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ABSTRACT ;)\.\ 

o 

Between, January 1, ),1977 and Decemb'2r ~1, 1979, there were 1 ,183"c~ses 
:; '(\ 

of parole"\i 01 ationin Kentucky, \'/ith tnenumber incre~s i ngeach year. 

Nea(~lY hal fof the offenders were returned on techn} cal vi 01 ati cfn's , 
1,} 

most ofQwhich involved absconding. 
'" ','0 

The' r"acia.l makeup. of the .naroleoV\iol5Itors is very similar to that of 
11,"'" \~I 

the general ~rison;;"poPulation').o Whites 'wereo~ore likely to b~ r'eturned on 
I) " v-

tech~calchargeS} blacks,with (anew felOnYCO~v;ctiOl1. 

c:The medi,an age of the sample is 27 years. . 

More than half pfall parole violators were Class D felohs~ Blgcks we,re 
.' , .' .!l ,~ . ' 

'slightly more likely to be Class B,·, offenders. C' n 

" 
Two-thirds were, first offenders; and mo\stwere violatfngparole for the 

first time. 

Sample members with prior adult inca,rcerations generally served longer 

;terms than first;~s in the same", crime cl ass,. The average time served 

" for theenti re sample was.36 months. 
,~) 

The majority of the sample made parole at their first hearing, or 
.-:'-'-'", " 

rece i ved onE!) deferra 1. " 

.Almost "hal f "ofj:he sampl e were paroled from KSR and waited one month or 

les~ between r~commendati on and release. 
~ .' 0 . 

0" '., . 'th t'h'e media .. n tinieO.nparole Most parol~es were on"maximum supervls10nwl. . 

, bein;? 12 mon~hs. 

Nearly bne~thi rdofthose owho violated were parol~dQ to Jefferson County . 

o Samp'lemembers paroled within the s1 Xnlonthsfol:1 oWing the" effecti ve date" 

"of the Polsgrove, Decision are, very \simi)ar to those released in the previouso v 

six months. o. 
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" During the three.;".xear~, b:tweenJanuary 1, 1977 and Dec;,ember 31, 197;~, 

t~ere Were 1,183 cases of parole violations resul dngin re-incar"cerati on 
" 

, in the Co.mmonwe.~lth of Kentucky. This total numl5er of cases was not di5"" 

Instead, the nu~berof cases of 
,0' , '. '. n. {j .' l;~~.;:, 

returned parole v;olatot;'s jumped fr0IT! 2~P'~;h,1i$~l·~:J to 569 in 1979 (Table "1). 
.j ":,:: -,' 0r..\ l.~ '/' ~~~ •. ,) 0 a i.)'i 

parClJe v:!olators accounted for 20.4't.'f:':qf the commitments.' 
'. ~i 

In 1979, 

""In addition i1o'the number of offenders returned for parole violations, 
(~k -'j G; , '.') 

, .~;'~ '.,'" . .\ 

. the'percentage of~he parole caseload who viol&~ed increased from 9.6% in 

1977 td' 25.0% in 1979 (Table 2) . coinc:idingas it did with litigation con­

cernfngpri son over¢rowding, this clrasti c increase in offenders returned to. 
fI Q" 

pni?on aroused grave, concern and generated numerous questions. Therefore, 
l 

th.is report presents'la profile of KentuckY parole violato~\s for thi:s> three-

year peri od .. 

(R-. 

The list of parole violators returned from 1977 through 1979.was obtained 

h'omWeekly Population Mov'ement'Summaries kept in the Offender Records Sec~i9n. 

Because of the larg,e size. of the population to be studied, the number of varia­

bles to be coded~Ad to. be limited. If Back~round information such as drug us,e 

and employment history was not coded due to the length of time it would have 

taken to compi 1 e thi s data .• ' Var; abl es were sele~ted on the bas i. S of the; r 
(j 

probable relevance ,to parole· violati'on~nd th& relative ease with which th~Y 

.could be. located within an"offender file,,(Appendix 1). 0 

"Of the tot.91 1,183 cases, info.rrn9.tion was avai'lable on 1,035.~. In cas'es !J 

. where an individual had Vi'olatedm?re thp,n on~e, 0 infor~ was gathered, on . 
"If) " • .' ., ' " 

thelatestparole )dolated.lhe\efore, although some i,a1;es had violated 
. ....• .. b r " 

Q parole twice 'puring thistil11E:! periOd, theyareincl uded in the study onlY .once. 
': 
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Cal~ndar Year 

1977 
(';l 

1978 

1979 

,)\'.1 

>i 

C' . 
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TABLE l 
'0 

PAROLE VIOLATORS AS A 
PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL COMMITMENTS 

Total 
Corrmitments 

2,062 

2 ,56t' "" 

2,792 

\ 

('\~ 

" 

" 

Cases of 
P~roleViblstion 

226 

394 

569 

d' 

o 

.Il 
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"':/ .< 
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"? Percen~,age 
of Commitments ;'. 

10.7 
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T '~ .' ~pe of 
Violation ~ 

Technical 0 

N~W Felony 

Misdemeanant 

TQtal 

() 

0, 

Average Monthly 
Caseload 
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G 

" 0 

c, 

TABLE 2, 
6 

PAROLE VIOLATIONS ,AS A PERCENTAGE 
OF THE AVERAGE MONTHLY PAROLE CASELOAD 

" 

o 

~, 
1977 1978 1979 p-.--

'" 

t} 

1 

i'." 

