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.Report of the Parole Board for 1974 
To the Rt. Hon. Roy Jenkins, Mr, Secretary of State for the I-Iome Departmcnt 

Introduction 

1 In our Report last year we entbarkect on a comprehensive survey of the 
parole system as it had developed over the six years since 1968. It was appro­
priate for us to do so at that point since we had reached the end of an era; Lord 
Hunt was about to retire and a new Chairman to succeed him. 

2 It would be pointlcss to cover tbe same ground in our Report this year, The 
parole machinery has continued steadily with its task, and there has been little 
in the way of~lew developments. We feel, therefore, that in this current Report 
it will suffice if, for the most part, we merely record the few changes which have 
taken place in proc(~du~es during the year and give up-to-daLe statistics of the 
results of the Board's efforts. It has, however, been suggested that we might 

. llsefully publish an account of how the Board ol'ganiscs its bu~iness, and we 
ha.ve included a passage on this subject. 

The Uonrd's c;lscloudl - determinate scntcncc cnses 
3 During the year the Board considered the cases of 5145 prisoners serving 
determinate sentences (for life sentence cases see paragraph 6). Of these, 2831 
prisoners or 55·0 per cent were recol11111ended for parole. 

4 In addition 676 prisoners were pal"Oled by the Home Secretary on the reCOlll­
mendation. of the local review committees witb.out reference to the Board under 
the procedure provided for in Section 35 of the Criminal Justice Act J 972 and 
referred to in paragraph 18. This makes a total of 3507 pJisoners serving fixed 
sentences who were recommended for parole in 1974. The number of those 
paroled has therefore increased by 163 compared with J 973. 

5 In all, 1O,68J cases were dealt Wltll jn 1974. 804 prisoners declined to be 
considered, leaving the local review cOlllmittees with 9877 cases to examine. Of 
these 5830 were not recommended for parole and 4047 were considered suitable 
by the local review committees. Of those not recommended, 1774 were referred 
to the Board and 385 of these were recommended by them for parole. Of those 
considered suitable 337 t were referred to the Board; 925 of these were rejected 
by the Board, but 175 of those rejected were recommended for early review. 

The Board's caselond -life sentence Clll)CS 

6 In 1974 the Board considered the cases of 209 prisoners serving life sentences; 
of these 142 were considered unsuitable for release and 49 were recommended 
as suitable for reJease on licence at a date about a year ahead, subject to good 
behaviour in the meantime (further details are given in tIle table in paragraph 8). 
Also 1 prisoner whose life licence had been revoked was recommended for 
immediate release. The Home Secretary was unable to accept 2 recommenda­
tions and 3 cases were still under consideration at the end of 1974. 



7. Of the 50 prisoners recommended for release, 13 were under 21 years of age 
when the offence was eommitted; the 50 cases included 36 convicted of murder, 
4 of manslaughter, 1 of arson, 1 of aiding and abetting murder, 1 of wounding 
with intent to cause grievous bodily harm, 1 of robbery with aggravation and 
1 of armed robbery. ' 

8 Those serving life sentences who were recommended for release in 1974 will 
have served for the following periods: 

----------.-----~----------------------------------,-----
No. of complete. 
years served 3 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 18 

No. of prisoners 1 2 2 7 11 5 1 5 3 1 2 

9 This table does 110t include the 2 recommendations which were refused by 
the Home Secretary and the 3 which were still being eonsidered at the end of 
1974. 

10 There were also 3 recall cases rcconullended for further release, who will 
have been detained for 3 months, 9 months and 10 years since their recall and 
who will have been detained for 9 years, 13 years and 21 years respectivl?Ay in 
total. 

11 The table below shows that there was a slight increase in the number of life 
sentence caseS referred to the Board during J 974 compared with the previous 
year: 

Cases r':ferred to the Board 
Cases n:commended for release 
Cases not recommended for release 
Recalls: 
Licence based on Board's recommendation 
I ken sed before Board became operative 
Rtleased immediately on consideration of 

prisoner's represen(a tions 
Cases referred for variation and cancellation 

of conditions, review of release date etc. 

--~ 

1974 1973 

209 206 
49 62 

142 120 

4 2 
2 

1 

13 19 

--
The Board's caseload - people on parole coming to adverse notice 

12 During the year under review 270 prisoners serving determinate sentences 
were recalled to prison during their parole period and had their licences revoked. 
This means that, in proportion to the total number of those finally recommended 
for parole in 1974, 7·7 per cent were recalled as compared with 7·54 per cent in 
1973. Of the total number recalled, 151 had failed to comply with the conditions 
of the licence, and 119 had incurred a further conviction. 9 of those recalled 
had their licences revoked by the Courts (compared with 13 such cases in 1973), 
and 7 had their recall confirmed by the Board after emergency recall by the 
Home Office (compared with 6 such cases in 1973). The remaining 254 were 
recalled on the recommendation of the Board (compared with 233 such cases 
in 1973). . 

2 

13 The parole system provides for the further release of recalled prisoners, 
and 34 were so released during the year after making representations. In 30 
instances the Board felt able to authorise immediate release, usually because 
the circumstances leading to the revocation of the licence had changed. In 4 
other installces it was (l":\cided to arrange for the release to take place some time 
ahead, subject to suitable release arrangements being prepared. 

14 In addition the Board recommended to the Home Office that warni.ngs, 
both verbally and in writing, be given to 109 offenders on parole who had been 
convicted during the licence period of less serious types of offences, and to 18 
others for technical infringements of their licence conditions. 

15 The number of young prisoner licence holders recalled in 1974 was 47 
compared with 38 in 1973. 

Recommendations not accepted by the Home Secretary 

16 In 1974 the Home Secretary was unable to accept the Board's recommenda­
tion for release on licence in the case of 5 prisoners serving determinate sentences 
and 2 prisoners serving indeterminate sentences. His reasons for differing from 
the Board's views included policy related to the nature and gt'avity of the offence 
and the perception of risk to the public. 

Prisoners who opt out 

17 Of the 7546 prisoners eligible for first review, 484 or 6'4 per cent refused to 
be considered. Of the 3135 prisoners eligible for second or subsequent review, 
320 or 10·2 per cent declined to be considered. The reasons for opting out have 
been examined by the Home Office Research Unit and a paper is likely to be 
published shortly. 

