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DECISION OF THE BOARD

Mr Graeme Burton appears before the Board following a decision of the Board dated 20 March 2006, when preliminary arrangements were made for his release into the community after serving approximately 14 years imprisonment for the murder of Paul Neville Anderson.  This decision should be read in conjunction with decisions of the Board dated 20 March 2006, and 14 September 2005.  As will be seen the Board has come to the view over the past nine months that Mr Burton’s potential risk to the safety of the community is not considered to be undue taking into account the efforts made to address his offending and his proposed release plan.

The Board records initially that it had the privilege of hearing from Paul Anderson’s (Withheld) on the morning prior to this hearing.  (Withheld) referred to a number of issues such as Mr Burton’s lack of remorse, his mindset and potential to re-offend, and his belief system.  She asked that were he to be released, Mr Burton be requested to pursue the course of peace and choose love.  A copy of (Withheld)’s submission and a quotation were handed to Mr Burton. 

When the Board spoke to Mr Burton in March 2006, it made a series of recommendations.  These included the fact that Mr Burton’s (Witheld) would come to New Zealand and be present in his accommodation for at least a month to assist with his reintegration into the community.  

We asked that Mr Burton be given every opportunity for gradual reintegration into the community by a process of home leaves.  He has a number of people in the community who are prepared to support him and it is regrettable, (through no fault of his own), that this request has failed to achieve any result.  The other request made by the Board was to obtain an updated psychological assessment in order to assess his risk.  We have now received the assessment.  

There is a reference in the assessment to an unsubstantiated allegation for which no report has been received, no action has been taken.   Furthermore, the incident was not mentioned in the pre release report from the prison.  In those circumstances it would be wrong for any Board to take such matters into account when assessing risk.  As the psychologist stated:

“Mr Burton’s documented improvement in conduct and release plan supports a case for a carefully managed release under close supervision.”  

Accordingly the Board stands by its earlier decision, and Mr Burton will be released on Monday, 10 July 2006.  He will be on parole for life.  His special conditions are as follows and will remain in existence for two years:

1. Reside at (Withheld) or at an address approved by the Probation Officer.

2. For the first month at least, Mr Burton’s (Withheld) will reside at the flat as part of his reintegration process.  Any breach of this condition could result in his recall to the prison.

3. Do not leave the (Withheld) region without prior written approval of the Probation Officer.

4. Undertake employment or employment related training as directed by the Probation Officer but he will not engage in the tattoo business without the prior written approval of the Probation Officer.

5. Undertake a psychological assessment and any treatment recommended as a result of that assessment as directed by the Probation Officer.

6. Attend a maintenance group run by Intervention Services in respect of the already completed criminogenic programme as directed by the Probation Officer.

7. Attend for any other counselling or programmes aimed at reducing his risk of reoffending in the community as directed by the Probation Officer.

8. Do not associate with any person nominated in writing by the Probation Officer.

9. Do not make contact with the victim’s family, either directly or indirectly, unless with the prior written approval of the Probation Officer.

We require that a copy of the latest psychological assessment be given to Mr Burton’s Probation Officer.  The Probation Officer’s attention is particularly drawn to recommendation number two.  This recommendation is for those involved in supervising and supporting Mr Burton.  They should monitor him for warning signs of relapse which will include any use of substances, association with those involved in criminal activity or substance abuse, withdrawal from support persons or supervision, persistently negative mood or attitude, compulsive behaviour, financial problems or accommodation instability. 

It is particularly important that the persons who have supported for Mr Burton for some time during his sentence are made aware of the Board’s expectations as far as their own conduct is concerned.  

	_________________________


 

Panel Convenor


	Review

· You may apply for a review of the Board’s decision under section 67(1).  The only grounds under which you may make an application for review are that the Board, in making its decision:

a) Failed to comply with procedures in the Parole Act 2002; or

b) Made an error of law; or

c) Failed to comply with Board policy resulting in unfairness to the offender; or

d) Based its decision on erroneous or irrelevant information that was material to the decision reached; or

e) Acted without jurisdiction.

To apply for a review you must write to the Board within 28 days of its decision giving reasons why you believe one or more of the above grounds apply in your case.

· Reviews are considered on the papers only; there is no hearing in respect of your Review Application.
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