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INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW 
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
ADRIAN GUTIERREZ, H-90159 
Second Degree Murder 
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 

 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 
On September 18, 1992, Kelly Freed was riding in a car with Will Fitz, Rodney Fonts, and 
Johnna Clemons.  Carlos Ojeda and Adrian Gutierrez pulled up next to Ms. Freed and her friends 
at an intersection.  Mr. Fitz noticed that Mr. Ojeda’s headlights were off, motioned to Mr. Ojeda, 
and said, “Your headlights are off.”  In response, Mr. Gutierrez pulled out a 9-millimeter M11 
automatic handgun and pointed it at Mr. Fitz.  Mr. Fitz drove away, and Mr. Ojeda pursued the 
vehicle.  As Mr. Fitz pulled into a parking lot, Mr. Gutierrez fired at Mr. Fitz’s car, shooting Ms. 
Freed in the chest, killing her.  Police responded and Mr. Ojeda and Mr. Gutierrez fled at speeds 
reaching 95 miles per hour. 
   

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Gutierrez will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 
dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post-
incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 
circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)  Additionally, I am required to give “great weight to the diminished 
culpability of juveniles as compared to adults, the hallmark features of youth, and any 
subsequent growth and increased maturity of the prisoner” when determining a youthful 
offender’s suitability for parole.  (Pen. Code, § 4801, subd. (c).) 
 

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Gutierrez suitable for parole based on his lack of 
serious misconduct while in prison for the past 14 years, his age at the time of the crime, unstable 
social history, substance abuse programming, work history, and stable relationships with inmates 
and staff.  
 
I acknowledge that Mr. Gutierrez’s crime was committed when he was 16 years old and that he 
has since been incarcerated for more than 25 years.  He endured a turbulent childhood and was 
deserted by his parents at the age of six, due to their long-time addiction to drugs.  He was raised 
by his grandmother; who would often discipline him rather severely, leaving bruises and welts 
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on his body.  He grew up in a home where all of his male role models were uncles who had 
recently been released from prison, and were addicted to drugs.  He began associating with gang 
members at the age of 14.  I also acknowledge that Mr. Gutierrez is now 42 years old and has 
made some efforts to improve himself in prison.  He has earned a GED and two vocations; he 
has received positive work reports and acted as a facilitator in self-help programs, including 
Alcoholics Anonymous/ Narcotics Anonymous and Breaking Barriers.  Mr. Gutierrez has also 
been free of any disciplinary violation since 2003, and debriefed from the Northern Structure in 
2011.  I commend Mr. Gutierrez for taking these positives steps.   
 
I carefully examined the record for evidence demonstrating Mr. Gutierrez’s increased maturity 
and rehabilitation, and gave great weight to all the factors relevant to his diminished culpability 
as a juvenile, his youthfulness at the time of this crime, and his subsequent growth in prison 
during my consideration of his suitability for parole.  But these factors are outweighed by 
evidence that demonstrates he is not yet suitable for parole.  
 
Mr. Gutierrez committed a cold-blooded killing that took a beloved member of the Stockton 
community away from her family.  In response to Mr. Fitz’s friendly reminder to turn on his 
headlights, Mr. Gutierrez gunned down Ms. Freed through an incident of mistaken identity.  This 
case garnered so much national attention, that a change of venue for the court proceedings was 
necessary.  The case has infamously been regarded as a warning to never “flash” your lights at 
vehicles with their headlights off.  I cannot fathom the pain that this crime has caused the Freed 
family over the years.  Kristy Johnston-Fields, the victim’s sister, spoke on behalf of her mother 
and deceased father about the devastating loss they have all suffered as a result of her sister’s 
death.  Moreover, 10 separate law enforcement agencies across California and Crime Victims 
United wrote in opposition to any grant of parole.   
 
This is a crime that received such publicity, that citizens thereafter were told to curb their 
behavior based on the actions of Mr. Gutierrez.  In 2017, Mr. Gutierrez explained himself to the 
psychologist by saying, “the violence I experienced growing up, my family situation my parents 
leaving, I never developed a true sense of self so I never was able to fully develop my character.”  
He further explained to the Board, “I wanted to preserve my position in this world; what I felt the 
only thing I had left was my gang status.”  He said that he felt “disrespected” and “emasculated” 
by the driver of the vehicle.  But, there is no reason that a mere warning from another driver to 
turn on the car’s headlights should result in feelings of disrespect and emasculation, even for a 
16-year-old gang member with low self-esteem.   
 
I am concerned with Mr. Gutierrez’s extensive gang history.  After joining the Sutter Street Gang 
when he was 14 years old, Mr. Gutierrez remarked how “I didn’t have to get jumped in.  I earned 
my –  my right to be a part of the gang by constantly fighting with, uh, their enemies, even 
people who weren’t gang related.”  It was this aggressive and violent attitude that led Mr. 
Gutierrez to join the Northern Structure while incarcerated.  Mr. Gutierrez spent over a decade 
within the Segregated Housing Unit because of his gang affiliation and violence.  In 2011, Mr. 
Gutierrez made the brave decision to debrief from the Northern Structure and began to transform 
his behavior.  Since that time, he has not been disciplined for any misconduct.  He has several 
positive reviews from correctional staff for his work with Criminals and Gangmembers 
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Anonymous, and has been honored for his work as an Inmate Peer Mentor for the Ironwood 
State Prison Youth Offender Program.  Dr. Clarizio, the psychologist who examined him, gave 
an unusually insightful and detailed report and gave Mr. Gutierrez a low risk rating for current 
dangerousness.  Looking at the way he is now conducting himself in prison, I believe Mr. 
Gutierrez is very close to reaching his goal of being suitable for release.   
 

CONCLUSION 
 
Given his years of commitment to violence and dedication as a dangerous gang member, I do not 
think the record as a whole supports release at this time.  I believe a little more time would 
demonstrate whether any current dangerousness still remains.  Therefore, I reverse the decision 
to parole Mr. Gutierrez.   
 
 
Decision Date:   January 26, 2018   ___________________________________  
       EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
       Governor, State of California  























INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW 
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
LESLIE CLOSNER, D-84378 
Second Degree Murder  
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 
 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 
On October 16, 1987, Leslie Closner and his girlfriend Jan Ferguson checked into a motel for a 
wedding.  The next day, they attended the wedding and reception of Ms. Ferguson’s daughter, 
and returned to their motel room where they argued.  Mr. Closner shoved Ms. Ferguson onto the 
floor and strangled her to death.  He moved Ms. Ferguson’s body onto the bed and ripped off her 
clothes.  Mr. Closner had sex with her corpse and then attempted to give the corpse mouth-to-
mouth resuscitation.  Mr. Closner left the hotel room, in an attempt to escape, but remembered he 
left his wallet inside the motel room.  He returned to the motel room, through a back window, 
and had sex with Ms. Ferguson’s corpse again.  He then bit off both of Ms. Ferguson’s nipples 
and swallowed them.  He fled the motel, and turned himself in to Oregon police two days later.         
 