Changes during the year 

18 The main procedut'al change has been an extension of the arrangements 
introduced last year under Section 35 of the Criminal Justice Act 1972 (see 
paragntph 4). Under these arrangements the Home Office is able to release 
prhtoners on the recommendation of the local review committee without 
reference to the Board in cases where the sentence is under three years, the local 
review committee is unanimous and the crime is not one of sex, violence, 
drug trafficking or arson; these arrangements were extended in 1974 to include 
prisoners serving three year sentences. The purpose is to relieve the Board of 
more of the straightforward cases, so that it can concentrate Its attention on the 
difficult cases - 110t only longer term prisoners but also those who, though 
showing some apparent prospect of rehabilitation, are nevertheless regarded as 
unsuitable by local review committees. Of the latter, 385 were recommended fOl' 
parole (see paragraph 5). 

19 Despite the procedural change referred to in the previous paragraph, there 
has been no evidence so far of any reduction in the caseload reaching the Board, 
and as a consequence it was decided to ask thc Home Office to appoint a 
further two members to relieve the pressure on the present membership. 

Organisation of the Board's business , 
20 In 1974 there were 33 members on the Board. From them panels are chosen 
to look at cases. Whilst the statutory quorum for a panel is three, for practical 
purposes it is preferable that four or five members are nominated for each one. 

3 



A ponel's recommcnt\nlion hi decided by ,I. I1H~iOl'ity VOle if nc:ce~~nl'y; but. It hplil 
decision is "nJ'e nnd the rccotrll11endCtliolJH !lYC! genemlly llnn.nimOll:i. Tht! membcj'e 
ship of (he pnnclll is totaled, flO thnl: ill time evcl'y mcmbel' or tile nOHI'd wiJl 
hn\lc served with evct'y oUtc,' member; hut 1:lO rrtl' (it; p08fiihlcnl/ tho di/u,:iplincli 
nrc represented on. cncll p[1(I(:I. the ithml constitution being a,jlldgc, II COI1HldWnt 
psychiaf.l'ilil, a criminologisl', u. Henior' member of' the Pl'Obntion flnd After'.( 'Ill'i' 
Service and II lilY memher, Ncedlcl'Jli 10 lillY, it iii I'l'cqucnlJy not po~slblc to 
nchieve the ideal: but there if{ alwHYIl !l High ('ourt .'udge PI'ClicllL when life 
sentence Cllijes 1l1'(' heing cOl1!iidcJ'NI. All members in l'olllli{\n Het t]f{ Chuit'l1lCll 
or pnl1~h, 

2) The panels dlllll with MJll1cthing like SO()() cu~eb It yenr Of' roughly 100 II- we!.'k, 
A panel cnnnot be expected to cope Wilh more (hUll rlhoul. 30 ellliell ill the COU./'Ili,' 
or a dny, and Lhis means that there Il1lllil perroJ'(.'c b(~ t/1('ce OJ' fow' panel!! I!IIC/J 

week thwughout the yeul" They meel I1minly In London, but there fllC two 
pnnels a month in hoth nil'minghlll1l nnd Mnnchclil.cl" A'i OPPOl'l.illljl.y nm~I''i 
panels nre nrl'llnged el~ewhel'e; for eXHmple eluting 1974 Owe IHtyC been /ojC~))iOl]'i 
in NoWnghmn, Newcastle, (..'(u'diff and Sheme/d. The Bonn' tlllache~ JlIuch 
importance to being peripaletic to this extent. The hOfil cities wGiC(JI11C ll~, and 
Ihe nOHI'd is given nn (Jpportunity to extend the in('ol'111cd public'!! IOlLlwlcdgl; 
of parole alld to cstablish thutlhe BOHl'd'!; Iluthority COWl'S PnplHlld Hnd Wuh:; 
nnd not Just London, 

22 Tho panels cOt1~ider prisoners' dOMilcl'Sj the I11nterild (If' which j~ l;oJ/ntccJ 
by the P(tl'ole Unit or the Home Omce, The content.s 0(' such a dOlisicr' wcrl: 
described in MllllC detail in Chaplcr :I of OUI' last ltcI'm'!. The Pamle UniL !In.; 
10 assemble Ihe dossiers and make sure that !Ill (he Ilccc,Hary material if! jncluded 
ill them; they have also the (ask or following ur (he I'eeolllmcnduiiollfl or the 
P!\mje Board on individual case'i, 

23 There has rrom time to time been cl'ilicism of'the {'act [hat. t11l'ee to /(lUr 
months clapses between the first cO.I1l'dderntion of' u. prisoner's car,e by the loenl 
review committee und the uUitnate dec;l1ion. Every el1'ol't i& in 1:'lCL made to 
shorten this period; out it is important LO understand the fli%c of lhe operation 
on which the Parole Unit is enga.gcd, They hove to handle about (n,OOO ca'ies~ 
not only the 5000 which lHwe to be prepared for l'efCl'el1ce to the Parole Bo,mJ, 
hut also the other 5000 including those which are eligible fM release on the 
I-[ome Secretary's authority without refel'Cl1CC (0 the Board. The operalioJ) is a 
considerable one, as the dossiers prepared by the Parole Unit for consideration 
by the Doard have to be issued to the panels about ten days before the panel 
meeting so that they can be studied thoroughly, 

24 We accept that one call, JleVer be content with the limc schedule. So fllr as 
the pdsonerand his famity are concemcd the uncertainly and suspense begin 
with the local review commiltee operation ancl eonti11l)e until the cventual 
decision foJ' 01' again1;t relcase is known, It therefore goes without saying that all 
COncemed must do eveJ'ything possible to shoJ'ten the period. 

25 Where abnormal delay is expected as a result, for example, of the Boa.rd's 
need of further information to enable it to reach a decision, an interim reply 
is sent to the prison to assure the prisoner that bis case is stilt being considered. 
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M{)t'tillgs of Ihe HIIIH'd 

26 Dliring IIn4 pallels oj' the Board m~t 0\1 187 l)CCLlSions to con~jdel' caSCH 
rot pnnM OJ' rC1;1I1l l'mJl1 HccnciJ, 

nTh!.! rull /lnnl'd held lin in/'ol'll1ul nvcJ'Jliglll planning conlcrence ill Febru/tI',Y 
>llld 1m!!. ill plt:n(~"y lie'i~i()n. [n Octollc,'. 

2H The Ocncrul PIII'p()lH.:~ ('oll1millce oj' the Board Illet on foul' occ!t~ions. 

