approved residence by the Electironic Monitoring System and o
comply with its instructions. I acknowledge that these cails will
be made tandonly. duzring the the curfev hours imposed by my parcle
officer:

8. I agree not to tamper with or othervise damage any of zhe
alectronic monitoring equipment which is installed at my residernce.
I acknovledge that any deliberace damage o the equipment may
result in disciplinary action including being assessed repaic
and/or replacement costs for the equipment involved:

9. I agree not to remove, Oor attempt to remove the monitoring
bracelet or anklet which will be affixed to my wrist or ankle by
any authorized officer: any attempt, oc remeval, to do so may te
consicdered an attempt tO escape:

e
o
H

form
SMD
3/6/90

/170X



-
[8))
(8]

—_—
« a3 I agree2 o make every 2ffsct TS zziain employmant wiioon
(35, days and s mainzain tnac employment: I agree s nstify avy
sarz.e off.zer .mmedialely upon zarminaszicon <f-any ampisymenz:
ll. I agree neot =3 :ravel zSevond tne zcundaries ci the 3taze

s New Jersey under any ciccumstances;:

12. I agree =0 refrain {rsm anydrug use nst prescrized I:z
a

ne. =y ticensad physician:
13, I agree =2 refrain from alconol usagé in any forwm: .

4. I agrae 3

(]

csmit te random and fraguent urine testinfngs

LS. 1 agrae =32
some coniinement 7r3¢

18, I understand and agr2e that I will e menitored a: ncme.
az work, at school, or any other agpreoved lcstatisa =y =y farsla2
cffiger:

The fcllowing zznditions may be imposed by :ne Sistrict Par:sle
Supervisor, Assistant District Parole Superviscr s s:iher
designated cepresentative:

17. [ may se required to avoid asscociaticn wizh cerzain
iadividuals as idencified by my pacole cfficer:

12, I may te regquired to participate in zerza:in
sr raesidencial z-eatment programs as deemed necessa:y
3card (as a condition of parole) or my parole off:icer

successful participation in this program:

19. I agree to any additional conditions deemed appropriate
ety the District Parole Supecrvisor, or his representative, ocr =he
Department of Corrections, to those stated above to ensuce
successful participation in this program:

I UNDERSTAND AND AGREE TO COMPLY WITH ALL THESE CONDITICINS U2
ACCEPTANCE IN THE PREPAROLE HOME CONFINEMENT PRCGRAM. I UNCER
THAT NON-COMPLIANCE WITH ANY OF THE ABOVE CONDITIONS MAY 3£
FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION AND/OR BE SUFFICIEZNT CAUSE FOR TIRMIN
FROM THIS PROGRAM AND RETURN TO A CORRECTIONAL FACILITY WITHIN
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS.

Signature: ,im:’ggmgﬁ Date:__P-24H-2/

Witness: Date: - é-'?/

Chairman, .Class™ Cmnmit:ee.w, Date: _F-D v o,

HON O BT A
[§]

(L4

c: Inmate
Classification Office
Central QOffice Coordinator (Rev.

“
-
O
w
o
bt
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" Camplete Addrus to be Investigated: _ S aema

Nema

" PoRM 688
[ ¥

-3 - CoAa. L e =
Ti=d .- “ i T eeild
H P

RZEUEST FOR INVESTICATION OF PROPOSED HOVE CONFINEVENT PLAN 3

Part 1: (To be corpleted by inst, Hama Conflnamant Coordlr\ncr)
To : Dl:tr!et Office No. ]2 PAROLE DATE 989

tnstitution:
Social Secur

Addrass:

of Pcrson

eopﬂng Supservision Of Subject on Heame Conflnement

__relationship to Imrmte 0P WER

Cste: q éé ﬂ[
!’lwdw’o Ham® ConTInament coordinater
/////l//1/HII//I/II//I////Il/l/l///l/lll!/l/lllll///Il/lll//////f//////f,l/l;f/

Part 11 (To B¢ camplated by 1S8P Officor)

Tot HOVE CONFINGVENT CORD., DIV. OF ABLT INST. FPAX §09-63332u8
) & lmtlmtlml Classification Officer. .

IR . ‘ ‘ m z ml-
Reslcents at ,_ g: "%S’\Y'n: ° L)
' AL “PALMeN —_Age: <7 9 Yest
7| g " Y No i
{5 b RO YIVY 3?@3"’ Yas: = N,f m""é"“
.the hams Agat Yas: No:
11 kpewn to Pnblhr give details , i S : .

-
WIT1 residents sccept the IFmmte on the spproved datel _ [ -YES __ N

o M«n willing to cooperste with perole authoritles!
T N0 ' Cesmrants: _z

' Hore Confinmt Plan Agproved: 0/4 ND. If mo glﬁ "m=='-;——-'

3 \:
2 'S. 2143 TRIM MONUIIW ANNANDALE NC : PeGE.

Date: 0

/772 %

' Phum Nurber: ‘gn zgg ang_ Whan |lkely to be MEW -y

iwk/‘
i
g

Y
?