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Closner will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 
dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post-
incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 
circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)   
 

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Closner suitable for parole based on his lack of 
misconduct in prison, demonstration of remorse, vocational upgrades, positive programming, and 
his risk assessment. 
 
I acknowledge Mr. Closner is 70 years old, has been incarcerated for over 30 years, and has 
made efforts to improve himself while incarcerated.  He has never been disciplined for 
misconduct during his incarceration.  He has participated in self-help programming including 
Alcoholics and Narcotics Anonymous, Breaking Barriers, Nonviolent Communication, Victim 
Awareness, and Framework for Recovery.  I commend Mr. Closner for taking these positive 
steps.  But they are outweighed by negative factors that demonstrate he remains unsuitable for 
parole.  
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I reversed Mr. Closner’s last grant of parole in 2016 based on the crime, his history of sexual and 
domestic violence, and his lack of insight.  I had concerns that he did not have clear insight into 
what drove him to commit this crime.  This problem continues to persist with Mr. Closner.         
 
Mr. Closner’s acts were disturbing.  In a rage of anger, he strangled his girlfriend to death and 
then defiled her body by having sex with her corpse twice and biting off her nipples.  During the 
five year relationship between Mr. Closner and Ms. Ferguson, he repeatedly inflicted both 
physical and mental abuse.  During a short separation, Mr. Closner “follow[ed] [Ms. Ferguson] 
around to the point of obsessing over her.”  He told the Board,  “I was really obsessed with her, 
and this-- obsession was sexual, um, and it just -- it just spiraled into even more and more 
heightened tension, uh, between us.”  This act of obsession was of great concern during Mr. 
Closner’s 2016 grant of parole.  In addition to Ms. Ferguson, Mr. Closner admitted to a highly 
abusive relationship with his ex-wife.  In one instance, he attempted to strangle her to the point 
“of restrict[ing] her ability to breathe.”  This relationship ended in a divorce, after his ex-wife 
filed a restraining order.           
 
I am troubled that Mr. Closner continues to lack insight into his violent nature.  When discussing 
why he defiled Ms. Ferguson’s corpse by having sex with it twice, he responded, “I had 
intercourse with her because I felt really angry, uh, towards myself for what I did to her, and I 
projected this anger at her corpse, her body, knowing that I would not get rejected.  A little more, 
uh, insight into the dynamics of what was going on with my sexuality at the time, uh, defiling her 
body was -- was my dysfunctional thinking of destroying…-- destroying what made me feel 
weak as a man.”  He further explained that the “feeling of rage” made him lose control.  When 
asked by the Board why he committed such an appalling crime, he said “My view is still that I 
was dealing with some, you know, negative core issues that extend back from early childhood 
and in -- in relationship with my mother.  No doubt about that.”  It is clear that Mr. Closner is 
still unable to appreciate what truly led him to commit such a horrible crime.    
 
I am not convinced that Mr. Closner has properly addressed what it was that caused him to kill 
Ms. Ferguson or to defile and mutilate her body.  When discussing his past, he continued to 
blame his behavior on acts of aggression suffered from his mother at a young age.  When 
discussing with the Board why he had troubles in the relationship with Ms. Ferguson, Mr. 
Closner responded saying, “Oh, total miscommunication.  Could not communicate.  I didn’t 
know how to communicate.  I acted out violently and impulsively and negatively ‘cause I 
couldn’t communicate.  I couldn’t communicate my feelings and needs, and it was kind of a dual 
action going on there.  Um, the more we tried to figure things out, the worse it got.”  Mr. Closner 
still appears to be missing the mark.     
 
The psychologist who evaluated Mr. Closner in 2014 opined that it was “extremely unlikely” 
that he would commit another violent crime again and that it was “probable” that “had Closner 
not been under the influence of intoxicants at the time, that the homicide would never have 
occurred.”  I disagree.  This analysis by the psychologist seems to neglect the more than 17 years 
of prior violence against women.  Five years prior to the crime, he engaged in a strikingly similar 
incident with his wife and had a history of raping and abusing Ms. Ferguson and his wife.  Many 
individuals engage in a lifestyle filled with drugs and alcohol, but somehow avoid killing their 
girlfriends and defiling their corpses.  His belief that he was so wounded by being physically 
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abused as a child and seeing his mother’s naked body that he could commit such a crime against 
Ms. Ferguson as a 39 year old man is bizarre.  Furthermore, it seems clear that whatever sexual 
issues potentially caused by his relationship with his mother that may have contributed to this 
crime have yet to be resolved.  The 2014 psychologist noted that Mr. Closner spoke of his 
mother “sometimes with anger and sometimes with a lustful voice” and that during the interview 
at one point he “seemed to become sexually excited as he described watching his mother 
undress.”  I am not convinced that Mr. Closner truly understands the level of his depravity 
towards Ms. Ferguson in the commission of this crime.  Until he can show otherwise, I do not 
believe he can be released.    
 

CONCLUSION 
 
I have considered the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Closner is currently 
dangerous.  When considered as a whole, I find the evidence shows that he currently poses an 
unreasonable danger to society if released from prison.  Therefore, I reverse the decision to 
parole Mr. Closner.   
 
  
Decision Date:   March 23, 2018  ___________________________________  
      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
      Governor, State of California 
 
 



INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW 
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
RICHARD GREGG, D-87878  
Second Degree Murder  
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 
 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 
Richard Gregg began dating Eva Woo in early 1987.  On the night of October 22, 1987, Ms. 
Woo and Mr. Gregg went out to dinner, where they argued because Ms. Woo finished their soda 
and because Mr. Gregg was admiring a girl in tight pants.  Once at the apartment, Ms. Woo 
returned to the car to retrieve some paper towels.  When she walked back through the front door, 
Mr. Gregg was waiting in the living room with a revolver pointed at her, and shot her in the 
chest.  When police arrived and asked Ms. Woo what had happened, Mr. Gregg immediately 
stated, “The gun fell off the T.V. and went off.  It got her in the chest.”  Ms. Woo then told the 
officer, “It was an accident.”  She died early the next morning.  During trial, a number of 
witnesses testified that Mr. Gregg was abusive and controlling of Ms. Woo and had threatened to 
kill her.  Mr. Gregg’s sister called him “jealous, unstable, and suicidal,” and stated she heard her 
brother argue with Ms. Woo and threaten to “[blow] her head off” in the days before the murder.  
Ms. Woo told her parents she would be moving out of the apartment she shared with Mr. Gregg 
and back into their home on October 24, 1987, because Mr. Gregg was “mean and violent.”     
 