SI!C\'\ihll'illf 

29 Thl~ Scerelnrinl, whkh COl\hit,tH {)r eleven (l(ticcJ'ti seconded from the Home 
Ollkc, I1cl.r) ali the mnin chn.ll11el or communication belween (he Jk)llrd, deplllt­
menlli or lhe Home Ollh.:c nnd flgonelOIi concerned with the PHro\c scheme. It iii 
rt!'tip()ll~i"le i'OI' HOI'tiny;, nl/nctHing und despatclJing cn~e dossiers Ilnd llupporting 
ptlPCI't) to Umml f)1~mbet'l> ('or tlleir &tudy be(b['(.~ panel mceHn£8; ILl'ftwging £tnd 
minuting meelingb; cont\w,:ting !;Qfl'eiipondence relating lu pllro\e twd oflenderii 
on plllolt: wilh lIome Ollie\! dcpaJ'lmCJl(ti, prisoners' l'ell.ttives and olher inter~ 
~')itltd partie!'); or'[1;ul1itiing vhiits to pJ'i:-;OIl'1, Pl'ulHlLion Illld aJ'teN.:u.re service 
t.\l\!I\~ nnd police ('O,'CCIi. The [ltlul'd mcmbet'll are greatly jndebted to fhe Sccre~ 
tnl'int for their lInlitiling !\nd cheel'llil help lIwollgiloul the yetw. 

Rclntif)n~ willi ihe I rome OJJh~(' 

JO Jiolllc Oilke ollkinb huve attcnt/ed General Plll'po~e:; Committec and full 
BUl11'd I\)CClilll~i'l in nn ndvisory capacity, Imvc been present occasionally, by 
imitation, nl punel mCl}lingtl andlww lIco()lnptl.nied J11CmbCl'!i on. outside visit~. 
Tht~ purpm;c ()I' ol1iciuls ntlGndil1g panel meetings is to help with information. 
bill: they nl'c lJoL pUfty to the Board's recoIHl11elJdlltiOJlS. There has also been 
cJO!'lC consultlllion thl'oughoul the year between. the Chairm.an and the Secre~ 
ltlriUt. lIlld the Cl'irllinnl, Prison and Probation and AfteJ'-Cm:e Departments of 
(he 1I0J)H) Olliee. We lignin take thiH <lPPoftunit'y to thank ofTIcials front these 
depn rOnonls for (heir helpful co·opentt/on. We were pnrticulnrly gl'l.d to welcome 
the Minilllcl' elr Slttle (Lol'd Bards) and the PurJiamentru'y Under Secretary of 
StOle (Dr, Sbil'ley Sutnmcrsklll, MP) as observers at one ()f our panel meetings, 

Purole l'C'sNlrch 

31 The results ol'r'ccellt. Home omce )'CHClll'ch afe to be published ill J 975, 

Outside visits 
J2 Tn ndditlon to its pancl work, the BOlll'd attaches great importance to its 
peogl'ltl11l11e of visits to those services which provide the material making up 
lhe ptH'ole Gussiel', ie lhe prisons, the probation. and after-care sel'vices and the 
police f01'ces, This not only assists the members to llndcrstand the problems of 
COI11I11Wlic(ttiOll and faCl.flllding at i1eld level, but it !llso strengthens relation· 
ships between the BOHrd Mel the services l1pOIl. Which it is so depel1dell~. 

Visils to J)rlsons 

33 During the yeat: members of the .Board visited 14 pdSOllS, including one 
women's prison, and had discussions aboLlt the wOl'king of the parole systcm 
with local revicw committee membefs, governors and their stan's and groups of 
prisoners (but, or course, individllal cases were not discllssed), This is regarded 
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as a valuable means of clarifying problems al1d answering criticisms and 
complaints. It also gives the Board an opportunity to assess the effect of parole 
on the work of the prison service. 

Visits to probation and after~care areas 

34 Two visits were made to probation areas during which d,iscussions were 
held with members of the Probation and After-Care Committee, chief, senior 
and main grade officers and superintending inspectors. At one such visit members 
met an after-care hostel warden and two ex-p.arolees; at the other members met 
after-care hostel wardens, liaison officers and volunteers. 

Visits to police forces 

35 Three visits were made to police forces, during which members had an 
opportunity to discuss parole in general and the problems arising therefrom 
with Chief Constables, their senior officers and their field officers. Discussions 
at these visits are of paramount importance since they provide the opportunity 
for Board members and police officers to exchange views and promote a better 
understanding of the parole system. 

Overseas visits 

36 Members of the Board took the opportunity to see something of parole 
and penal systems in Bermuda, Finland and the United States of America 
whilst on private visits to these countries. 

Lectures and conferences 

37 Members of the Board were invited to give talks on the work of the Board 
at training courses organised by the police forces in Bristol and Lancashire 
and at the Police College, whilst the Secretary regularly gave talks on Prison 
Welfare Officers' Courses at the Prison Service Staff College, Wakefield. 

38 The Chairman and three members of the Board participated in the second 
training course for newly appointed independent members of local review 
committees at the P~ison Service Staff College. 

39 The Chairman, three Board members and the Secretary took part in the 
South Eastern Probation and After-Care Service Training Conference at 
Wansfell College, Theydon Bois, Essex. 

40 Several members attended annual general meetings and area conferences 
of local review committees and gave talks and took part in discussion 011 parole 
problems. 

Visitors to panel meetings 

41 During 1973 the Board decided to invite prison governors and chairmen 
of local review committees to attend panel meetings as observers. In 1974 this 
invitation was extended to include High Court Judges, prison chaplains, prison 
medical officers, chief probation officers, probation inspectors and staff of the 
Parole Unit of the I-fome Office. 

Visitors from overseas 

42 The following persons visited the Board and some of them attended panel 
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meetings: Mrs. Chiappa and Miss Tzortzi, Ministry of Justice, Cyprus; Dr. 
Patrick, Professor of Sociology at Wake Forest University, North Carolina, 
United States of America; Mrs. Judith Karp, Israeli Ministry of Justice; and a 
delegation from the Northern Ireland Office. 

Relations with the Parole Board for Scotland 
43 The Board has continued to maintain close contact with its colleagues in 
Scotland through visits betwee1'\ the membership of both Boards at various 
meetings. . 

Liaison with probation and after-care services 
44 Invidious as it must be to single out a particular service, the Board never~ 
theless feels it appropriate that an especial acknowledgement should be recorded 
of the contribution made by members of the probation and after-care services 
to the success of the parole scheme. The Board recognises the particular burden 
that 11a5 been added to the existing workload of a hard-pressed service, which 
quickly grasped the challenge in 1968. On the occasions when it is able to meet 
the service in the field, the Board has always been impressed by the enthusiasm 
of its members and the lively discussions which takes place at such meetings. 
For their part, Board members find such visits an educative exercise and hope 
that the local probation and after-care services derive equal benefit from these 
contacts. 

Public inquiry 
45 Sudbury open prison was opened 25 years ago on the understandi'ng that 
only 'low risk' prisoners would be accommodated there. However, in view of 
the increase in the number of those prisoners serving ilfe sentences (see paragraph 
II), the resources at Leyhill open prison had been found to be insufficient to 
meet present needs and the Prison Department of the Home Office hoped to 
introduce a 'life sentence' element to the prison population at Sudbury. As there 
had been strong local opposition to the proposal, the Chairman accepted an 
invitation [rom the Home Office to give evidence in favour of the proposal at 
a local public inquiry held in July. 