N

¥i

SR

o=

=




h
(9]

STATE CP NEW JERSEZY

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTICNS

e 10f25]1)

10: Institutional Classification Officer
- Institutional Home Confinement Ccordinator
THRU: Gary J. Hiltoa, Assistant Co iocf:
Division of Adult Institutic W :
FROM: william M. Bruschini (609) 292-9453
Pre-Parole Home Confinemes rdinacosg FAX: 633-3248
RE: PALMGQ, TG“\‘ ) N\{QG 110 282
The above named inmate ls approved for transfer to the ?re-Parcle Hcrme
Confinement Program on{g)EDW 15 . He/She is subjeczed

/
to electronic monitoring at his/her approved residence ac:

20 nordn 3ad ST Patrensew; NJ. awoFl
Telephone Number: 20| 798 - oY4Y. mnis is your authority to .
transfer the above inmate to the‘ custedy/supervision of the Disczi;:*
Parole Supervisor in Parole District ¢ 12 .
PARCLE ELIG. DATE: /MM "4/54/92.

c superintendent (Sending Insgitution)

. District Parole Office | 6 F |

' Bureau, of Parole, Central Office - I.P.O.
Institutional Parole Officer (Sending Institutica)
Regiormal Institution : No2Mhér A TE
Offender Records Unit, Central Office, D.O.C.
c.I.C.S., Data Base, Garden State
Institutional Parole Counselor (Sending Institution)
State Parole Board, Division of Hearings )

NOTE: If telefaxed, receiving agent is responsible for forwarding
copies to personnel located at receiving lnstitution.
Sender is responsible for forwarding all other copies.

AT 3X




-

FR:

RE:

-

(921
(o]}

DATE: IO/ZSHI

Senlor Classiflcation ot’fi‘cer at chc

District Office Supervisor, D.0. | |2 Att: 1352 cfe.

Classification offlcer, Regional Iastitulen at NSP

William M, Bruschini Phone: (92-24%1
Home Confinement naxor Tax: 63)-9248
Division of Adult ISstieQrions

PaLmenr, Towy MUeE 110262

The above subject {s being transferred tﬁ; the Hcme

Confinement Program on (.;ggug_ggggi 10 OI‘H .

It will be the parent {nstitutlon's respensibiity ts

- forward two photographs and a copy of the inmate's Face

Sheet to this office prior to transfer.

* TRANSPCRTATION WILL EE PROVIDED BY:

CeyTont  TRmxPecTTion

Note: Sr. Class. Officer - Plcase forward copy to Institution

Home Confinement Coordinator

TOTAL OF ; PAGES IN THIS COCMMUNICATION, INCLUDING THIS SHEET.




AN 3L~R0 Client Mazter Tile FE A

DOC Nusber: YNLLQE3Z Tates = Erery: 10-12-:1%%0 Ter=i=3ti3r: Ja-l==l1332
{Ef?-:er‘s tiame= Last: CITCONE Sire%: RIZH bW
-liant's Name= Last: FALMER Firss: TINY “LzzTla2:
laddress : @ NORTH ZIRD ST. City: SATTEIZEON cama: i

210 Coge: @a7%az 0ffize: TO 13 £ e o8 224737
'Zeecer ®: 7773306 Imome #: 12217300464 - “aiszi: S

. 2ffamce : ABSTIUCTING JUSTIZE , SCET IIT wIT=IN L, Q07T S

Lourfews Fericd | 1l fericg & 4 Feri2g 2 i mesizz -

‘ Stars Step Staret Stap Stare Stoc | Stars
imoncav o@:d1 | @9:5@ I 181 17:22 || 17:01 | 2820 ozz:ae

i Tuesdav A 2L @9:5Q | t6:1Q 17:Q L7t i 23:2Q L I
}wecaeeaay a@:01 | co:22 | :e:1d og7TieR || i7i2t | 2zt g il
THursdav 2g:ar | 29:22 f tesia | 7o forTidr toz2zi2d 1 ozzide

Fridav Q@21 2%:3 16:1 (G912 SZ:ed O ZZ:ld o E2:l0
Saturday 20:@1 | 29:T2 | 16:1@ | 17:00 || 17:21 | Ei:30 ) 2i:dL
Sunday Q2:Q1 1Q:2Q 16:1Q 170 17:21 | 22:0Q 3 22:2%

i
Supervision: No Calls % Sne Call Jne Call 1 Ne Zalls
Nctes: INMATE END FLOOR
Si-velg Fi-Save FI-frev Fa-Next F&=Clr FT7-Jel F3-8w--=: F3-T.-c 2.2l
18:63:23
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—
[¢))
o

.

Setting up the FF Fecaiver /.