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Gregg will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 
dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post-
incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 
circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)  Additionally, I am required to give “great weight to the diminished 
culpability of juveniles as compared to adults, the hallmark features of youth, and any 
subsequent growth and increased maturity of the prisoner” when determining a youthful 
offender’s suitability for parole.  (Pen. Code, § 4801, subd. (c).) 
  

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Gregg suitable for parole based on his level of remorse, 
age at the time of crime, acceptance of responsibility, and self-help programming. 
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I recognize Mr. Gregg was only 22 when he committed this crime.  He grew up in an unstable 
family environment that was riddled with drug and alcohol abuse.  His father left when he was 
two-years-old due to issues with drugs.  He endured what he called a “turbulent” relationship 
with his mother who was both physically and emotionally abusive.  Mr. Gregg’s mother would 
hit him with her “hands, bats, belts, [and] fists.”  Mr. Gregg described his stepfather as secretly 
addicted to alcohol, who would often hit him often with his fists.  At the age of nine, Mr. Gregg 
was sodomized by an uncle.  When Mr. Gregg turned 12, his mother abandoned the family to 
live with another woman.  This disruption in his family life caused Mr. Gregg to be shuttled 
between close family members until the age of 17, when he gained the right to live as an 
independent adult.   
 
I acknowledge Mr. Gregg has made efforts to improve himself while incarcerated.  He completed 
vocational training programs, has not been disciplined for serious misconduct since 1994, and 
received above average ratings from his work supervisors.  He has participated in self-help 
programming including Alcoholics and Narcotics Anonymous, Breaking Barriers, Victim 
Impact, Anger Management, Men’s Violence Prevention, and Domestic Violence. 
  
I carefully examined the record for evidence demonstrating Mr. Gregg’s increased maturity and 
rehabilitation, and gave great weight to all the factors relevant to his diminished culpability as a 
juvenile, his youthfulness at the time of this crime, and his subsequent growth in prison during 
my consideration of his suitability for parole.  But these factors are outweighed by evidence that 
demonstrates he is not yet suitable for parole.  
 
I reversed Mr. Gregg’s last grant of parole in 2013 based on his minimization of his role in the 
crime, history of domestic violence, and lack of programming.  I was concerned that he 
continued to paint this crime as an accident and was not examining his acts of aggression 
towards women.  It is clear from the record that this problem still exists.          
 
The full circumstances of this crime remain unclear, but what we do know is that Mr. Gregg 
acted recklessly and with the purpose of intimidation and control.  Without warning, Mr. Gregg 
fatally shot Ms. Woo in the chest.  Ms. Woo told the police it was an accident, even though now 
we know it was not.  At the time of the crime, Mr. Gregg insisted that it was an accident and 
continued this charade for over 30 years.  Mr. Gregg was aware that Ms. Woo was no longer 
happy in the relationship and was making plans to leave him.  She told her parents days before 
the murder that she planned to move out of the apartment with Mr. Gregg and return to their 
home.  Unfortunately, Mr. Gregg killed Ms. Woo before she could leave.  I am still not 
convinced that Mr. Gregg is providing us with an honest description of what led to this killing.   
 
Mr. Gregg told the Board, “I started using the weapon to intensify sexual intercourse, so I 
thought.  But the reality was, like, Eva would see me load it and then I would dump out the shells 
and go ‘Eva, look’ and I'd put it to my head and click, click, click and she'd go ‘You son of a 
bitch’…  We'd wrestle, start giggling, laughing, next thing you know, we're having sex for a long 
period of time.”  When asked why he chose to point the weapon at Ms. Woo, instead of himself, 
which was common in their relationship, he responded, “You know, with that being the first 
time, and I think that it's, uh, in my twisted way, the way I was back then is that I was maybe 
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hoping to get, uh, better sex by taking and intimidating her with the gun like that.”  This new 
story of sexual arousal appears to be an attempt to conceal what actually happened.  As far as we 
know, Mr. Gregg had never before pointed his gun at Ms. Woo.  I believe all this indicates that 
Mr. Gregg continues to minimize his intentional shooting of Ms. Woo.  
 
This was not the first instance of violence against a woman perpetrated by Mr. Gregg.  Mr. 
Gregg admitted that he would “fist fight” with another girlfriend, Bernice.  Mr. Gregg’s ex-wife, 
Angelina, described instances in which he threatened to kill her, their daughter, his father-in-law, 
his mother, and Angelina’s lawyer.  In one instance, Mr. Gregg held a knife to Angelina’s throat, 
and, in another, he threatened “to cut [her and their daughter] up into little pieces and nail parts 
of [them] to the wall and plead insanity.”  He claimed that during a relationship with a former 
girlfriend, he “engaged in mutual arguments and fights” and that he ultimately left “because it 
was an abusive relationship.”  While discussing his first marriage with wife Angelina, he told the 
psychologist in 2016 that he “did push her once”, but also conceded that he “threatened Angelina 
with a knife once, and also ‘threatened to hurt’ their daughter.”  He later admitted to 
“backhand[ing] her” during a dispute.  When questioned about Angelina’s testimony with 
regards to the scratch marks and bloody knuckles she observed while Mr. Gregg was dating Ms. 
Woo he stated he was “punching a telephone pole.”  When asked by the Board in 2017 whether 
he had threatened to shoot Ms. Woo, Mr. Gregg admitted to having a discussion with Ms. Woo’s 
co-workers where he asked whether he should “stay with her or get rid of her.”   
 
Although Mr. Gregg is making impressive efforts to improve himself through vocational training 
and numerous self-help programs he has not yet given a clear and convincing explanation for the 
murder in this case.       
 

CONCLUSION 
 
I have considered the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Gregg is currently 
dangerous.  When considered as a whole, I find the evidence I have discussed shows why he 
currently poses an unreasonable danger to society if released from prison.  Therefore, I reverse 
the decision to parole Mr. Gregg.   
 
  
Decision Date:   March 23, 2018  ___________________________________  
      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
      Governor, State of California 
 
 
 



INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW 
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
VICTOR MASSO, E-46387 
Second Degree Murder 
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 
 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 
On October 31, 1989, Victor Masso got into a fist fight with Luis Hinojos and lost.  Mr. Masso 
left the area and returned with a .25 caliber handgun.  He shot Mr. Hinojos, killing him.  Mr. 
Masso also shot Danilo Castenada in the hand, but Mr. Casteneda survived.  Mr. Masso fled, but 
was pursued by several men who had witnessed the shooting.  Mr. Masso threatened several 
motorists as he fled, attempting to commandeer their vehicles, but was unsuccessful.  A police 
officer heard the gunshots and went to investigate, and followed the men chasing Mr. Masso.  
Mr. Masso saw the officer and shot at him, but missed.  The officer cornered Mr. Masso nearby 
and arrested him. 
 

