
























 

Agency Legislative Proposal - 2014 Session 
 

Document Name (e.g. OPM1015Budget.doc; OTG1015Policy.doc): 
BOPP01 – An Act Concerning Pardons and Bond Forfeitures 

(If submitting an electronically, please label with date, agency, and title of proposal – 092611_SDE_TechRevisions) 

 
 

State Agency:  

Board of Pardons and Paroles  

Liaison: Richard Sparaco 
Phone: (203) 509-9171 
E-mail: Richard.Sparaco@ct.gov 

Lead agency division requesting this proposal:   

Board of Pardons and Paroles  
Agency Analyst/Drafter of Proposal:  

Richard Sparaco 
 
 
 

 

Title of Proposal 

An Act Concerning Pardons and Bond Forfeitures  
Statutory Reference 

54-125d 

 
Proposal Summary - To clarify the Board of Pardons and Parole Board’s authority to grant a 
pardon (conditioned, provisional or absolute) for bond forfeiture(s).  Currently the Board has 
the authority to pardon (conditioned, provisional or absolute) criminal convictions, but there is 
no explicit statutory language to allow for a pardon of bond forfeiture(s).     
 
 

Please attach a copy of fully drafted bill (required for review) 

 

PROPOSAL BACKGROUND 
 Reason for Proposal  

 
Although Motor Vehicle statutes define “bond forfeiture” as a conviction, the Board has 

repeatedly been challenged regarding its statutory authority to pardon bond forfeiture(s).  

Some Judicial Districts and State’s Attorney’s consider bond forfeiture a conviction; others do not.  The 

Board has been repeatedly challenged by those who do not.  This legislation will clarify the matter.       
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 Origin of Proposal         X New Proposal  ___ Resubmission 

 If this is a resubmission, please share: N/A 
(1) What was the reason this proposal did not pass, or if applicable, was not included in the Administration’s package? 
(2) Have there been negotiations/discussions during or after the previous legislative session to improve this proposal?  
(3) Who were the major stakeholders/advocates/legislators involved in the previous work on this legislation? 
(4) What was the last action taken during the past legislative session? 

PROPOSAL IMPACT  
 Agencies Affected (please list for each affected agency) 

Agency Name: N/A 
Agency Contact (name, title, phone): 
Date Contacted: 

 
Approve of Proposal       ___ YES       ___NO      ___Talks Ongoing 

Summary of Affected Agency’s Comments 

 
 
 
 

Will there need to be further negotiation?  ___ YES       ___NO       
 

 
 Fiscal Impact  (please include the proposal section that causes the fiscal impact and the anticipated impact) 

 
Municipal (please include any municipal mandate that can be found within legislation) 
 
None 

State 
 
None 

Federal 
 
None 
Additional notes on fiscal impact 
 
 
 
 

 
 Policy and Programmatic Impacts: NONE 

 
 

 



 

Insert fully drafted bill here 
 
 
 

Section 54-130a of the general statutes is repealed and the following is substituted in lieu 

therefore (Effective July 1, 2014): 

Sec. 54-130a. (Formerly Sec. 18-26). Jurisdiction and authority to grant commutations of 
punishment, releases and pardons. (a) Jurisdiction over the granting of, and the authority to 
grant, commutations of punishment or releases, conditioned or absolute, in the case of any 
person convicted of any offense, including bond forfeitures, against the state and 
commutations from the penalty of death shall be vested in the Board of Pardons and Paroles. 

(b) The board shall have authority to grant pardons, conditioned, provisional or absolute, for 
any offense, including bond forfeitures, against the state at any time after the imposition and 
before or after the service of any sentence. 

(c) The board may accept an application for a pardon three years after an applicant’s 
conviction of a misdemeanor or violation and five years after an applicant’s conviction of a 
felony, except that the board, upon a finding of extraordinary circumstances, may accept an 
application for a pardon prior to such dates. 

(d) Whenever the board grants an absolute pardon to any person, the board shall cause 
notification of such pardon to be made in writing to the clerk of the court in which such person 
was convicted, or the Office of the Chief Court Administrator if such person was convicted in 
the Court of Common Pleas, the Circuit Court, a municipal court, or a trial justice court. 