The Zguisment Ser:al Numper f tne Feceiver [
1 Iaz:mimg Fhone Numtber of <rhe Ia2msral Station ! L
Savision Latter f tne Sece:iver ool
| Jialing Methaod of the =F Faceiver S
Wait Time BRefcore Discaonnmect C
laceming Fhaone Line to use for Frogramming s

Fill in all sele:ticns :r prass ENTER: for <he zefaults. ﬂ

F1 - Displays the Help screen FE - Clears the :current fielg @
F2 - Prizgrams the Feceiver FB - Feserved fiur Futura Use !
F10 - Feturns t: the Main Menu i
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Call Cuompgleted. Busy

10=30-13%1, 135:S4:44
Telsol #: 0Ol

Telscl Test
Phone: 212017300464

Starting Telsol Test
Sending DC to Telsol
Sending Data to Telsazl
Wwaiting for Outcome of Call
Zall Completed. FBusy

Telsol Test 10-30-1721, 1S:Z5:03
Phone: #12017300464 Telsol #: Q1

Starting Telsol Test
Sending DL to Telsal
Sending Data to Telsol
Waiting for Qutcome of Call
Call Completed. Busy

10-20-1931, 15:37:13
Telsel #: O}

Telsnl Test
Phone: 312017900464

Starting Telsol Test

Sending DC to Telscl

Sending Data to Telsal

Waiting for Qutcome of Call

Gond Handshake. Wristlet Code: EQOCO

Oy
(¥ )

-

Message #: <

Message #: 2

Message #: I

ON GUARD Telsol Test

v2.S1

Phione Number (912017300464

Telsal Number (011

]

Message Code (021

First

Digits to Send aftar Connect (

Opticnal Codes for a BEEPER (CALL Test:
Pause Value (03501
Second Pause Value (2001

(Méssage C.ode must be C8)

Printer Function i3 Currently:

On
Current Status of Telsol Test:5o0d Handshake.

Wristlet Code: S0CO

Fl - Help
F2 = Start Telszl Test
FS = Zemmunications Trace

F8 - Stop Telsol Test
F3 = ilhange Printer Status
Fl10 - Feturn to the Main Menu

15:38: 34
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FALMES, TONY
YN11OZ32 1

larfeus: Itare St
FriZay URIED) GET
Inzidantcgs . Actual Ti
12:43 1!
18:24 11
(2:S4 1L
12:93% 11

Verbal Fesprons2

N:tes - ,
#ee 53 MINUTES LATE.....

[¢V)

1N IDENT SESQFT
SERQFTH  131l¢
ATTN:
LASE ZFFIIER: JICLONE
TIO=0dES
do] Start  Stoo Stars 3It:g Starse Itz
0 1310 il apsiuibd ZZ€3

Status of Actiin.....

ime@ Fepcrt Time

-2 J:42 11=23 FF iLheck = NIt Home
=23 18:49 11-23 Hang Up

-2% 12:84 11-23 Hang o

=23 13:01 11=2% Client Koma Late

Nztes.e.ooooas

VEFIFIEF INSERT SUCCESSFUL.... SUBJECT ILAIMS -2

TE BECAUSE HE WAS ON HIS WAY HOME IN HIS FRIENDS CAF WHEN POLICE STCFED

FOF IMFROFEF MERGING...

E.M.S.

SUBJECT SAYS HIS FRIEND WAS DRIVING....

Initialeg - SP.PO W.LARR
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ZLECTRONIC MCNITCRING/HCOME CONFINDGENT

/Z_/{- 9/ Overtime Assignments
Jate Shift Officer/DO¢ Location Subiect 2ut Ian  Total Reasen
; T aar He ) ‘ T
12-15-91 T}/"7 //[‘fﬂ/“ry—z((‘ /0/%?‘ STof e oa%Zs i_ /oy ;:‘,:-
! Ay ' so ). i s
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' g — /! - I3 . i L i .
] 1S Demennd v TS
o Serr. — ———
i D S/t = Do=P  |TTELS. iz vl 2| ol m
7 - - lipariz ~ . —. .-
R Lryiiooas < ’la— R D = T A ./.-.c,);’;
[ 2 Aletage 2| Lo 1 2 x I £
. ' -’ : -
Y R. J/ezowné < Doz Rafsi<< G128 B IR
bV m. it ‘e;y Do L QR Tal T d[’."l‘ 2.9 3 i =l
|
* -
OTASN

192 X



~—.

185

Incident Report

tata: ‘//_3_/~?L Time: S < ©

Base Station Officer's name: !/(_)a-x.'fc»;c

Supervising Officer's name: 12‘:-", /‘./'°;,~.:.
Vl‘j

P /
O~y T AL e EM Inmate/Parolee Name
- -
= 11C3 DA EM Inmate/Parclee Number
Returned _____ ves - no
Reason:

Administrative Return

Reason:

Program Violation

Charzge:

New criminal activity; yves ne

~
Law Enforcement Agency Involved: @ﬁu -

cgments:'J// G rmto Fre ‘7/ 5/9)- [~ /:..7(‘ -—— FC

/
Aa?i}?#ﬂ Mmuddn 3 pPoos A rtas prm [/’fm.—:";__/‘
- 4 :

sal
EMIR
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SUIENT SuLL RESCRT

Zuirrteat Tate: J6-2I-13%%3 wrrent Time: Je:ed

J2C Number: ML 1AL8E Dates = Entry:1@-2Q~-132 Trzreinat Lot Qe=34-1332
JfFfi1cer's Mane:CICITCNE, RICH