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Masso will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 
dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post-
incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 
circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)   
 

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Masso suitable for parole based on his current age and 
apparent cognitive decline. 
 
I acknowledge that Mr. Masso is now 80 years old and has been incarcerated for over 28 years.  
He has participated in self-help groups including Alcoholics Anonymous and Alternatives to 
Violence.  He worked as a gardener and as a dining room worker.  He also participated in 
charitable events.  I commend Mr. Masso for taking these positive steps.  But they are 
outweighed by negative factors that demonstrate he remains unsuitable for parole.      
 
Mr. Masso shot another man over a mere fistfight.  After arguing over a loan that was owed to 
Mr. Masso, he left the fistfight in anger.  Not wanting to be embarrassed, Mr. Masso returned 
with a gun and shot Mr. Hinojos.  Mr. Masso continued to aggressively approach witnesses of 
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the crime in an attempt to commandeer a vehicle to escape, even firing a shot at one witness and 
injuring him in the hand.  Mr. Masso then, in a final attempt to escape, fired shots at a police 
officer that was responding to the crime.   
 
Mr. Masso continues to minimize his participation in this senseless crime.  The 2017 
psychologist stated that “Mr. Masso continues to attempt to rationalize his actions during the life 
crime by claiming he acted in self-defense.  His account of the crime left out key details, 
suggesting that the inmate was attempting to minimize his behaviors.”  He denied shooting at the 
police officer during his 2017 Board hearing claiming, “If you shoot a police, uh, officer, it’s 
impossible because if you shoot a police officer you -- they will shoot you back and they will kill 
you.  And that’s something impossible.”  Mr. Masso also denied firing his weapon and injuring 
another witness of the crime.  This lack of memory appeared to be selective and only manifested 
when Mr. Masso was charged with taking responsibility for events he disagreed with.   
 
I am most concerned with Mr. Masso’s recent acts of violence.  In 2010, Mr. Masso slashed 
another inmate with a razor and hit a second inmate with a cane.  This crime was committed 
when Mr. Masso was 73-years-old.  When discussing this act of violence, Mr. Masso told the 
Board, “And I cut his face and he -- he deserved it.  He deserved it.  Yes.  Both of them deserved 
it.  Yes.  Both of them deserved it.”  In 2011, Mr. Masso threatened the life of another inmate 
based on a cell re-assignment.  It is quite unusual to see such violent acts from someone at this 
stage in their life.  Mr. Masso denied issuing the threat to his cellmate and continued to assert 
that he had valid reasons to assault the two men in the 2010 incident.  These acts of violence do 
not cast Mr. Masso as a peaceful man awaiting release from prison.  I believe that Mr. Masso 
must show a sustained period of nonviolence before he can be released. 
 

CONCLUSION 
 
I have considered the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Masso is currently 
dangerous.  When considered as a whole, I find the evidence shows that he currently poses an 
unreasonable danger to society if released from prison.  Therefore, I reverse the decision to 
parole Mr. Masso.   
 
 
Decision Date:   March 23, 2018  ___________________________________ 
      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
      Governor, State of California 
 
 
 









INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
GERARDO ZAVALA, F-53298 
Second Degree Murder 
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 
 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 
On January 24, 2001, Gerardo Zavala, Gerardo Soto, and Tyrone Ebaniz invited 17-year-old Eric 
Jones to smoke methamphetamine  When they arrived, they went into the 
garage where Juan and Daniel Portugal were waiting for them.  Mr. Zavala punched Mr. Jones in 
the face, knocking him to the ground.  He and Daniel Portugal then bound Mr. Jones with an 
electrical cord while Gerardo Soto pointed a .30 caliber AK-47 assault rifle at Mr. Jones.  Jorge 
Vidal and Keith Seriales arrived.  Mr. Vidal jumped on Mr. Jones, slammed his head onto the 
cement floor, and hit him in the face with a pipe.  Mr. Vidal 

Mr. Mr. Vidal asked Mr. Jones why 
he tried to steal Mr. Vidal Mr. Jones Mr. Vidal picked up a 
screwdriver, stabbed Mr. Jones

 
 
Mr. Ebaniz and Daniel Portugal used a box cutter to strip the electrical cord and expose the 
wires.  Mr. Vidal taped the wires to Mr. Jones
into a wall outlet, shocking Mr. Jones.  Mr. Vidal told Mr. Jones
Mr. Zavala and Mr. Seriales got plastic and duct tape, because Mr. Vidal wanted to cut Mr. Jones 

Mr. Ebaniz and Daniel 
Portugal bound Mr. Jones Mr. Ebaniz and Daniel Portugal 
used scissors and box cutters to strip off Mr. Jones Mr. Vidal picked up a squeegee 
and removed the handle.  Mr. Vidal poured motor oil into Mr. Jones
handle into Mr. Jones mes.  Mr. Ebaniz took the handle, inserted the 
handle into Mr. Jones Mr. 
Jones  
 
Mr. Ebaniz Mr. Jones s back.  Mr. 
Zavala and Mr. Seriales put Mr. Jones Mr. Zavala, Mr. 
Vidal, Daniel Portugal, Mr. Seriales, Mr. Ebaniz, and Gerardo Soto drove out to a remote road.  
Mr. Zavala and Mr. Seriales pulled Mr. Jones out of the trunk and threw him onto the ground, 
still bound and gagged, and with the handle still in his rectum.  Mr. Vidal walked up to Mr. 
Jones, and shot him with a 9 millimeter handgun once in the face, and nine times in the shoulder 
at point-blank range, killing him.  The men drove back to Juan Soto
beer and smoked methamphetamine, then used money they stole from Mr. Jones to purchase 
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more methamphetamine.  Mr. Zavala was arrested on January 28, 2001.  On the same day, he 
confessed to Mr. Jones  murder.  
 

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Zavala will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 
dangerousness when the record also establishes that - or post-

circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)   
 

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Zavala suitable for parole based on the plausibility of 
his claim of innocence, his remorse, stellar disciplinary record while incarcerated, lack of 
criminal history, educational and vocational upgrades, increased maturity, and parole plans.  
 
I acknowledge Mr. Zavala has made efforts to improve himself while incarcerated.  He has 
participated in self-help groups, including Alcoholics Anonymous, Getting Out by Going In and 
Correcting Destructive Behavior.  Mr. Zavala has furthered his education and received a 
vocational certificate.  Mr. Zavala has remained discipline-free throughout his 17 years of 
incarceration.  I commend Mr. Zavala for taking these positive steps.  But they are outweighed 
by negative factors that demonstrate he remains unsuitable for parole.      
 