Evidence to interdepartmental committees 

46 During 1974 at the invitation of the Committee Oll Mentally Abnormal 
Offenders (under the Chairmanship of the Rt. Hon. Lord Butler of Saffron 
Walden), the Board submitted further written evidence based on the advice of 
ltS psychiatrist members about the treatment of persons suffering from mental 
disorders during their stay ill prison and after their release. 

1'01' the future 
47 The Board has noted with interest the recolllmendations contained in the 
Report of the Advisory Council OD the Penal System - Young Adult Offenders, 
and also the proposals suggested in Dr. Roger Hood's paper Parole: Its Implica­
tions for the Pellal Gnd Criminal Justice System. 

Conclusion 
48 The Board has steadily coped with the cases referred to it despite their 
growing llumb,!r and a considerable turn-over in its membership during the 
year. However, in 1975 the Board may need to consider further measures to 
deal with its workload. 
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CH.80 
Criminal Justice Act 1967 

PART III 

TREATMENT OF OFFENDERS 

Release of prisoners on licence alld sllpel'J'isioll of prisoners 
after release 

59.-(l) For the purpose of exercising the functions conferred 011 it Constituti.on 
by the Part of this Act as respects Englal1d and Wales there shall be anrdprunlctlBons d 

o aro e oar 
a body to be known as the Parole Board and for the purpose of exer- and local review 
(::ising those functions as respects Scotland there shall be a body to be committees. 
known as the Parole Board for Scotland, each body consisting of a 
chairman and not less than four other members appointed by the 
Secretary of State. 

(2) Any reference in the following provisions of this Part of this Act 
(including Schedule 2 thereto) to the Parole Board shall be construed 
as a reference to the Parole Board or the Parole Board for Scotland, 
as the case may require. 

(3) It shall be the duty of the Board to advise the Secretary of State 
with respect to-

(a) the release on licence under section 60(1) or 61, and the recall 
under section 62, of this Act of persons whose cases have been 
referred to t11e Board by the Secretary of State; 

(6) the conditions of such licences and the variation or cancellation 
of such conditions; and . 

(c) any othet matter so referred which is connected with the release 
on licence or recall of persons to whol11 the said section 60 or 61 
applies. 

(4) The following provisions shall have effect with respect to the 
proceedings of the Board on any case referred to it, that is to say-

(0) the Board shall deal with the case on consideration of any docu­
ments given to it by the Secretary of State and of any reports it 
has called for and any information whether oral or in writing 
that it has obtained; and 

(b) i[in any particular case the Board thinks it necessary to interview 
the person to whom the case relates before rea.ching a decision, 
the Board may request one of its members to interview him and 
shall take into account the report of' that interview by that 
member; 

and, without prejudice to the foregoing, the Secretary of State may by 
rules make provision with respect to the proceedings of the Board on 
. cases referred to it, including provision authorising such cases to be 
dealt with by a prescribed number of members of the Board. 

(5) The documents to be given by the Secretary of State to the Board 
under the last foregoing subsection shall inc\ude-
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(a) \vbere the case referred to the Board is one of release under 
section 60 or 61 of this Act, any written representations made by 
the person to whom the case relates in conuection with or since 
his last interview in accordance with rules under the next follow­
ing subsection; 

(b) where the case so referred relates to a person recalled under 
section 62 of this Act, any written representations made under 
that section. 

(6) The Secretary of State may by rules make provisioll-
(a) for the establishment and constitution of local review committees 

having the duty of reviewing at such times or in such circuUl­
stances as may be prescribed by or determined under the rules 
the cases of persons who are or will become eligible for release 
under section 60 or 61 of this Act and reporting to the Secretary 
of State on their suitability for release on licence; and 

(b) for the interview of such persons by a member of any such com­
mittee (not being a prison officer); 

and rules under this subsection may make different provision for 
different cases. 

(7) The supplementary provisions contained in Schedule 2 to this 
Act shall have effect with respect to the Parole Board and local review 
committees. 

60.-(1) The Secretary of State may, if recommended to do so by 
the Parole Board, release on licence a person serving a sentence of 
imprisonment, other than imprisonment for life, after he has served not 
less than olle~tlurd of his sentence or twelve months thereof, whichever 
expires the later. 

(2) A person whose sentence falls to be reduced under section 67 of 
this Act shall, for the purpose of determining under the foregoing sub­
section. 'whether he has served one-third of his sentence, be treated as 
if any period spent in custody between conviction and sentence and 
taken into account under that section were included in his sentence and 
as if he had served that period as part of that sentence. 

(3) Without prejudice to his earlier release under subsection (1) of 
this section the Secretary of State may direct that-

(a) a person serving a sentence of imprisonment in respect of whom 
an extended sentence certificate was issue<i when the sentence 
was passed; or 

(b) a person serving a sentence of imprisonment for a term of 
eighteen months or more who was under the age of twenty-one 
when the sentence was passed; 

shall, instead of being granted remission of any part of his sentence 
under the prison rules, be released on licence at any time on or after the 
day on which he could have been discharged from prison if the remission 
had been granted. 

(4) A person subject to a licence under this section shall comply 
with such conditions, jf any, as may for the time being be specified in 
the licence. 

(5) The Secretary of State shall consult the Board before including 
on release, or subsequently inserting, a condition in a licence under this 
section or varying or cancelling any such condition; and for the pur­
poses of tIus subsection the Secretary of State shall be treated as having 
consulted the Board about a proposal to include, insert, vary or cancel 
a condition in any case if he has consulted the Board about the imple­
mentation of proposals of that description generally or in that class 
of case. 

(6) A licence granted to any person under this section shall, unless 
previous1y revoked under section 62 of this Act, remain in force until 
a date specified in the licence, being-

(a) in the case of a licence granted to a person in respect of whom 
an extended sentence certificate was issued when sentence was 
passed on him or to a person who was under the age of twenty-one 
when sentence was passed 011 him, the date of the expiration of 
the sentence; 

(b) in any other case, the date on which he could have been dis~ 
charged from prison on remission of part of his sentence under 
the prison rules if, after the date of his release on licence, he had 
not forfeited remission of any part of the sentence under the rules. 

(7) Section 20 of and Schedule 3 to the Criminal Justice Act 1961 1961 c. 39 
(supervision of discharged prisoners) shaH cease to have effect. 

