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BLANKE, KEVIN RAMEY Offender# 15-. Cl 214 B Printed 05/09/2018 
Page 1of1 

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLE OF THE STATE OF UTAH 

Consideration of the Status of _..B .... L.._A.._N.._K=E......._.K_E...._V.._IN.._R._A_.M.-.......E...._Y _________ _ Offender # 154364 

SPECIAL ATTENTION REVIEW 

After a review of the submitted information and good cause appearing, the Board makes the following decision and order: 

Results 

1. SCHEDULE FOR HEARING (REHEARING) 
Agreement Condition 

Hearing Notes 

Effective Date 

09/2018 

1. NOTE: Schedule for a Rehearing In 09/2018 with a Psychosexual Evaluation, an Updated LS-RNR, and an updated 
INSTITUTIONAL PROGRESS REPORT due one month prior to the hearing on 08/01/2018. 

No. Crime 

1. ATTEMPTED CHILD KIDNAPPING 
(COUNTS 1) 

2. KIDNAPPING (COUNTS 1) 

Allegations 

Sent 

5Yrs -100 
Yrs 

1 Yrs - 15 
Yrs 

Case No. Judge Expiration 

021908449 HANSON 06/18/2102 

021910838 REESE 07/12/2116 

This decision is subject to review and modification by the Board of Pardons at any time until actual release from custody. 

By order of the Board of Pardons of the State of Utah, I have this date 9th day of May, 2018, affixed my signature as Chair 

for and on behalf of the State of Utah Board of Pardons. 

Chyleen A. Arbon, Board Chair 

.. 
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BLANKE, KEVIN RAMEY Offender# 154364 Cl 214 B Printed 01/28/2019 
Page 1of1 

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLE OF THE STATE OF UTAH 

Consideration of the Status of BLANKE, KEVIN RAMEY 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Offender # 154364 

REHEARING 

After a review of the submitted information and good cause appearing, the Board makes the following decision and order: 

Results 
1. SCHEDULE FOR HEARING (REHEARING) 

Agreement Condition 
Hearin Notes 

Effective Date 
02/2024 

1. Schedule for a Rehearing 02/2024 with a· X OFFENDER TREATMENT PROGRAM MEMO, an UPDATED LS­
RNR, and a INSTITUTIONAL PROGRESS REPORT due to the Board of Pardons by 01/02/2024.*** 
2. NOTE: The Board of Pardons may consider an earlier release if Mr. Blanke completes Sex Offender Treatment 
Program. 

No. Crime Sent Case No. Judge Expiration 

1. ATTEMPTED CHILD KIDNAPPING 5Yrs -100 021908449 HANSON 06/18/2102 
(COUNTS 1) Yrs 

2. KIDNAPPING (COUNTS 1) 1 Yrs - 15 021910838 REESE 07/12/2116 
Yrs 

Allegations 

This decision is subject to review and modification by the Board of Pardons at any time until actual release from custody. 

By order of the Board of Pardons of the State of Utah, 1 have this date 28th day of January, 2019, affixed my signature as 

Chair for and on behalf of the State of Utah Board of Pardons. 

Carrie L. Cochran, Board Chair 



THE UT .. -1 BOARD Qf~PARDONS Ar--• PAROLE 

RATIONALE FOR DECISION FOLLOWING HEARING 

OFFENDER NAME: l{,"tt1 lf J ~itzaJ ,,J OFFENDER #: ,/.J'f.Jfi:; f 
l /;]I{'(/ !'&fY s HEARING TYPE: -~& ........ 'H~------HEARING DATE: 

1 I 

Total (Aggregate) Sentence: ~ ' L\ :eJ Maximum Sentence Expiration Date: _1-'-· ._'l_·.....:1.::;.&..t~-~---
Sentence Start Date: ;·~·J-00?) Credit for Time Se1;i~d ~Days Prior to Prison Arrival): _ _ __ _ 

Sentencing Guidelines*(# ma / years): q It Guideline Date*:_b..__1_ --"YJ---llf-"OL..-__________ _ 

* The Board will use your total minimum sentence if it is higher than your sentencing guideline. 

D IF MARKED, the current decision includes consideration of CAP priority programming completed prior to this hear ing. 

BOARD ACTION 
D Rescission: The Board rescinds a previous release date or affirms a prior rescission decision. 

D No Change: There is no change from a previous Board decision. 

D Release Granted: The Board grants a release, based upon your total minimum and maximum court sentence, your 
sentence guideline as calculated by the Board, the nature and seriousness of your offense and conduct, your risk to 
victims or public safety, your past criminal and supervision behavior, and any mitigating and aggravating factors . 

[0'Release Denied: The Board denies a release a t this time based upon your total minimum and maximum court sentence, 
your sentence guideline as calculated by the Board, the nature and seriousness of your offense and conduct, your risk to 
victims or public safety, your past criminal and supervision behavior, and the specific aggravating factors outlined below. 