Mr. Zavala assisted his crime partners in 
the torture, kidnapping, and shooting of Mr. Jones.  After being called racial epithets, beaten with 
a pipe, cut, electrocuted, and rammed in the rectum with a squeegee handle, Mr. Jones was 
thrown into a field where he was shot 10 times at point-blank range, killing him.  The 
callousness and brutality displayed in this murder is unfathomable. 
 
I have serious doubts that Mr. Zavala has been honest and forthcoming about the killing in this 

confession was extremely detailed, as if he were present while the 
crime was being committed.  The amount of detail provided suggests Mr. Zavala was far from a 
passive participant in these crimes.  By his own admission, he lured Mr. Jones 
house under the promise of getting high.  Shortly after arriving, Mr. Zavala punched Mr. Jones 
and bound him with duct tape.  Mr. Jones was then 
partners.  After Mr. Jones had been tortured for hours, Mr. Zavala shoved Mr. Jones into the 
trunk of a car, pulled Mr. Jones out of the car, and dropped him on the side of the road.  The 
level of detail in his initial confession also throws doubt on his subsequent recantation.  Mr. 
Zavala now claims he was not present at the scene of the crime, was unaware that a crime was 
occurring, and was forced by Mr. Seriales to provide a false confession.  I am not convinced that 

has 
confronted or addressed what it was that led him to participate in such a terrible crime.   
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CONCLUSION 
 
I have considered the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Zavala is currently 
dangerous.  When considered as a whole, I find the evidence shows that he currently poses an 
unreasonable danger to society if released from prison.  Therefore, I reverse the decision to 
parole Mr. Zavala. 
 
 
Decision Date:   March 30, 2018  ___________________________________  
      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
      Governor, State of California 
 
 
 









INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW 
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
LARRY BUNKE, C-67777 
Second Degree Murder  
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 
 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 
Larry Bunke and his wife, Linda Bunke, were on a trial separation from their marriage.  Mr. 
Bunke had been staying at his parent’s home out of town for approximately a week.  On May 28, 
1982, Mr. Bunke drove to the family home, parked his car in the garage, and went to bed.  Mrs. 
Bunke returned to the house early in the morning, and Mr. Bunke approached her in the 
doorway.  Mrs. Bunke screamed and ran to the street, where Mr. Bunke grabbed her and 
demanded to know where she had been.  Mrs. Bunke continued to scream, and Mr. Bunke 
punched her multiple times in the face until she stopped screaming.  Mr. Bunke got into his car 
and drove away, but noticed he had punched Mrs. Bunke so hard the tendons and bones in his 
own hands were visible.  When Mr. Bunke returned to his wife, she was still lying in a driveway 
across the street.  Mr. Bunke picked her up and took her into their house, dropping her onto the 
ground at one point.  Mr. Bunke placed Mrs. Bunke on the kitchen floor.  He took off his belt 
and whipped Mrs. Bunke with it multiple times.  He then called the police and was arrested 
immediately upon their arrival.  Mrs. Bunke died in the hospital five days later of multiple 
traumatic head injuries.  The coroner reported that she suffered lateral and basal skull fractures, 
lacerations and contusions to the brain, facial fractures causing the bones to break loose from her 
skull, lacerations over both eyes, the bridge of her nose, her scalp, cheek, shoulder, and forearm, 
and bruising to her back and abdominal cavity causing damage to her pancreas and internal 
bleeding.   
 

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Bunke will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 
dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post-
incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 
circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)   

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Bunke suitable for parole based on his minimal prior 
criminal history, institutional behavior, improved insight into his domestic violence, and his 
elderly parole status.     
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I also acknowledge that Mr. Bunke has taken steps to improve himself while incarcerated.  He 
has completed several vocational training programs.  He has been free of any violent institutional 
misconduct for almost 10 years.  He participated in self-help programming, including Narcotics 
Anonymous, Anger Management, Domestic Violence, Alternatives to Violence, and Victim 
Awareness.  I commend Mr. Bunke for taking these steps.  But they are outweighed by negative 
factors that demonstrate he remains unsuitable for parole.   
 
Mr. Bunke committed a brutal crime with complete disregard for Mrs. Bunke’s suffering.  Mrs. 
Bunke made every attempt that night to escape from her husband.  She ran away from him, 
screamed for help, and even attempted to escape to a next door neighbor’s home.  Despite all of 
these attempts, Mr. Bunke beat his wife mercilessly in the middle of their driveway.  Mr. Bunke 
struck his wife so hard that he exposed the tendons in his own hands.  Almost every bone in her 
skull was fractured.  Then, after striking her, Mr. Bunke brought Mrs. Bunke into their home and 
continued to beat her with a belt.  At no time did he render any aid while she laid on their kitchen 
floor lifeless.  Mrs. Bunke remained in the hospital for five days in pain, until she finally died.   
 
This was not the first time Mr. Bunke inflicted physical harm upon his wife.  During his 2017 
hearing, Mr. Bunke admitted that he “openhandedly slapped [Mrs. Bunke] across the face.”  He 
added that this slap “also slammed her head against the wall, and she developed a couple of 
black eyes because of it.”  In addition, he referenced an incident where he “grabbed [Mrs. 
Bunke] on the stairway and pulled her backwards and—and she just literally fell.”  When 
discussing this incident with members of Mrs. Bunke’s family at the same hearing, her sister 
detailed Mrs. Bunke telling her “[Mr. Bunke] just picked me up and threw me down the stairs.  
Please don’t say anything.”  I am also troubled that Mr. Bunke denies ever harming Mrs. Bunke 
outside of these two incidents.  A prosecution witness related that, ten days prior to the murder, 
that Mrs. Bunke came to her residence dressed only in a robe and appeared to be physically and 
mentally upset, asking for the neighbor to call the police.  Mr. Bunke affirms this interaction 
with the neighbor, indicating that he and Mrs. Bunke were arguing and she “crawled out the 
bedroom window and ran across the street to the neighbor’s’ house and asked the neighbor for 
help.”  Mr. Bunke could not answer the Board why his wife had to escape from a bedroom 
window to seek help from a neighbor.  This incident alone makes it clear that Mr. Bunke is not 
being completely honest about his violent behavior with his wife.  During his 2017 psychological 
examination, he commented that he “began to fear his wife was becoming ‘a whore’ like his 
mother” and would often call her derogatory names.  He also discussed that his children were 
present at times for arguments between him and his wife.   
 