(8) In the application of this section to Scotland-
(a) the expression "prison rules" means rules under section 35 of 1952 c. 61 

the Prisons (Scotland) Act 1952; 
(b) the expression "imprisonment" includes detention in a young 

offenders institution as defined in section 31(l)(d) of the Prisons 
(Scotland) Act 1952; 

(c) subsection (3)(a) shaH be omitted; 
Cd) in paragraph (a) of subsection (6), the words from "to a person" 

where they first occur to "or" shall be omitted. 

61.-(1) The Secretary of State may, if recommended to do so by Release on 
the Parole Board, release on licence a person serving a sentence of licence of 
imprisonment for life or a person detained under section 53. of the ~:~~~:ed to 
Children and Young Persons Act 1933 (young offenders convIcted of imprisonment 
grave crimes), but shall not do so in the case of a person sentenced to for life, etc. 
imprisonment for life or to detention during Her Majesty's pleasure or 
for life except after consultation with the Lord Chief Justice of England 
together with the trial judge if available. 1933 c. 12 

(2) Subsections (4) and (5) of the last foregoing section shaH apply 
in relation to a licence under this section as they apply in relation to a 
licence under that section. 

(3) A licence granted under this section to any pers011 sentenced 
under section 53(2) of the Children and Young Persons Act 1933 to be 
detained otherwise than for life shall, ,unless previously revoked under 
the next following section, remain 1n force until a date specified in the 
licence, being the date of the expiration of the sentence. 

13 



1937 c. 37 

Revocation of 
licences and 
conviction of 
prisoners on 
licence. 

1948 c. 58 

1952 c. 55 

14 

(4) In the application of this section to Scotland-
(a) for the references to section 53 and 53(2) of the Children and 

Young Persons Act 1933 there shall be substituted respectively 
references to section 57 and 57(2) of the Children and Young 
Persons (Scotland) Act 1937; 

(b) in subsection (1), for the words "Lord Chief Justice of Eugland" 
there shall be substituted the words "Lord Justice General". 

62.-(1) Where the Parole Board recommends the recall of any 
person who is subject to a licence under section 60 or 61 of this Act, the 
Secretary of State may revoke that person's licence and recall him to 
prison. 

(2) The Secretary of State may revoke the licence of any such person 
and recall him as aforesaid without consulting the Board, where jt 
appears to him that it is expedient ill the public interest to recall that 
perSall before sucb consultation is practicable. 

(3) A person recalled to prison under the foregoing provisions of 
this section may make representations in writing with respect to his 
recall and shall on his return to prison be informed of the reasons for 
his recall and of his right to make such representations. 

(4) The Secretary of State shall refer to the Board the case of a 
person recalled under subsection (1) of this section who makes repre­
sentations under the last foregoing subsection and shall in any event so 
refer the case of a person returned to prison after being recalled under 
subsection (2) of thissectioll. 

(5) Where the Board recommends the immediate release on licence 
of a person whose case is referred to it under this section, the Secretary 
of State shall give effect to the recommendation, and where it is neces­
sary for that purpose to release that person under subsection (1) of the 
last foregoing section, the Secretary of State shall do so without the 
consultation required by that subsection. 

(6) If a person subject to a licence under sectioll 60 or 61 of this Act 
is convicted by a magistrates' court of an offence punishable on indict­
ment with imprisonment, the court may commit him in custody or on 
bail to quarter sessions for sentence in accordance with section 29 of 
the Criminal Justice Act 1948 (power of quarter sessions to sentence 
persons convicted by magistrates' courts of indictable offences). 

(7) If a. person subject to any such licence is convicted on indictment 
of such an offence as aforesaid or is committed to quarter sessions for 
sentence as aforesaid or under section 29 of the Magistrates' Courts 
Act 1952 (committal of persons convicted of indictable offences for 
sentence), the court by which he is convicted or to which he is com­
mitted, as the case may be, may, whether or not it p;l,sses any othel' 
sentence on him, revoke the licence. 

(8) If a persoll subject to a licence under section 60 or 61 of this Act 
is convicted by the High Court of Justiciary, or by a sheriff, whether 
summarily or OIl indictment, of an offence punishable on indictment 
with imprisonment, the court bywhich he is convicted may, whether or 
not it passes any other sentence on him, revoke the licence. 

(9) On the revocation of the licence of any person under this section, 
he shall be liable to be detained in pursuance of his sentence, and, if 
at large, shall be deemed to be unlawfully at large. 

(10) If in the case of a person subject to a licence under section 60 
of this Act a court of assize or quarter sessions or the High Court of 
Justiciary or a sheriff revokes that licence under this section, the 
Secretary of State shall110t thereafter release him under subsection (1) 
of that section before the expiration of one year from the date of revo­
cation or before the expiration of one-third of the period during which 
the licence would have remained jn force, whichever is the later; but 
the foregoing provision shaH not affect any power to re1ease him 
otherwise than under that subsection. 

(Ll) This section shall have effect, in its application to a person 
sentenced to be detained under section 53 of the Children and Young 
Persons Act 1933 or section 57 of the Children and Young Persons 1933 c. 12 
(Scotland) Act 1937 (young offenders convicted of grave crimes), as if 1937 c. 37 
for any reference to a prison there were substituted a reference to any 
place in which the Secretary of State directs that persoll to be detained. 
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Criminal Justice Act 19~7 

SCHEDULE 2 

PROVISIONS AS TO PAROLE BOARD AND LOCAL 

REVIEW COMMITTEES 

The Parole Board. 

1. The Par01e Board shall include among its members­
(a) a person who holds or has held judicial office; 
(b) a registered medical practitioner who is a psychiatrist; 

CR. 80 

(c) a persall appearing to the Secretary of State to have knowledge 
and exp8rience of the supervision or after-care of discharged 
prisoners; and 

Cd) a person appearing to the Secretary of State to have made a 
study of the causes of delinquency or the treatment of offenders. 

2. A person appointed to be a member of the Parole Board shall hold 
and vacate office under the terms of the instrument by which he is 
appointed, but may at any time resign his office; and a person who 
ceases to hold office as a member of the Board shall be eligible for 
reappointment. 

3. In Part II of Schedule 1 to the House of Commons Disqualification 
Act 1957 (bodies of which all members are disqualified under that Act), 
in its application to the House of ConU110ns of the Parliament of the 
United Kingdom, there shall be inserted (at the appropriate point in 
alphabetical order) the entry "The Parole Board constituted under 
section 59 of the Criminal Justice Act 1967". 

4. There shall be paid to the members of the Board such remuneration 
and allowances as the Secretary of State may with the consent of the 
Treasury determine. 

5. The expenses of the Board under the last foregoing paragraph and 
any other expenses incurred by the Board in discharging its fUllctions 
under section 59 of this Act shall be defrayed by the Secretary of State 
out of moneys provided by Parliament. 