Client's Name:~RALMER, TONY
Streoet Acdress:ZQ NORTH IRD ST. , FATTERSON Tip:Q7S3z
State:NJ
Cffice:D0 12
Squisnent #:5Q6737 Receiver and Verifier Consived
Seesar Mumter:77T8EC4 EhRona Niuaser:  IdL 20245«
Message Nugber:Q& Telsol Number:Z
Qffansa :NBSTRUCTING JUSTICS , FCSS CDS WITHIN |, 22QFT 3CHCOCL
Cirfews: Feriod ~eri0g & Feri0d Z ==»::c -
Stare Stop Start Step Stars Bt

Monday 2Q: 21 29:SQ 16:12 17:2Q L7:21 12
Tuesday QR:31 29:S 16:1Q 17:2Q 17:21 SEiQe
Wednesday 2Q:214 39:2 16:1Q 17:0Q 17:21 ZZ:2Q
Thursday QQ:91 29:53 16:19 17:22 17:21 3:0Q

Friday QQ:A1 A9:9 16:1Q 18:29 22:4Q 23:1Q
Saturday Q2:91 2%:52 16:19 17:99 17:21 E2:90

Sunday 2@ :21 1@:3 16:10 17:90 17:21 EREL
Supervision: No Calls One Call One Call

Notes:INMATE GSND FLOOR

History For ALL STATUSES

Equipment Tise - Date
Nuaber Egquipment Type  (Actual)
7 624737 Compined 3:S2-04/02}

7624737 Cosbined 29:52-04/21
< 6352796 Cosbined 12:38-04/01
633796 Coabined 1< 44-@4/01

, 652796 Coabined 16:51-04/01
638279%6 Coebined 16:54-046/01
652796 Coabined 16:256-26/01
633796 Cosbined 16: 35-06/01

i 632796 Combined 17:29-24/01%
6327%¢6 Conrbined l&:@@—@h/@l
S&79 Cosbined 18:12=04/Q1
64737 Combined 21:45-04/01
€Q4737 . Combined QT:43T-04/Q2
604737 Coabined :1SS=-04/02
6946737 Combined 1&8:33-04/02
604737 Cosbined 12:52-04/92
604737 Cosbined - 13:0S-04/02

16:33-24/02
146:49-Q46/02

634737 Coabined
6Q4737 Cosbined

604737 Cosbinea 12:97-34/22
604737 Combined 1:08~-Q4/02
636737 Coabined 18:49-04/02
Q4737 Combined 16:44-36/02

eQ6737 Coabined 19:16-04/32
604737 Combined 21:69-04&/02
647327 Caombined Q4:37-04/33

194X

Time - Date
(Printed)
@;:=’-aa/@1
02:52-04/21
l\-- 5‘@“/@1
19:45-04/01
16:52-04/21
£:35-34/31
16:27-24/9@1
16:58-34/21
17:30-04/21
18:231-04/21
18:10-Q04/21¢
S1:6S-04/21
AT :463-Q4/0Q2
11:19-94/32
12:54-Q4/02
13:03-04/022
13:86=-084/22
14:36-04/02
4:851-04/22
15:97-34/22
1%:14=-94/02
15:50-34/22
16:45-046/02

19:17-04/232 -

21:30=-04/03
4:38-04/23

RF Check=-Zl.ert =2m2~
RF Check=-ZTlians =Hoae
Client Left Home
Client Returnea Home
Invalid Verifier u‘ﬁf
Invalid Verifier % ¢:
Invalid Verifier # /
Pager-Called '\/
Busy d“«
Invalid Verifier #
Telsol Interruptea J/L,
ke

RF Check-Client Hc= ;
RF Check=Client HHcme
Client Left Home A%
Client Returned Home]
Client Left Home R
Client Returned Home
Client Left Hoae i
Client Returned Home
Client Added/Changed
Client Left Home
Client Returned Home
Successful
Successful J
RF Check-Client Home

«Client Left Early

et
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20'S: EACH DAY IN THIS ORDER

1
i

-
-

.

“n

[R]

()

Backup History File.
Review Real Time Printout.

Review recorded responses from the TELSOL tape cassemes. comeiate witn ‘e reai
tuge prnotoul. and make appropnate notation where needed.

Get vour Daily/Weekly Repoms as requured: i=.. Officer Case Loac. Thiemt Historv

Make a TELSCL rest call (from we Option File) to the office »none 50 vou an
answer and datestime the new position on (he tape for responses.

Add/ChangesDelete Client File as required.

Backup the Master Client File only when you Ad&/Change:Delete :aformation ia the
Clieat File. ,

Don't physically move the Central Sysiem equipment without first sonwcung a Hitex
representative.

Don't rurn ine Central System power off at any time, sxcedt f an emergency ocsurs.

Don't plug=-1n other eiecincal products or systems into the same power circuit as ne
Ceatral System.

Don't ship of recurn any Hitek product without first getting an MRA # (Material Return
Authorization) from Hitek Customer Service Deparsment.
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

Mz, Leonard Xrause = $20
2MHC
DATE: 4/3/92

Attension: Mr, Rodmey M. 3urigk ADPS
LI R

Mr, Jonn R. 3eaton - 237§ PHONE:
Digcries Office #12

Tony PALMER
YN 110288

- On 4/3/92 1 accompanied Sr. PO Ciccene to Patezson Police as rare

of & coatiauing invegtigation of program vioclation on 2%e adcve
nazed subjece.

