
Yolanda M. Torres
Attorney at Law

P.O. Box 118648 Telephone   (936) 662-7923
Carrollton, Texas 75011-8648 Facsimile     (972) 394-3626
Website: http://www.yolandamtorres.com E-mail:  yolandamt@aol.com

Mandatory Supervision a/k/a Projected Release Date a/k/a “Short Way Date”

 “Mandatory supervision” is defined as the release of an eligible prisoner sentenced to the
institutional division so that the prisoner may serve the remainder of the prisoner’s sentence not on
parole but under the supervision of the Pardons and Paroles Division. 

When mandatory supervision release was first enacted in 1977, and until it was first revised
in 1987, any prisoner other than one serving a death sentence or a life sentence was eligible for
release on mandatory supervision.   This means that from 1977 until 1987, an eligible prisoner
whose “actual calendar time” plus “accrued good conduct time” equaled the term of his sentence
was automatically released on mandatory supervision and treated as if he were on parole. 

The mandatory supervision law has been revised many times to exclude many offenses and
to change the “mandatory” release requirement to a “discretionary mandatory” release.  The
revisions in the mandatory supervision law are intended as a “failsafe mechanism” to protect society
from the inappropriate release of those who are not truly rehabilitated and who would constitute a
present danger to the public. With this revision, prisoners eligible for mandatory supervision have
a vested, statutory entitlement to release on mandatory supervision, but it is an interest that may be
defeated if a Parole Board finds that:  

• “the inmate’s accrued good conduct time is not an accurate
reflection of the inmate’s potential for rehabilitation;”

and
• “the inmate’s release would endanger the public.” 

The Texas Court of Criminal Appeals has ruled that a prisoner is entitled to notice of the
specific month and year in which he will be reviewed for release on mandatory supervision.  The
Court also held that the prisoner must be given at least 30 days advance notice that he will be
reviewed in the specified month so that he has a sufficient opportunity to submit materials on his
behalf.  See Ex parte Retzlaff, 2004 Tex. Crim. App.  LEXIS 378 (Tex. Crim, App. March 3, 2004)
at *11-12, rehearing denied by Ex parte Retzlaff, 2004 Tex. Crim. App. LEXIS 900 (Tex. Crim.
App., May 19, 2004), opinion withdrawn by, superseded by Ex parte Retzlaff, 135 S.W.3d 45, 2004
Tex. Crim. App. LEXIS 897 (Tex. Crim. App., May 19, 2004).  If a prisoner is not provided with
at least 30 day’s notice, the Parole Board loses the discretion/authority to deny release, but retains
the discretion/authority to impose conditions of release.  It is in your best interest for the Parole
Division to miss the notice period so I do not recommend making any inquiries about when you will
receive your notice.  I recommend waiting for the Parole Division to either give you timely notice
or fail to give you timely notice.  If it fails to provide timely notice, then the Parole Board will have
no choice, but to releaseo you on discretionary mandatory supervision. 

Eligibility for discretionary mandatory supervision is a double-edged sword because,
while it gives you a second opportunity for early release from prison, the Board will often deny
parole and give a set-off to the mandatory supervision release date (a/k/a projected release
date).