[;2J'Rehearing D Expiration of Sentence D Expiration of Life Sentence 

lfyou have been scheduled for a rehearing. complete the folloWing prior to the rehearing to b e considered for release: 
1. Comply with or complete your Case Action Plan goals, requirements and programming. 
2. Maintain good behavior, including the absence of criminal con~r major disciplinary violations. 
3. Complete offense or r isk specific programming, including: $~ .... ~'-'-""'------------------

IZJ Other:t·!'.f:tisc~: ~,:;!: Lil«- C,,...S1b.J. ScJ. llffi4~ a*" -6.. 

D Guideline Release: You have been granted a release at your sentence guideline or statutory minimum sentence. 

D Below Guideline Release: You have been granted a release below your sentence guideline or statutory minimum 
sentence based on the mitigating factors checked below. 

D Above Guideline Release: You have been granted a release above your sentence guideline or statutory minimum 
sentence based on the aggravating factors checked below. 

D 

D 

Above Guideline Release: Due to credit for time served, you were above guidelines at the time of the court sentencing 
or Board bear ing. 

No Applicable Guideline: There is currently no applicable guideline. 

DECISION SPECIFIC MITIGATING AND AGGRAVATING FACTORS 

Decision Factor Mitigating Aggravating 
Nature of the Offense or Oft'ense Conduct D 
Victim Impact D 
Program or Treatment Completion or Compliance D 
Significant Pro-Social Behavior Aft_e_r _C_om_ m_i_tm_" _en_t ________ D _______ _ 
Age, Cognitive Abilities, Developmental Disabilities, or Mental 0 
Health 
Risk or Behavior Warrant Additional Incarceration -------- ---0th er Factors: D D 

Updated:6/20/2017 





Spencer E. Austin 
Chlof Criminal Depuly 

Nicole Gray 
Clerk of the Court 
UT AH SUPREME COURT 
450 S. State Street 
Salt Lake City, UT 84118 

STATE OF UTAH 
O FFI CE OF TH E ATTORNEY GEN ERA L 

SEAN D . REYES 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Ric Cantrell 
Chi&/ 01 Sia" 

May 16,2018 

Tyler R. Green 
Solicitor General 

Re: Blanke v, Utah Board of Pardons and Parole, Case No. 20160766-SC 

Dear Ms. Gray, 

Brian L. Tarbet 
Chlol CMI OopU1y 

Respondent, through counsel Brent A. Burnett and Amanda N. Montague, Assistant Utah 
Attorneys General, submits this letter in response to the Court's request that the issues in this 
case be reframed "in light of the Court's decision in 2017 UT 89, Neese v. Board of Pa.rdons." 

Respondent agrees Petitioner has correctly identified the holding of Neese. Specifically, the 
Court held that "when the Parole Board intends to classify as a sex offender an inmate who has 
never been convicted of a sex offense or otherwise adjudicated a sex offender," the offender is 
entitled to procedures analogous to those offered to prisoners in the prison disciplinary hearing 
context, as articulated by Wolff v. McDonnell, 418 U.S. 539 ( 1974). Neese, 2017 UT 89, ~~ 42-
43. In those cases, 

the Parole Board ( l) must in advance of the hearing, provide particularized 
written notice that it intends to consider and effectively decide uoconvicted sexual 
conduct in making its parole determination; (2) unless the safe administration of 
justice requires otherwise, it must allow the inmate to call witnesses and present 
documentary evidence in his defense; and (3) it must provide a written statement 
of the evidence it relied upon and reasons it concluded that the inmate committed 
the unconvicted sexual conduct. 

ld . at~ 43. 

160 East 300 South, P. 0. Box 140812, Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-0812, Telephone: 801-366-0216, Fax: 801-366-0352 



Nicole Gray 
May 16,2018 
Page Two 

This case is distinct from Neese for two reasons. First, Petitioner was convicted of a sex offense. 
As Petitioner notes, he was convicted of Attempted Child Kidnapping in 2003. At the time of 
his conviction, Attempted Child Kidnapping was a "sex offense" according to Utah Code 
Annotated§ 77-27-21.S(l)(e)(i)(B) and (S) (West 2003). Second, the record reflects that 
Petitioner admitted, on multiple occasions, having sexual intercourse with the 15-year-old victim 
of his 2004 Kidnapping conviction. 

In light of the foregoing facts, the issue the Court should consider is: 

When an offender is (a) convicted of a sex offense and (b) admits to criminal 
sexual misconduct in conjunction with a non-sex offense, is the Board of Pardons 
and Parole required to provide that offender with the extraordinary due process 
required by Neese before it considers evidence that the offender engaged in other 
sexual crimes and orders the offender to engage in sex offender treatment? 

Respondent appreciates the opportunity to consider this matter under the lens of Neese and looks 
forward to the Court's consideration. 

tw 

JJI* 
Amanda N. Montague 
Assistant Attorney General 
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