6. The Board shall as soon as practicable after the end of each year 
make to the Secretary of State a report on the performance of its 
functions during that year, and the Secretary of State shall lay a copy 
of each report so made before Parliament. 

Local Review Committees 

7. The Secretary of State may out of moneys provided by Parliament 
pay to members of local review committees, and to persons assisting 
in or concerned with the carrying out of the functions of any such 
committee, travelling or other allowances in accordance with such 
scales as ma.y be determined by him with the consent of the Treasury; 
and may out of such moneys defray any other expenses of such com­
mittees to such amount as may be so determined. 

STATUTORY RULES 

STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 

1967 No. 1685 

PRISONS 

ENGLAND AND WilliES 

The Parole Board Rules 1967 

Made -

Laid before Parliament 

Coming into Operation 

11 November 1967 
l7 November 1967 

21 November 1967 

In exercise of the powers conferred on me by section 59(4) of the Criminal 
Justice Act 1967(a), I hereby make the following Rules:-

1. The case of any person referred to the Parole Board may be dealt with by 
any three or more members of the Board. 

2. The members of the Board to deal with any case shall be determined by, 
or under arrangements made by, the Board. 

3. These Rules may be cited as the Parole Board Rules 1967 and shaH come 
into operation on2l November 1967. 

Home Office, 
Whitehall. 
11 November 1967. 

Roy Jenkins, 

One of Her Majesty's Principal 
Secretaries of State. 

EXPLANATORY NOTE 

(This Note is /lot paN of the Rilles.) 

These Rules authorise cases referred to the Parole Board to be dealt with by three or more 
members of the Board. 

(a) 1967 c. 80. 
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Criminal Justice Act 1972 

PART III 

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

Release 011 licence without recommendation 
of Parole Board 

CH.71 

35. (l) If, in any case falling within such class of cases as the Secretary 
of State may determine after consultation with the Parole Board, a local 
review committee recommends the release on licence of a person to 
whom subsection (1) of section 60 of the Criminal Justice Act 1967 
applies, the Secretary of State shall not be obliged to refer the case to the 
Parole Board before releasing him under that subsection and, unless 
he nevertheless refers it to the Board, may so release him without any 
recommendation by the Board. 

(2) In this section "local review committee" means a committee 
established under section 59(6) of the said Act of 1967; and in the 
application of this section to Scotland for any reference to the Parole 
Board there shall be substituted a reference to the Parole Board for 
Scotland. 

SCHEDULE 5 

MINOR AND CONSEQUENTIAL AMENDMENTS 

The Criminal Justice Act 1967 

In the Criminal Justice Act 1967-
(c) in section 60(2) the words "between conviction and sentence" 

shall be omitted; 

APPENDIX 2 

Licence in respect of determinate sentence cases 

Criminal Justice Act 1967 

Home Office 
Probation and After-Care Department 
Romney House 
Marsham Street 
LONDON SWIP 3DY 

The Secretary of State hereby authorises the release on licence of ................ .. 
................................................... within fifteen days of the date hereof, 
who shall on release and during the period of this licence comply with the 
following conditions or any other conditions which may be substituted from 
time to time. 

l. He shall report, without delay, to the officer in charge of the probation and 
after-care office at. ......................................................................... . 
................................................................................................... 

2. He shall place himself under the supervision of whichever probation officer 
is nominated for this purpose fr0111 time to time. 

3. He shall keep in touch with his probation officer in accordance with that 
officer's instructions. 

4. He shall inform his probation officer at once if he changes his address or 
changes or loses his job. 

5. He shall, if his probation officer so requires,Jeceive visits from that officer 
where the licence-holder is living. 

6. He shall be of good behaviour and lead an industrious life. 

Thi~ licence expires on ................................. unless previously revoked. 

for Assistant Secretary. 
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APPENDIX 3: Statistics of parole recommendations in 1974 
, Table 1: Summary of decisions made in determinate sentence cases from 1 January 1971 to 31 December 1974 

Cases 1971 1972 1973 1974 

First Second or First Second 01' First Second 01' Firsl Second or 
reviews sllbseqllellf reviews sllbseqllellf reviews subsequent rel'iews subseqllelll 

reviews reviews rel'iell's revielVs 
----

a. Total dealt with 8156 2232 7215 2429 8020 2594 7546 3135 

b. Prisoners declining consideration 451 284 416 294 439 329 484 320 

c. Total considered by Local Review Committees 7705 1948 6799 2135 7581 2265 7062 2815 

d. Recommended for parole by Local Review 
Committees 2649 81 J 2453 957 2797 1135 2608 1439 

e. Not recommended for parole by Local 
Review Committees 5056 1137 4346 1178 4784 1130 4454 1376 

f. Local Review Committees' recommendations 
for parole accepted without further reference 805 8 665 11 

g. Referred to the Parole Board 3566 1018 3229 1221 2989 1432 3]45 2000 
(917)* (207)* (776)* (264)* (997)* (305)* (1202)* (572)* 

h. Recommended for parole by the Parole Board 2367 604 2]43 783 1623 908 1574 J257 
(253)* (46)* (203)* (72)* (193)* (91)* (235)* (150)* 

i. Total of (f) and (h) 2367 604 2143 783 2428 916 2239 1268 
(253)* (46)* (203)* (72)~' (193)* (9J)* (235)* (150)* 

~""""'._. ___ , __ :-;,.,.»",~"_~"""""-~""~_·~3_"';<j.,""·_. ~~>".'::"'''''-'");:~,.;;:.Z_".';7.::.,==_~:,;:_..;..... . .o;:;'';::''''C~':"~:.c"·~ ~:::,:--,_":,:-;.:;:";:--:"":.~;::-·~-::r,,,:,:,,;:;,·~,....:.\t.;~'";c0:'-'#~':;.::.·'::;J(.;;;;:::-::;:::;:-?';::;:'''''-'·'':;-......:;:!!.,;;.:>_.~~.':.::;..::,'.::""'-"".""'._..-".:; __ ,_==;;:.....-..::.::..-;;r:t;:...~~ .. ~;;~:::~~;:..r-c.z:;~2..~~-=::;--.... -'~~, 
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APPENDIX 3: Table 1: continued 

Cases 

j. Recommended by the Parole Board for 
consideration earlier than normal statutory 
review 

k. Not recommended by the Parole Board 

I. Percentage of cases considered which were 
recommended by Local Review Committees 
(d) to (c) 

Ill. Percentage of Local Review Committees' 
recommendations for parole which were 
accepted without further reference (f) to (d) 

n. Percentage of cases referred to the Parole 
Board which were recommended for parole 
(h) to (g) 

o. Percentage of cases considered by Local 
Review Committees which were finally 
re~oll1mended for parole (i) to (c) 

p. Percentage of all cases dealt with which were 
finally recommended for parole (i) to (a) 