AC the Detective 3uresu ve asked 23 spaak I3 Cefective Tezner e
Officer of Record regardizg the above nazed subject. we requesied ::e
subject's dracelet and we vere told the bracelet was jars of evidencs.
The decsctive allowed us visual {nspaecsion of Sracelec. Cpon close
exsmination of the bracelet, it was determined that diffarent

rivets had baen used. The Ctype of zivet used is not the Zype of tivet
used by BMHC. The decective further advised that the photos had been
vaken of the subjeet taking the bracelet off., Said photos were also
pazt of evidence. Police reports wers Tequasted end we were asdviged
that sgid reports were not availadle as this case ia still under

investigatioa. 7The dececzive did provide us with a copy of zhe
Sooking shests.

Se¢. PO - EMHC

JRB:MJB:eft

Date signed:_____ 1992
te.: 4=3-92
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJVECT:

191

o epantmenT of cormecions Ve MO, 712
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION '

M2, Leonrad Xrause - 3520
£M1C
DATE: «/3/32

4::en:i=n; M. Rodney M. Busiax = A2?S

Mz, Joha R. 3eatos = 22§ PHONE:
Ciscrics Offize 212

Toay PALMER
™ 110282

On 6/3/92 Se, 20 Ciceose along wieh Sr, PO Berz:al went o Fatersca
Pollce Depactzenc. This was past of a esntinuing investigasisn ol
orograe violatises, AC the Jecactive lejarizent, PO asied 3 spesx 2
Cacective Fizer regardiag the above =a=sd inmace. PO Clccone zequested

" the bracelet and I was told the bracslec was part of che evilence. 3oin

208 Ciccoce and 3erasl vere allowed visual inspection of the Sracelet.

Upon close examination of saze, it apsesrzad that diffezentc sivets had

been used., PO was told that they had photos of subject :aking :he

mracglet off. PO then Tequested arzest reporss and invescigatisn ’2:3:3?;.

70 was advised thet he can only nave Sooking sheets. Not any iavesgtigatis
repoets available at this time.

Rick{ard Ciceocne \
Se. PO EMEC

JA3:RC:eft

Jate sigaed: 1992
ee.:  6=3=92

199 x




Wy
(AN ]

iCDEEF’IkFR‘T?ﬂEEFJWF OF CORRECTIONS -
ITRNTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Ira R. Frisaman DATE: 4-8-52
Chief Investigator
Internal Affairs Unit

FROM: | Pablo A. Alicea C.—f
%

Sr. Investigator ;
Thternal Affairs Unit - EJSP N~

SUBJECT INMATE TONY PALMER S.P.#YN110282

On April 3, 1992 this unit was informed that inmate Palmer had
been ardested Dy the Paterson Police Degcartment for the offense
of Murdgr. Subject was a participant of tne Home Confinement
Program{at the time of his arrest.

This writer, in tThe comoany of Senior Inavestigatcr R, MelourT,
reported to the Paterson Police Department. Subject was
intervi¢wed in regards to him cireumventing the slectronic
surveillance system, which monitors his whersabouts. Inmate
Palmer $tated that he removed the rivets from his ankle
Bracelet, and left it at the house. Subjeet further revealed
that he|has removed his ankle bracelet oA three other occasions,
without|being detected by the menitoring system. Subject.
further|stated that with the use of needls nose pliers, an eye
lash cufler and his own rivets, he will remove and put back
togethel his anklet. when asked why his parole officer cid not
detect fhe tampering, subject stated that the device is not
checked, Subject further stated that he only meets witn his

parole pfficer once a month.

)
After the interview this writer requested the anklet, rivets and
pictures that wers taken from inmate Palmer. This request was
denied ;y Det. Michael G. Finer, the arresting officer.

i
PAA/mT :
c: IAU/EJSP file: Mome Confinement

el®o X
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CESPARTMENT OF CCORRECTICONS
INTER-CFTICE COMMUNICATIO

TO: Sesezh Malan
srincigsal

FROM: Terri Hcwar
Assistant
Civisicn

DATE: April 8,

SUBJECT: 7Tonv Falmer YN:£1:0282

Afear a full investigaticn cf each status rIef
referenced individual siace his enzzy into R
electronic monitsring program ea Cetcher i
nave found the fclilicwing:

1) Cn Decemper 13, 1991 at 22:11 a tamger was
registered cn the ankle: Tony Falmer was weirslns. The
zamper was reported at 22:11 (see atsached)

2) At 22:15 cn Zecember 13, 991, the tamper was
reported to the incident screen ac the Central Cfiice
Ease Station and the parole officer cn duty saged
supervising field officer. The supervising field
officer requesced dispatch to reset the tamger. 7The cn
call supervisor was paced and permission was given <2
dispateh and resecs.