Mr. Bunke continues to minimize his level of violence in this crime and additional violence over 
the years.  He continues to say that he only hit his wife “three times very hard.”  The coroner’s 
report contradicts this assertion.  Mrs. Bunke’s face was so badly injured, the area from her lip to 
her nose was completely lacerated exposing the bone.  She suffered 12 fractures to her facial 
bones.  Her skull was so damaged, the doctors were forced to remove it to relieve the swelling on 
her brain.  This level of violence is quite disturbing and clearly resulted from more than three 
blows.  It is clear that Mr. Bunke is continuing to minimize his violent behavior during his 
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marriage to Mrs. Bunke.  Until he can properly address the extent to which he terrorized not only 
Mrs. Bunke, but the rest of his family, I believe Mr. Bunke remains a danger to society.  
 
After serving over 35 years in prison, Mr. Bunke has demonstrated consistent self-help and has 
been void of serious and violent rule violations.  I do not lightly overlook the fact that Mr. Bunke 
has only committed one violent 115 during his entire time in prison.  Nevertheless, the 
allegations of molestation that have been made by Mrs. Bunke’s family are troubling.  I would 
highly encourage the Board to address these allegations at the next hearing and question Mr. 
Bunke on them.   
 

CONCLUSION 
 
I have considered the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Bunke is currently 
dangerous.  When considered as a whole, I find the evidence shows that he currently poses an 
unreasonable danger to society if released from prison.  Therefore, I reverse the decision to 
parole Mr. Bunke. 
 

 
Decision Date:   April 20, 2018  ___________________________________  
      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
      Governor, State of California 
 
 



INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

 
LARRY JAY, B-79273 
First Degree Murder  
 
AFFIRM:      ________________ 
 
MODIFY:      ________________ 
 
REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 
 
 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 
On May 6, 1976, Larry Jay went to a bar in Ventura, drank beer, and played several games of 
pool with other patrons and bartender Naomi Harris.  Around 11:30 p.m., Mr. Jay called his 
girlfriend to establish an alibi for himself and told her he was at a different bar in Oxnard when 
he was actually still at the bar in Ventura.  As the bar started to close, Mr. Jay hid in the 
bathroom until all of the customers left.  After Ms. Harris locked the front door, Mr. Jay came 
out of the restroom, approached Ms. Harris, and demanded money.  After securing 
approximately $168, Mr. Jay grabbed a hammer and hit Ms. Harris numerous times in the back 
of the head, killing her.  Ms. Harris  was found lying face down on the floor with her head 
rested on her folded hands, her legs straight out, and her feet together.  The injuries suggested 
that Mr. Jay struck Ms. Harris once while she was standing, ordered her to lie face down, and 
then killed her by inflicting multiple blows to the back of her skull, fracturing it completely.   
 

GOVERNING LAW 
 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Jay will pose a current danger to the public if 
released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 

re- or post-

circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 
44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)  
 

DECISION 
 
The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Jay suitable for parole based on his length of 
incarceration, current age, lack of recent misconduct, participation in self-help programming, 
parole plans, and low risk rating for future violence. 
 
Mr. Jay is now 70 years old, and has been in prison for over 41 years.  I acknowledge that he has 
made efforts to improve himself while incarcerated.  He has not been disciplined for serious 
misconduct since 1998.  He participated in self-help programs including Celebrate Recovery and 
Relapse Prevention.  He served on the Inmate Advisory Council and received above average 
work ratings.  He also volunteered as part of the Hooks and Needles program.  I commend Mr. 
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Jay for taking these positive steps.  But they are outweighed by negative factors that demonstrate 
he remains unsuitable for parole.      
 
Mr. Jay created a false alibi, lied in wait, and attacked Ms. Harris when she was alone and 
vulnerable.  Even though Ms. Harris complied with his demand for money, he struck her head 
with a hammer until she died.  The fear and terror he subjected upon Ms. Harris was 
exceptionally callous, and his brutal beating of her demonstrated a shocking amount of violence.   
 
I reversed Mr. Jay 5 based on his inadequate explanations for his 
previous violence and his failure to acknowledge his level of planning for Ms
Although the Board found Mr. Jay suitable for parole again in December 2017, I still believe he 
poses an unreasonable risk of danger to the public if released from prison.        
 
By this murder alone, Mr. Jay demonstrated that he was very willing to kill without provocation.  
Questions also remain 
office for which Mr. Jay has not been convicted.  In 1972, he was apparently involved in a 
murder plot  his friend Tommy Marks hired him to kill his wife, Judy, by throwing gasoline on 
her and setting her on fire.  Mr. Jay has , and told the Board 

troy [her] claimed  
  Additionally, according to the District Attorney , Mr. Jay also remains a suspect 

in the unsolved murder of 21-year-old Lynn Mueller in 1975.  Ms. Mueller was stabbed over 40 
times in her home.  Mr. Jay admitted to arguing with Ms. Mueller over religious differences, and 

house the night she was killed.  The next day, Mr. Jay painted his car and ripped out part of the 
interior.  He continues to deny any involvement in that murder, too.  It is further unsettling that 
Ms. Harris, who Mr. Jay admits killing, was interviewed as a witness to verify an alibi Mr. Jay 
had provided for the time Ms. Mueller was killed.   
 
Mr. Jay also has yet to address the level of planning that precipitated He 
told the Board, 

He further elaborated, at 

intend to kill Ms. Harris is unconvincing.  The record shows that he had a plan  he told his 
girlfriend he was at a different location to create a false alibi and he hid in the bathroom waiting 
for Ms. Harris to be there alone.  If this was really just a robbery, as Mr. Jay insists, and not a 
premeditated murder, he could have easily accomplished his goal of obtaining money without 
viciously striking her multiple times as she laid helplessly on the floor.  Simply put, I am 

not convinced that he has adequately 
confronted the nature of his actions. 
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CONCLUSION 
 
I have considered the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Jay is currently 
dangerous.  When considered as a whole, I find the evidence shows that he currently poses an 
unreasonable danger to society if released from prison.  Therefore, I reverse the decision to 
parole Mr. Jay.   
 
 
Decision Date:   April 20, 2018  ___________________________________  
      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
      Governor, State of California 
 
 
 



INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW 

(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 
 

RONALD ANDERSON, C-17565 

First Degree Murder 

 

AFFIRM:      ________________ 

 

MODIFY:      ________________ 

 

REVERSE:      _______ X _______ 

 

 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 

On June 24, 1979, Leonard Luna was house sitting for his employer.  Late that night, Marty 

Spears and Daniel Geysler came to the door and asked Mr. Luna to sell them some gasoline 

because their car’s gas tank was empty.  The two left after Mr. Luna provided the gasoline, but 

returned 15 minutes later and asked to use the telephone.  After Mr. Luna let them inside, one of 

the men pointed a pistol at him and told him to hit the floor and close his eyes.  The men called 

in several associates, including Ronald Anderson.  They hit Mr. Luna in the head and put him on 

a couch in another room.  Mr. Anderson helped hog-tie Mr. Luna.  The men ransacked the home 

and stole a large safe, several guns, a switchblade knife, and two watches.  Mr. Luna survived.   