1971 

First Second or 
rel'ielt's subsequent 

rl!I'iell'S 
-----

223 24 

976 390 

35·8 

64·8 

30·8 

28·6 

1972 

First Second or 
reviews subsequent 

rel'iell'S 
----- ------

243 19 

843 419 

38·2 

65·8 

32·7 

30·3 

1973 1974 

First Second or First Second or 
rl!I'iell's subsequent rel'iews subsequent 

r{'views reviews 
----- -"-'-'--"-~ ------.-

333 23 331 GO 

1033 501 1240 683 

--~---- - -

39·9 41·0 

:1.0·7 16·7 

57·3 55·0 

34·0 35·5 

31·5 32·8 

~ *The figures in brackets show the number of cases within the categories concerned, which were con~idered by Local Review Committees unsuitable for parole. 
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Table 2: Determinate sentence cases cOIisiderul at first review by the Parole Board in 1974, showing the percentage of favourable recom-
mendations according to the type of offence and length of sentence 

Sentence Total 
cases 

CategOlY of offence Less 2 years~ 3 years- 4 years 4 years 5 years- 6 years- 7 years- 8 years- 10 years referred 
thall 2 years 3 years 1 month- 5 years 6 years 7 years 9 years or and % 
2 years 11 months J 1 1Il0m/zs 4 years 11 months 11 months 11 //lambs 11 mOllths more recolll-

11 months mended 
------

MANSLAUGHTER Referred 5 28 17 16 8 8 4 86 
Recommended 3 13 9 2 1 28 
%Recommended 60·0 46-4 52'9 12·5 12·5 32'6 

VIOLENCE Refem:d 24 187 178 39 2 29 10 2 4 3 478 
Recommended 17 136 105 7 1 5 1 272 
%Recommended 70'8 72·7 59·0 18'0 50·0 17·2 10·0 56·9 

ROBBERY Referred 4 67 143 33 6 37 4 14 3 8 319 
Recommended 2 47 69 8 2 11 1 140 
%Recommended 50'0 70·2 48·3 24·2 33-3 29·7 H 43'9 

-----
HOMOSEXUAL Referred 30 31 10 16 J 2 2 94 

Recommended 21 22 2 3 1 49 
%Recommended 70·0 71-0 20·0 18·8 33·3 52'1 

---
HETEROSEXUAL Referred 5 85 85 53 4 43 11 5 1 292 

Recommended 4 61 63 21 1 10 1 1 '162 
%Recommended 80·0 71-8 74·1 3% 25·0 23·3 9·1 20·0 55'5 

BREAKING Referred 26 268 193 41 7 22 9 5 3 2 576 
Recommended 17 185 116 15 4 12 1 350 
%Recommended 65·4 69·0 60·1 36·6 57·1 54·6 11-1 60'8 

----
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APPENDIX 3 Table 2: cOlltinued 
~--~--

Senfellce 
----

CategOlY of offence Less 2 years- 3 years- 4 years 4 years 5 years- 6 years- 7 years- 8 years- IV years 
thall 2 years 3 years 1 mOllth- 5 years 6 years 7 years 9 years or 
2 years 11 months 11 months 4 years 11 months 11 months 11 months 11 mOllths more 

11 months 

THEFT Referred 15 150 126 34 3 20 1 
Recommended 11 92 75 19 8 
%Recommended 73·3 61'3 59'5 55·9 40·0 

-----
FRAUD Referred 10 74 99 30 5 16 1 3 3 

. Recommended 4 35 43 8 1 
%Recommended 40·0 47'3 43-4 26·7 6'3 

-----
HANDLING Referred 8 61 51 16 2 8 3 1 

Recommended 4 39 24 5 1 1 
%Recommended 50·0 63'9 47-1 31-3 12'5 33·3 

OTHER Referred 15 220 172 66 6 46 13 11 7 4 
OFFENCES Recommended io 113 61(1) 14(1) 2 2 1 

%Recommended 66·6 51-4 35'5 21·2 33'3 4·4 9'1 

SUB TqTAL Referred 107 1147 1106. 339 35 253 62 51 25 20 
(taken to Table RecollU11ended 69 732 5910) 108(1) 10 55 6 3 . -
2(a» %Recommended 64.5 63'8 53'4 31·9 28-6 21'7 9·7 5·9 

The figures in brackets show the number of cases in which the Home Secretary decided not to implement the Board's recommendation. 

Total 
cases 
referred 
alld% 
recolII-
mended 

349 
205 

58·7 

241 
91 
37-8 

150 
74 
49'3 

560 
203(2) 

36·3 

3145 
1574(2) 

50·1 



~J APPENDIX 3 continued -l>-

Table 2(a) Determinate sentence cases considered at second or subsequent review by the Parole Board in 1974 showing the percentage of 
favourable recommendations according to the type of offence and length of sentence 

Sentence Total 
cases 

Category of offel/ce Less 2 years- 3 years- 4 years 4 years 5 years- 6 years- 7 years- 8 years- 10 years referred 
thall 2 years -3 years 1 mOll/h- 5 years 6 years 7 years 9 years or al/d% 
2 years 11 months ] J //Iollths 4 years ]] months J 1 mOlltils 11 /1/ol1111s 1111101lt71s 1110rc recol11-

] J 1I10111hs mended 
-------- ---- ----..-----

MANSJ;,AUGHTER Referred 7 14 13 16 14 4 18 86 
Recommended 5 II 9 ]0 8 3 6 52 
%Recommended 71-4 78-6 69-2 62-5 57-1 75-0 33-3 60-5 

----
VIOLENCE Referred 4 93 60 6 47 16 22 10 16 274 

Recommended 4 79 38 2 34 4 9 3 6 179 
_ /~Recommended 100-0 84-9 63-3 33-3 72-3 25-0 40-9 30-0 37-5 65-3 

---. 
ROBBERY Referred 2 134 64 10 92 28 24 29 59 442 

Recommended 2 114 42 5 58 14 11(1) 10 19 275(1) 
%Recommended 100-0 85-1 65-6 50-0 63-0 50-0 45-8 34-5 32-2 62-2 

HOMOSEXUAL Referred 7 12 2 15 7 9 2 3 57 
Recommended 2 11 t 11 4 3 1 33 
%Rccommended 28-6 91 -7 50-0 73-3 57-1 33-3 33-3 57-9 

HETEROSE},.'UAL Referred 19 41 2 29 17 27 9 12 156 
Recommended 17 22 2 13 9 9 2 6(1) 80(1) 
YoRecommended 89-5 53-7 100-0 44-8 52-9 33-3 22-2 50-0 51-3 