3) At 22:44 on Tecember 15, 1991 the znxlet tamser
was reset by field offizer at 22:43. <The zamper rasec
was reported tc the 3ase Staticn Dy the computer.

4) cn Decemper 16, 1991 at 19:11 anctiher tamger was
repozted on Tony falmer's anklet. At 19:12 the tamger
was reported to the eon line printer (see attached zrins
oug).

S) At 19:14 on December 16, the central station
actempted to report the tamper to the incident meniter
shat is staffed by the Sase Station Qfficers. 7This
signal was unable to be completed (see "pager susy"),
therefore, the tamper signal was unable t2 e seen on
the incident meniscrs which are the menitors that th
parcie officers staff.

After speaking with CJigizal Froducts in

LetX
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5 znS

ained

d
~ilthough ~e were nct aware ¢f thlis =amger, as cf
January 1, 1392, the IM/HC? Zegan running a sastzh
re T every Sour ncu's wnish is designed <0 regsrt ¢on
any unresé.ved incidents wiich were repcreed s the
central ssaticn This pracedure was suggested =v
Cigitali Frzdugts and was imslarmented T enmsure aLl
incidents weuld ze douzie checxed. Ince w~ihen the
ingident was disclaved and processed oo the inziiens
monizer and agalin tihassugh this satsh rescre that is
cenerated directly f-om the central station's en-line
nistery file. If we had implemented znis procedure cen
Cecemper .8, 13991, <his tamper wculd have Ceen seen.

zager is success?
u"e wcly install

In adédision, 3;;; al Froduess has ranced the inmcidens
srocessing scftware to detect all incidents repcrzed 2
n egavd’ess cé whether cr nct the
s

-
the ceatral statisn r
ully aler This scfitware °
ed a c;e:a:i,wa- in our meni

2icer a very cthorough investigzticn, i1t seers
sarcisuilar incident was due 5 a very unusual
cizocwnstances wiizsh 1s new addressed Sy zrocedursl

changes and central staticn scizware enhancemens The
anklet reported :zhe tamper, thezefcre, =he i:.eg:;:y cs
the anklet is not the issue. Also the tamper was not
ced on the incident monitor, therefcre, the
inzegrity of tae supervisicn is not the issue.

With the enhancemens te the incident

reperting scitware
2y Digital Froducts ané =he enhanced gsrocedurse <l
sunniag the tatch repore every four hcurs o detect any
unresclved incidents, tnls tyoe ¢f cident shoulsi ncot
De able to cccur unnoticed azain. 2is is a unizue
incident thaz hatgened, hewever, since tiai Surrcence,
all of cur cificers are checking anxlie tarcughsus the

Stace.

sal

c: william H. Fauver
Richard A. Seidl
Jaras V., Stakil
tecrnard F. Kraus
Tile
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SLIENT SuLL sERcsT
Surrenmt Zate: J4=24-199% Currens Tige: 11:54

S0C NumSer:YN!:12232 Dates =
Cfficer's Name:JICCONE, RICH
Cliems's Name:FALMER, TONY
Street Sdcress:Z2 NORTH ZRD ST,
State:NJ
Cffice:20
Egzipment #:d 7 Receiver
Seezer Nunmper:7773324
Message Number:d2
Cffange:28STRUCTING JUSTICS ,

Entry: 3-32-:991

s "RTTERSON 1ip:Q7c22

ang Verifier Csasbined
~hore Number:13217%32444
Telsol Number:S

F0SS COS WITHIN 1,Q00FT SCHOOL

Curfews: Ferisg 1 Feriog 2 Period 3 eriod 4
Stare Stop Stare Step Start Stop Stars -1
Menday 2Q: 21 29:% b:1Q 17:29 17:01 é3:e@Q 22:0¢ 23:29
Tuesday dY:21 09:35 16:19 17:2Q 17:01 23:00 22:91 23:353%
wednesay 22:01 29:3@ 16:10 17:20 17:91 a2i:29 g2:e: 23:93%
Thursday QQ:1 29:852 16:19 17:09 17:21 22:29 22:21 22:%3
Friday 2R: Q1 9:2@ 16:10 18:20 22:40 23:19 23:1! z2:5%
Saturday 2Q:91 29:59 16:19 17:00 17:21 22:00 22:09! 23:53%
Sunday RR: 1t 1Q:2Q 16:1Q 17:00 17:21 22:00 22:2) 22:%3
Sugervision: No Calls No Calls Na Calls Ne Zalls
Netes: INMARTE &END FLOOR ¢