 

On June 25, 1979, Mr. Spears, Mr. Anderson, Jeffrey Maria, and Darren Lee planned to 

burglarize the home of Phillip and Kathryn Ranzo.  Once there, Mr. Anderson waited in the car 

while the other men approached the home.  Armed with pistols, a sawed-off rifle, and knives, 

they knocked on the door.  Mr. Ranzo answered, and the men pretended to be out of gas and 

asked to use the Ranzos’ telephone.  The phone wasn’t working, so Mr. Ranzo offered to give 

them a can of gas and opened the garage door.  They followed Mr. Ranzo to the garage, and Mr. 

Spears pulled out a gun and pointed it at Mr. Ranzo.  Mr. Spears then hit Mr. Ranzo in the head 

approximately six times with a bat or axe handle.  Mr. Ranzo was hog-tied; a rope was placed 

around his neck and tied to his hands and feet.  Mr. Spears also cut Mr. Ranzo’s face and head, 

and stabbed and slashed his neck, killing him.  They then went into the living room where they 

found Mrs. Ranzo.  Mr. Spears ordered Mrs. Ranzo at gunpoint to go upstairs.  Once upstairs, 

Mr. Spears raped Mrs. Ranzo, and then hog-tied her and beat her in the head with a blunt object.  

Mr. Spears also slashed Mrs. Ranzo’s throat and stabbed her neck several times, killing her.  

While Mr. Spears was with Mrs. Ranzo, Mr. Maria and Mr. Lee ransacked the home and took 

$2,000 in cash, a shotgun, and two diamond pendants.  Mr. Lee and Mr. Maria came out a short 

time later and Mr. Anderson drove them away.  Mr. Anderson returned and picked up Mr. 

Spears, then they left together.   

 

GOVERNING LAW 

 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Anderson will pose a current danger to the public if 

released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 

dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post-
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incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 

circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 

44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)  Additionally, I am required to give “great weight to the diminished 

culpability of juveniles as compared to adults, the hallmark features of youth, and any 

subsequent growth and increased maturity of the prisoner” when determining a youthful 

offender’s suitability for parole.  (Pen. Code, § 4801, subd. (c).) 

 

DECISION 

 

The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Anderson suitable for parole based on the length of 

incarceration, his remorse, acceptance of responsibility, self-help programming, good behavior in 

prison, and parole plans.  

 

I acknowledge that Mr. Anderson was 18 years old when he participated in these crimes.  He told 

the 2016 psychologist that he was sexually abused by another child when he was 11 years old 

and that he was “whipped a lot” by his father.  He failed the second grade due to problems at 

home.  He dropped out of high school and used marijuana and LSD.  The psychologist who 

evaluated him in 2016 noted that in committing this crime, Mr. Anderson “displayed behaviors 

indicative of a juvenile delinquent.  He was immature, impulsive, reckless, and attempted to win 

the approval of his antisocial crime partners.”  Over his lengthy incarceration, Mr. Anderson has 

made efforts to improve himself in prison.  He is now 57 years old and has been incarcerated for 

over 38 years.  He has obtained his GED, earned vocations, and has participated in self-help 

classes, including Alcoholics Anonymous, Narcotics Anonymous, Celebrate Recovery, and other 

programs.  I carefully examined the record for evidence demonstrating Mr. Anderson’s increased 

maturity and rehabilitation, and gave great weight to all the factors relevant to his diminished 

culpability as a juvenile, his hallmark features of youth, and his subsequent growth in prison 

during my consideration of his suitability for parole.  However, these factor are outweighed by 

evidence that he remains unsuitable for parole.   

 

These crimes were merciless.  This group of teenagers preyed on the good nature of Mr. Luna 

and the Ranzos.  On the first night, after giving them a tank of gas and allowing them to use the 

phone, Mr. Luna was hog-tied and pistol-whipped.  Multiple items were stolen from the home, 

including a switchblade that may have been used to kill Mrs. Ranzo.  The following night under 

the same ruse, Mr. Ranzo opened the door of his home, willing to help what appeared to be 

teenagers in distress.  After providing gas to Mr. Spears, Mr. Maria, and Mr. Lee, Mr. Ranzo was 

hogtied, beaten, and brutally stabbed in the neck.  His wife, Mrs. Ranzo, was ordered by Mr. 

Spears to go upstairs, where she was hogtied, stabbed in the throat, and raped.  When Mr. Spears, 

Mr. Maria, and Mr. Lee were finished, Mr. Anderson drove them away.  Many, including the 

family of Phillip and Kathryn Ranzo, Senator Cathleen Galgiani, and Assemblymember Heath 

Flora, have written to oppose parole in this matter.  They spoke of their fear of the prospect that 

Mr. Anderson, Mr. Spears, and Mr. Maria will be released into the community.   

 

It is unclear to me that Mr. Anderson fully understands why he went to the Ranzos house with 

his friends.  He claimed at his parole hearing that he went along with the plan because he wanted 

to be accepted by the group and that he was afraid that Mr. Spears would make him move out of 
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their shared home if he did not participate.  He told the psychologist that he now knows that he 

was guilty because he did not go to the police before the crime happened, but the psychologist 

opined that Mr. Anderson’s comments still minimized his participation in the crime.  While it is 

clear from the record that Mr. Anderson tried to dissuade his crime partners from robbing the 

Ranzos, and that he did not know the two victims were being killed, it is also clear that he 

voluntarily joined Mr. Spears to commit this robbery despite knowing of the group’s propensity 

to hogtie and beat their victims.  Mr. Anderson sat as a lookout during the commission of these 

crimes.  And even after being told that the Ranzos were murdered, Mr. Anderson accepted stolen 

money from the house from Mr. Spears.   

 

Mr. Anderson has spent a very long time in prison – 39 years.  While early in his incarceration 

Mr. Anderson was disciplined for drug use and fighting, for more than a decade.  He has made 

tremendous strides to improve his conduct and better himself.  He actively participates in and 

facilitates many self-help groups and has completed several vocational training programs.  I 

encourage Mr. Anderson to continue on this positive path. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

I have considered this record and am not yet prepared to release Mr. Anderson.  Therefore, I 

reverse the decision to parole him.   