-----
BREAKING Referred 9 167 62 12 55 26 27 18 13 389 

Recommended 8 149 41 8 37 19 18 9 6 295 
~'(IRecommended 88-9 89-2 66-1 66-7 67-3 73-1 66-7 50-0 46-2 75-8 

-----
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APPENDIX 3 Table 2(a) cOlltinued 

Sentence 

Categol), of oifence Less 2 years- 3 years- 4 years 4 years 5 years- 6 years- 7 years- 8 years- 10 years 
titan 2 years 3 years 1 montI!- 5 years 6 years 7 years 9 years or 
2 years 11 momhs 11 lIIollths 4 years 11 1Il0whs 11 mOllths l.lmonths 11 momhs more 

1] months 
-------- ----

THEFr Rcterred 5 66 23 6 26 6 4 :2 4 
Recommended 4 52 14 3 19 4 I 2 2 
O{Recommended 80-0 78-S 60-9 50-0 73-] 66-7 25-0 100-0 50-0 

----------
FRAUD Referred 3 46 - 33 6 28 6 9 7 

Recommended 1 31 16 4 15 3 2 3 
%Recommended 33-3 67-4 48·5 66·7 53-6 50-0 22·2 42-9 

---- -------- ----
HANDLING Referred 2 20 22 5 21 6 I 2 1 

Recommended 2 10 15 3 12 3 I 1 
%Recommended 100-0 50-0 68-2 60-0 57·] 50-0 100-0 100-0 

OTHl'R Referred 7 55 58 7 59 14 22 5 9 
OFFENCES Recommended 6 38 26 3 29 4 7 3 4(1) 

%Recommeilded 85-7 69·1 44-8 42-9 49-2 28-6 31-8 60-0 44-4 

SUI! TOTAL Referred 32 614 389 56 385 142 159 88 135 
Recommended 27 497 236 31 237 74 69(1) 35 51(2) 
%Recommended 84-4 80-9 60-7 55-4 61-6 52-1 43-4 39-8 37-8 

------ ----
SUD TOTAL Referred 107 1147 1106 339 35 253 62 51 25 20 
(carried from Recommended 69 732 591(1) 108(1) 10 55 6 3 
Table 2) %Recommended 64-5 63-8 53-4 31-9 28-6 21-7 9-7 5-9 

TO-CAL Referred 107 1179 1720 728 91 638 204 210 113 155 
Recommended 69 759 l088( 1). 344(1) 41 292 80 72(1) 35 51(2) 
%Recommended 64-5 64-4 63-3 47-3 45-1 45-8 39-2 34-3 31-0 32-9 

The :figureS in brackets show the number of cases in which the Home Secretary decided not to implement the Board's recommendation 

Total 
cases 
referred 
and % 
recom-
mended 

142 
101 
71-1 

138 
75 
54-4 

-----
80 
47 
58-8 

236 
120(1) 

50-9 

2000 
1257(3) 

62-9 

3145 
1574(2) 

50-1 
----
5145 
2831(5) 

55-0 
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N APPEJ\TDIX 3 continued 0'\ 

Table 3: Determinate sentence cases recommended for parole by the Board in 1974 showing length of licence period in relation to length 
of current sentence 

Sentence 

Period of licence Less 2 years- 3 years- 4 years 4 years 5 years- 6 years- 7 years- 8 years- 10 years Total % 
than 2 years 3 years - I month- 5 years 6 years 7 years 9 years or 
2 years 11 months 11 months 4 years 11montlzs 11 months 11 months 11 lIIollths more 

11 mOll1hs 

Less than 1 month 5 24 7 3 1 1 1 42 1-2 

1 month but less 
than 3 months 128 352 107 50 5 33 5 8 2 8 698 19-9 

-----
3 months but less 
than 6 months 6 688 285 98 13 53 20 10 5 10 1188 33-9 

6 months but less 
than 12 months 1 230 617 91 7 119 25 20 16 11 1137 32-5 

----
12 months but Jess 
than 18 months 3 124 98 12 41 22 27 7 9 343 9-g 

18 months but less 
than 24 months 13 3 3 43 5 3 4 4 78 2-2 

24 months but less 
than 36 months 1 1 2 2 1 6 13 0-4 

36 months but less 
than 60 months 1 1 3 0-1 
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APPENDIX 3 Table ~ continued 

Sentence 

Period of licence Less 2 years- 3 years- 4 years 4 years 5 years- 6 years- 7 years- 8 years- 10 years Total % 
than 2 years 3 years 1 month- 5 years 6 years 7 years 9 years or 
2 years 11 mOllths 11 mOlltlis 4 years 11 molltlrs 11 months 11 months 11 months more 

111110IltI1S 

5 years or more 

TOTAL 140 1297 1154 343 41 292 80 71 35 49 3502* 

PERCEt-.'TAGE 4-0 37-0 33-0 9-S 1-2 8-3 2-3 2-0 1-0 1-4 100-0 

*The difference of 5 between the total on this TabJe and the corresponding total at (i) on Table 1 denotes tlle numbers of person who, although recommended by 
the Board, were not released on parole_ 



APPENDIX 3 continued 
Table 4 

Summary of cases recailed during 1974 

--------------------------.-----------------------.----------------
Offenders 011 parole fro 111 determinate sentences 

J. Recalled by the Parole Board 

2. Recalled by the Secretary of State 
3. Revocations by Courts 

Reasons for the recalls 

J. Recalled for further offences and in some cases for other 
breaches of licence conditions 

2. Recalled for being out of touch and in some cases for other 
breaches of licence conditions. (Of these 29 had committed 
further offences while at large) 

3. Recalled for various breaches of licence conditions other 
than those above 

Youllg prisoner licellce holders 

1. Recalled by the Parole Board 

2. Recalled by the Secretary of State 

3. Revocations by Courts 

./; ... xtellded selltence licence holders 

1. Recalled by the Parole Board 

2. Recalled by the Secretary of State 
3. Revocations by Courts 

APPENDIX 3 continued 
Table 5 

254 

7 

9 

270 

119 

118 

33 

270 

46 
o 

21 

o 
2 

Recalls during 1974 of offenders on parole licence from determinate sentences 

Number of mOllths 
between release 
and revocation 
of licence 

o to less than 2 

2 to less than 4 

4 to less than 6 

6 to less than 8 

8 to less than 10 

10 to less than 12 

12 and over 

Totals 

Dd. 141812 K30 6/75 

28 

Number Percentage 
re)'oked 

-----.~~---

69 2506 -65 24-1 
46 17·0 
42 15'6 
22 8·1 • 9 3·3 -17 6·3 

270 100'0 

Printed in Englund 
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