History For RALL STATUSES

Equipaent Time - Date Time - Date

Nuasber Equipment Type (Retual) (Printed) Status of Action
604737 Q6:635-12/16 06:6%5=12/16 RF Check=Client Mome
604737 R7:63=12/716 07:%1-12/16 Client Left Hose
826737 13:S1=-12/16 13:%2-123716 RF Check=Not Hoge
ER6727 18:32-123/716 18:36=13/16 Client Returned Home
2Q4737 i18:62-12/16 18:%4=-12/16 Client Left Hone
5047327 19:2Q=-12/16 19:92~-12/16 Client RQeturmned Home
804727 19:11-12/18  19:12-12/16 TERIESTELabaT >
£04737 19:16=-123/16 19:16-12/16__"»Paus Ny
2Q4727 19:37-12/15 19:38-12/16 Suecessful = T
66737 21:2=12/16 21:01-13/16 Success ful it
§RQ6737 R3:13-12/717 @3:14~-12/17 RF Check=Client Home
6Q4737 RQ9:14=13/717 ¥9:1%=12/17 RF Check=Client Home
£Q6737 le:16=13/17 14:187=13/17 Client Left Honme
604737 18:467=12/17 18:%1-12/17 Client Returned Hoge
604737 18:46-12/17 18:58-12/17 Client Left Hoame
&Q6737 19:03-138/717 19:102-13/17 Client Returned Hose
626737 S0:88-18/17 E0:33-13/17 Hang up

&Q6737 Sl:QE=-13/17 E1:33=-13/17 Successful

Q4737 O3:83=12/14 Q2:Z4=13/16 RF Check=Client Home
£Qe737 RS:346=13/16 8:84-13/16 RF Check=Client Home
L4727 11:26-13/14 11:18=13/14 oClient Left Early
&J6737 11:3Q=13/716 11:21-13/14 oNg Ver:fier Cetected
€24737 11:32-13/714% 11:33=13/14 Fager-Callec

£Q6737 11:69=-13/16 [(1:49=13/14 Busy

6Q4u?737 11:84=-12/16 11:%6=13/14 Client Rddez/Changed
SQ4737 18:J6=13/716  13:04=13/16 Busy
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LIENT FULL
Jrrent Date:

REFGART

264-Q6-139¢2

w
e

Current Tise: [1:3%4

EJu737
£Q6737
224737
604737
224737
2434737
224727
234727
604737
£234737
£Q4737
€R6737
4Qa737
Qw737
2Q4737
8Q4737
6Q4737
£Qu737
£24737
Q6737
Q4727
£J4737
EQW737
4Q4737
6046737
606737
626737
694737
66737

Total Statuses Printed:

2:19-12/14
12:31=-1&/146
12:43-12/14
12:63=-13/14
18:28-12/16
12:38-13/14
13:54-12/14
19:14=12/14
19:24=12/14
19:36-12/14
19:38~12/714
A3:21=-12/18
29:28=-12/18
11:38~-12/1S
11:33-12/18
11:36-12/719
12:Q7-1&/15S

2:99-12/18
14:24=12/15
16:48=-12/18
19:02-12/19
18:2~-12/18
18:40-12/18
18:88-12/18
18:%2-12/18S
20:238-12/719
22:11-12/718
22:18-12/7138
22:44-12/13

119-12/14
:31-12/14
141-12/16
143-12716
1&6=-12/714
1Z8-12/16
1Q2-12/14
114=12/14
12a~12/14
19:346~12/14
19:38~12/14
A3:08-12/719%
Q9:26-12/19
11:39=-12/18
11:33-12/19
11:36=13/18
12:07=-12/1%
12:31-127195
16:22-12/19
164:68-12/15
19:04~12/1%
18:28-12/19
18:40~12/18
18:893-12/18
18:32-12/18
20:26-12/19
22:113-12/718
22:13-12/19%
e2:4%S-12/19%

- e
-t

.

e et e rs pa g

’- o-

O DDOW®ION M|

e

Hang up
Pager-Called
eCliens Home Late
Pager-Called
eNog R, C. Fower
Sager-Callea
R.C. ~ower Restcred
Recorsed Spgeech
Rezorded Speech
Busy
Fager-Called
RF Check=Client Hone
RF Check=Client Hoae
Successful
Client Agzed/Changed
Client Aaded/Changed
Client Adcdeag/Changed
Client Laft SYome
Client Returned Honme
Busy
Suczessful
Susy
Recorded Speech
Recorded Sgeech
Fager-Called
RF Check=Cliant Hoame
eedristlet Taaperse
Pager-Called
Wristlet Reset
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NTCATION
SEZ3E FAUNCE SATD: i/13/82
ASSISTANT CHIZE INVESTIGK =23
INTIRNAL AFFHIRS. UNIT
sosEEu MaLovENS ML SHINI: 132-33s2
FRINCIPAL INVEATICATCR
*VTERNAL AFFAIRS UNIT

AN I\VESTIGATIC\ CONCERNING TONY PALMER sYN110232
ALLEGZD ABILITY TO ELUDE THE ELEZCTRONTIC MONITORING SYSTEM

As directed By Assistant: Chief Faunce, Internal aff
Central Office, this wrizer along with Seniocr Iav
Robert Mucciarelli, conducted an inves:isa:z:n in
allegations that assigned “"Home Confinement” :in=z:a snv
Falmer =YN110282, was able ¢ elude eiectircnis ~cuse arr-ass
=¥ dislodging the rivets {rom the stIrap a‘ the 2 2eo%rznis
aritle sracelet with the a:d s3f plierss. 1e pre..a:lnarr
rasults of the .hvestigation are as faL'::s