 

 

Decision Date:   May 4, 2018   ___________________________________  

      EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 

      Governor, State of California 

 

 

 























































INDETERMINATE SENTENCE PAROLE RELEASE REVIEW  
(Penal Code Section 3041.2) 

  

JEFFREY MARIA, C-17317  

First Degree Murder (two counts) 

 

AFFIRM:            ________________  

  

MODIFY:            ________________ 

  

REVERSE:           _______ X ______ 

  

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 

On June 25, 1979, Jeffrey Maria, Darren Lee, Ronald Anderson, and Marty Spears planned to 

burglarize the home of Phillip and Kathryn Ranzo.  Once there, Mr. Anderson waited in the car 

while the other men approached the home.  Armed with pistols, a sawed-off rifle, and knives, 

they knocked on the door.  Mr. Ranzo answered, and the men pretended to be out of gas and 

asked to use the Ranzos’ telephone.  The phone was not working, so Mr. Ranzo offered to give 

them a can of gas and opened the garage door.  The three men followed Mr. Ranzo to the garage, 

and Mr. Spears pulled out a gun and pointed it at Mr. Ranzo.  Mr. Spears then hit Mr. Ranzo in 

the head approximately six times with a bat or axe handle.  Mr. Ranzo was hog-tied; a rope was 

placed around his neck and tied to his hands and feet.  Mr. Spears also cut Mr. Ranzo’s face and 

head, and stabbed and slashed his neck, killing him.  They then went into the living room where 

they found Mrs. Ranzo.  Mr. Spears ordered Mrs. Ranzo at gunpoint to go upstairs.  Once 

upstairs, Mr. Spears raped Mrs. Ranzo, and then hog-tied her and beat her in the head with a 

blunt object.  Mr. Spears also slashed Mrs. Ranzo’s throat and stabbed her neck several times, 

killing her.  While Mr. Spears was with Mrs. Ranzo, Mr. Maria, and Mr. Lee ransacked the home 

and took $2,000 in cash, a shotgun, and two diamond pendants.  Mr. Maria and Mr. Lee left the 

house, and Mr. Anderson drove them home before returning to pick up Mr. Spears.   

GOVERNING LAW 

The question I must answer is whether Mr. Maria will pose a current danger to the public if 

released from prison.  The circumstances of the crime can provide evidence of current 

dangerousness when the record also establishes that something in the inmate’s pre- or post- 

incarceration history, or the inmate’s current demeanor and mental state, indicate that the 

circumstances of the crime remain probative of current dangerousness.  (In re Lawrence (2008) 

44 Cal. 4th 1181, 1214.)  Additionally, I am required to give “great weight to the diminished 

culpability of juveniles as compared to adults, the hallmark features of youth, and any 

subsequent growth and increased maturity of the prisoner” when determining a youthful 

offender’s suitability for parole.  (Pen. Code, § 4801, subd. (c).)  
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DECISION 

The Board of Parole Hearings found Mr. Maria suitable for parole based on his age at the time of 

the crime, good behavior in prison, self-help programming, educational and vocational 

accomplishments, staff commendations, his remorse, acceptance of responsibility, and parole 

plans.   

I acknowledge that Mr. Maria was only 17 years old when he participated in this horrific double 

murder.  Mr. Maria reported that he had some instability in his life following his parents’ divorce 

when he was 3.  He recalled that his older brother blamed him for their parents’ divorce, that his 

family frequently relocated, and that he felt isolated.  He also claimed that he lacked 

communication skills, was impulsive, and did not consider the long-term consequences of his 

actions.  The psychologist who evaluated Mr. Maria in 2018 stated that “Mr. Maria’s life crime 

appears to be a culmination of a traumatic childhood history of physical and emotional abuse” 

and “negative peer influences and substance misuse.”  

Mr. Maria is now 58 years old and has served 39 years in prison.  I commend Mr. Maria for 

continuing college courses, receiving positive work ratings, receiving laudatory reports from 

correctional officers, not incurring any additional rule violations, and serving as a hospice 

volunteer.  I also commend Mr. Maria for continuing to participate in self-help programming, 

including Alcoholics Anonymous, Victim Impact, and Criminal Thinking.  I carefully examined 

the record for evidence demonstrating Mr. Maria’s increased maturity and rehabilitation, and 

gave great weight to all the factors relevant to his diminished culpability as a juvenile, his 

hallmark features of youth, and his subsequent growth in prison during my consideration of his 

suitability for parole.  However, these factors are outweighed by evidence that he remains 

unsuitable for parole.    

Mr. Maria participated in a cruel and disturbing crime.  Mr. Maria and his crime partners planned 

a burglary which ended with Mr. Ranzo being bound and beaten with his head, face, and neck 

stabbed and slashed, and Mrs. Ranzo brutally raped with her neck stabbed and slashed.  Mr. 

Maria’s actions continue to have a far-reaching impact on the Ranzos’ family and community.  

Family members have appeared at Mr. Maria’s hearings to express their ongoing sense of loss 

and many members of the public have written to oppose parole in this matter.    

I reversed the Board’s 2015 grant of parole because Mr. Maria minimized his role in planning 

and carrying out the crime to rob and kill the Ranzos.  His behavior in prison was also 

concerning because Mr. Maria recently participated in mutual combat in 2011 and attempted to 

escape from prison in 2006.  Two years later, I reversed the Board’s 2017 grant of parole 

because Mr. Maria continued to downplay his role in the crime at his hearing.  He stated he only 

knew of the plan to commit the burglary but was unaware of the plan to kill the Ranzos.  He 

stated he never went into the house because he was asked to guard Mr. Ranzo in the garage.  

However, despite acting as the guard, he “couldn’t really see” Mr. Ranzo and “was not really 

watching him.”  His statements then were inconsistent with evidence in the record.     
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Mr. Maria has a different version of these events.  He maintains that he never saw Mr. Ranzo 

being tied up, beaten, or stabbed and he continues to assert that he never stepped foot in the 

house to steal their belongings.  The record is somewhat muddled and his crime partners have 

given contrary accounts over time.  Whether or not Mr. Maria is telling the truth about his 

willingness to commit violence or his advanced knowledge that the Ranzos were likely to be 

killed, this heinous crime has left a lasting mark on the family and on the community.  Not many 

crimes are worse than a home invasion, rape, and double murder.   

It is not without significance that Mr. Maria’s conduct in prison has improved and that he has 

taken steps to advance his education, volunteer to help others, and engage in other activities of a 

positive nature.  Given however the vicious nature of this crime and its tragic consequences, I am 

not prepared to approve his release.   

CONCLUSION 

I have considered all of the evidence in the record that is relevant to whether Mr. Maria is 

currently dangerous and conclude that he is not yet suitable for parole.   

 

Decision Date: October 12, 2018                                 ___________________________________        

  EDMUND G. BROWN JR.        

  Governor, State of California  
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