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BEFORE: HENRY AND SCHRODER, JUDGES; EMBERTON, SENI OR JUDGE.'!
SCHRCDER, JUDGE: This is an appeal froma sumrmary judgnent

di sm ssing appellant’s petition for review of a decision of the
Kent ucky Parol e Board (the “Board”) denying himparole. KRS
439. 330(3) provides that orders of the Kentucky Parol e Board

shal | not be reviewable “except as to conpliance with the terns

! Seni or Judge Thomas D. Enberton sitting as Special Judge by assignnent of
the Chief Justice pursuant to Section 110(5)(b) of the Kentucky Constitution
and KRS 21.580.



of KRS 439.250 to 439.560.” Further, KRS 13B. 020(3)(d)?2.a.
specifically exenpts Parole Board hearings fromthe right of

adm ni strative appeal provided for in Chapter 13B. Appellant
does not all ege any due process violations as a result of the
Board’'s failure to conply with any of the provisions in KRS

439. 250 to 439.560. By appellant’s own adm ssion, he is only
chal | engi ng the reasoning of the Board in denying himparole.
“I'n Kentucky, parole is a matter of |egislative grace.” Belcher

v. Kentucky Parole Board, 917 S.W2d 584, 587 (Ky.App. 1996)

(citing Fowler v. Black, 364 S.W2d 164 (Ky. 1963)). Since

appel l ant was afforded all the statutory entitlenents in KRS
439. 250 to 439.560, there was no error in the dismssal of his
petition for review

For the reasons stated above, the judgnent of the

Jefferson Circuit Court is affirned.
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