2GA

Cn Friday, April 3, 1992 at 4:27am, inmate Tony Palmer
2YN110282, who was under electroaic house arrest (home
confinement status) was arrested at his home az 30 Nor
Third Street, Paterson, \New Jerser and charged
Cffense of Murder. Palmer was charged wi:
male subject at 113 Presicential 2sulevard,
at l2:1lam on Thurscday, april 2, 19982. Paimer
adéitionally charged with Possession of a Weapen ¢ Zscare.
The arrest was conducted -y Paterson Police Tetectiva Michae!l
G. Finer and members of his department. Palmer was alleged
<o have made statements o0 Detective Finer, :ndicat;nz thacz
he (Palmer) had been able to elude the elecircnic =enritorin
srstem by dislodging the rivets from the straps of the
electronic ankle bracelet and then leaving the anklet in the
house.
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The secend incident ocsurred the very next <ay on lecenmber
15, 13991 at 19:11 hours. At this time the tamper was

properly received again Sy the line printer at the base
ssatisn. As the printer attempted to transfer the inciden:
ta the incident monitor, 1t was blocked {rom eatrsy ilntd he
acnitor ov a “pager busy” signal. For reasons that arce
unclear the on-line printer did not resend the tamper aier:
5 <he incident monitoer, therefore the signal was unadle =:c
=e seen or heard on the incident moni:isrs which are stalled
tv parclie officers:.

Consequently, Palmer’s elactronic monitoring device remained
in the tamper mode which prevented registering future tamgers
zn the device, hHut still continued to record his access and

egress from his home if the device was worn.
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Oigiwi Producis Corperatien

April 10, 1992

Ms. Terri Heward

Assistant Commissicner

Division of Policy and Planning

New Jersay Department of Corrections
Administration Building =
Whittlesey Road

Trenton, NJ 08625

Dear Ms. Howard:

At the request of the NJ DOC, | have reviewed the history which was
logged on the NJ DOC central station computer for the client, Tony
Palmer, DOC# YN110282 between October 30, 1991 and April 3, 1992.
A summary of my findings are as follows:

12/18/81 - 10:11PM, the monitoring unit assigned to Tony
Paimer detected that the transmitter was tampered. A 10:13PM
that evening, this event was regorted o and logged by the
cantral station.

12/15/91 = 10:15PM, the central station successfully issued a
pager call for this Incident.

12/15/91 - 10:44PM the monitoring unit assigned to Tony
Paimer detected that the transmitter tamper circuitry was resat.
At 10:44PM that evening, this event was reported to and logged
by the central station.

829\ e Deoer . Saccamae Somge e MMM L VTLTONIEN . CLI0.002.35%¢ . fpy ANt
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1271€/1 - 7:11PM the menitoring unit assigned s Teny Palmer
catecteq that the transmitter was tampered. A: 7:12PM that
evening, this event was reporied to and logged oy the central
station.

12/16/91 - 7:14PM the central station attempied !¢ generate a
pager call for this incident, but encountered a busy signal.

Tre unit was not reset after this event.

At the time of the above mentioned events, the central station worked in
the follewing manner:

Each event s logged on the central station's hard disk in a histery fle ‘or
five calendar days. Each day, the history file is copied tc a fleppy cisc for
archlving.

Tnese events may be viewed or recalled via the following regort Lilites:
+ 'On-line' history repor
+ Cllent history repont
+ Equipment history report

In addition, a ‘Daily’ report is provided to report on any 'urresolved'

tamper, power cutage, or failure to report. This report shoulc e run at
least once each day.

An interactive on-line incident processing program is avaiizble to
automatically display reported incicents that are successfuily reportad to
the system pager.

Additional protection against unautherized tampering is provided by
visual inspection of the transmitter and band by the corrections officer.
Rivets, not commercially available, and a special riveting tool with a
customized branding/sealing cevice is provided with the equipment. A
visual inspection of the unit is recommended during each routine visit
with the client. ‘

Digiul Products Corporstion - ¢ oo NS Seet « Bamgges Sesan funda 3306 ¢ I TIISI00 ¢ CIRIIICTS - Fox XES.TEIS0N
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D:gitsl Products Corporation « 200 \NW 232 frege - Somszes 3p2eh 0993 33006 ¢ J20TELESTT . TAIILINASIL L FolillTERN0Y

On Cecember 16, 1991, the tamper reportec was nct successiully cages,
which may have teen causad by some type of outside irnterference. This
means that the incident processing workstation weuld net precess this
incident. Detectien of this event would occur when the ‘Daily’ report was
run ¢r during @ manual review of the various regons available.

Without knewiedge cf and unrelated to the abcve menticnec events, tne
following actions have Ceen taxen which will zrévent an occurrence of
this type from going uncetected in the future:

A procedure has besn implemented ty the NJ DOC to run the
‘Daily' report every four hours.

An enhancement to the incident processing scfiwars has been
delivered to NJ DOC. This new software will Getect all incidents
reported to the central station regarcless of whether or nct the
pager was successiully alerted.

The ccmbination of the new proecedures and erhanced software provide a
double level of protection to insure that this type of incident will not go
undetected in the future.

Sincerely,

teghen Zmko
Director of Technical Services

2/°
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