(e) Whenever the board grants a provisional pardon to any person, the board shall cause 
notification of such pardon to be made in writing to the clerk of the court in which such person 
was convicted. The granting of a provisional pardon does not entitle such person to erasure of 
the record of the conviction of the offense or relieve such person from disclosing the existence 
of such conviction as may be required. 

(f) In the case of any person convicted of a violation for which a sentence to a term of 
imprisonment may be imposed, the board shall have authority to grant a pardon, conditioned, 
provisional or absolute, in the same manner as in the case of any person convicted of an 
offense against the state. 

 

 

 



 

Agency Legislative Proposal - 2014 Session 
 

Document Name (e.g. OPM1015Budget.doc; OTG1015Policy.doc): 
BOPP02 – An Act Repealing Deportation Parole of aliens 

(If submitting an electronically, please label with date, agency, and title of proposal – 092611_SDE_TechRevisions) 

 
 

State Agency:  

Board of Pardons and Paroles  

Liaison: Richard Sparaco 
Phone: (203) 509-9171 
E-mail: Richard.Sparaco@ct.gov 

Lead agency division requesting this proposal:   

Board of Pardons and Paroles  
Agency Analyst/Drafter of Proposal:  

Richard Sparaco 
 
 
 

 

Title of Proposal 

An Act Repealing Deportation Parole of aliens   
Statutory Reference 

54-125d 

 
Proposal Summary – Deportation Parole of aliens was past as part of P.A. 97-256.  Under this 
new law, the Board was to enter into an agreement with United States Immigration and 
Naturalization Service (now called the Bureau of Immigration and Customs Enforcement) for 
the deportation of aliens pursuant to 8 USC 1252(b) or * USC 1252a(b).  An agreement was 
drafted and signed off on, but due to several procedural issues that came to light after the 
agreement was signed, releases in accordance with the 54-125d were never pursued.  The main 
issue was with section (e) of 54-124d which states that “Any person who is approved 
deportation under this section shall have his sentence placed in hold status for a period of ten 
years.  If the parolee reenters the United States within such ten-year period, he shall be in 
violation of his parole agreement, the remainder of the sentence shall be reinstated and he shall 
b e eligible for parole consideration.”   The Board, Department of Correction and Attorney 
General’s Office could not come up with a workable legal procedure and status for applicable 
parolees to satisfy this section. Throughout the years, since the passage of this law, the Board 
has repeatedly received requests from confined offenders and/or their attorneys for review for 
release under this statue.  Many have filed suit against the Board claiming a right to be 
deported under this statute.  Although the suits were found to be without merit, they 
nonetheless have impacted the Board in terms of time and resources.     

Please attach a copy of fully drafted bill (required for review) 
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PROPOSAL BACKGROUND 
 Reason for Proposal  

 
The statute as drafted is flawed procedurally and is not enforceable.  

 

 
 
 

 Origin of Proposal         __ New Proposal  _X__ Resubmission 

 If this is a resubmission, please share: This was originally proposed in the 2013 session and drafted as 
part of the Governors Bill 846 – An Act Decreasing Recidivism and Promoting Responsible 
Integration.  The section related to Deportation Parole was removed by the Judiciary 
Committee prior to the bill being JFS out of committee. The reasons were not clear except it 
did not have full support.  The bill was voted out of committee along party lines.       

(5) What was the reason this proposal did not pass, or if applicable, was not included in the Administration’s package? 
(6) Have there been negotiations/discussions during or after the previous legislative session to improve this proposal?  
(7) Who were the major stakeholders/advocates/legislators involved in the previous work on this legislation? 
(8) What was the last action taken during the past legislative session? 

PROPOSAL IMPACT  
 Agencies Affected (please list for each affected agency) 

Agency Name: N/A 
Agency Contact (name, title, phone): 
Date Contacted: 

 
Approve of Proposal       ___ YES       ___NO      ___Talks Ongoing 

Summary of Affected Agency’s Comments 

 
 
 
 

Will there need to be further negotiation?  ___ YES       ___NO       
 

 
 Fiscal Impact  (please include the proposal section that causes the fiscal impact and the anticipated impact) 

 
Municipal (please include any municipal mandate that can be found within legislation) 
 
None 

State 



 

 
None 

Federal 
 
None 
Additional notes on fiscal impact 
 
 
 
 

 
 Policy and Programmatic Impacts: NONE 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Insert fully drafted bill here 
 

Section 54-125d of the general statutes is repealed (Effective July 1, 2014). 

 
 