% 

5.5 

2.1" 

2.0 

9.6 
a 

191~ 

N 

105 

40 

38 

183 

:; 

% 

6.2 

5.0 
0 

2.8 0 

14.0 
c.;., 

2250 

, 0 

N % N 

139 11."2 
ll, 240 

113 8.7" 187 

63 5.1 JIO 

315 25.0 537 
Q 
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L TYpe ·of Parole Violation 
c 

Nearly half of the" parole violators in the. sample were returned for 

technical violations and, as shown' in Tab1e,3, there was Some shift,'iin the 

pattern of type of parole violation committed dUrloing this three-year period. 

From 1977 to 1978, the percentage of technical violators decreased 13.3%, 

wh'ile felony violators increased at an alm'ost identical rate. From 197a,l to 
0. Cl (). 

1979, the percentages in these two,,, categories were. stable. Th~ percentage 

0;t?in 1 S de~ean an ts re~a in ed' th e same fora 11 th ~ea rs.". .'. . 

Of those who vlolated, 38.4% w~re for a slngle technl'calltjl', whlle61 .. 5% 

Overall, themos t frequent rea-V50.1ated more than one conditi on of paro}e. 
" " \l 

o ~) 'r" , 

son -for technical violation was the dual offense "Failure"to Report and 
(;,. 0 

oAbsconding!', which comprised 48.8%"oi'the sample, fallowed by IIAbsconding"~, 
" 

whiC;h c9mprjsed 18.8% of all vi.olators. Absconding was also listed' in other 
~)- . ~" - . ;;': , --::-

cases cas one of the reasons for technical violation. In all ,71.7% of the 
r.r 

;} Q 

techni cal vi 01 ations i nVo~ vedabscondjng. 
o ,,1 

Appendix 2 gives a complete break-

down of the reasons for technical violations asa"to'ta1 for the three-yeaii 
- (., ·(;.r \\ (.2, " 

'G <;;';><) • I) ,~, o. (. 

"'""per,; od;in Append; x 3, they are brdkendoWh by Parole Supervisory Districts. 

II. Demographic Characteristics 

The r:aciaT breakdown of the sample of pa~ole Violators is very similar 
tl ,~ . " 

to that of the general ,prison population (Ta'bleo4). The percentage"&9f blaQcks 

Who vio(jkCl h~sinCr7.ased slightly over the three-year ~'erviod: I~ ~cid"itioD5' 
the type of parole violation differs by rade". White parolees wetze more likely 
~. "" 

to be returned ontech,nical violations (,51.6%), whereaS 44.9% of the blacks 
" • , '.' ~ , , "". l;':J 0 

were r,eturn.ed on new 'fe 1 ony conv; ctiohs ': 1 The ·n'umberof vi olators returned 

on misdemeanor, cnarges vari~donlysli,ghtlY between the racial groups. 
. t" . , 'r 

~ 

lIf an Offender had bothacr;minal (fe10ny) and techni ca.l violation, he was 
.{ 

"cons.idered a "new felony" violator. 

... r~;r;~~~;~P*""'""'ly ""*'" .... ~1 > II! 

"Q 

':;:-

u Year' 
Ii! 

0 1977 

0' 1978 

1979 

Total 

I;'. 

.. 

o 

" 

·0 

'0 

0 

Technical" 

57.4% 
n = 105 

44.1% 
n ,.= 139 

44.7% 
n = 240 

46.8% 
n = 484 D 

". ,I 

IJ 

c· 

TABLE 3 

TYPES OF PAROLE VIOLATION " 
FROM 1977 THROUGH 1979 

New "Felony Misdemeanor Total 

21.9% 20.8% 
n = 40' n= 38 183 

35:9% 20.0% '(~ 
,.G 

n = 113 n = 63 315 ~~~ I, 

34.8% 20.5% 
n = 187 0, n = 110 537 

32.9% \1 
20.4% 

n = 340 n = 211 1035 

\\ 

,) 

D 
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FIGURE 3A 
" 

TYPES OF PAROLE VIOLATION FROM '1977 THROUGH 1979 
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Year 
'" 

1977 

1978 

1979 

Total 0 

0 

Prison 
°Population2 

(] 

0' r; 

o 

III 

TABLE 4 

RACE OF PAROLE VIOLATORS 

=-" 

'j; Black 

29.0% (42) 
LI 

27.0% (85) 

29.4% (158) 

27.5% (285.) (, " 

29.2% Q 

o 

i) 

C., 

~J 0 

" White' 

77.0% (141) 

73.0% (230) 

70.6% 

72.5% 

70.'8% 

(j 

(379) 

(750) 

" " 

() 

2' 0, ~ ·ll a 

Bureau of Correcti ons ,Fact Sheet, pre~ared February, 1980 
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While whites are con~istentlY more1ike"lY to be technical vio.lators, 

the violation pattern of blacks changed during the thr'ee ye~'rs of the study 

(Table 5). In 1977, the majority of black violators wt?''re returned on tech­

"nica1 charges. However, in 1978 and 1979': most of the blacks were returned 

on new felony convictions. 
. " 

_ I) 

Black violators are slightly more likely to be sentencecron-trass-B-=== 
r, 

felonies (Table 6)". Another difference between raciaf"'Q,roups was age; 

blacks we"re younger than wh1tes in all cri~e "classes except D. All of the 

parole violators were slightly olde~ than 1977 releases. The median age of 

parole violators was 27 years; of re1eas@es, 24 years.3 

The parole vi 01 ators"';ranged from 19 to 73 years of age. The average 

age was 30 years and the mediqn (or midd1e)"age was 2). To determine if 
Ii 

differences were evident, the ages were split into two groups at this middle 

value. New felony and misdemeanor" violators tend to be young (Table 7), 
-, I.' 

although technical violators, particularly blacks, are more likely to be 

above the median age. However, this relationship was not statistically 

signtficant. 

Women represented 4:3% of the parole violators; this is almost identical 

to the 4.1% women in the" Kentucky prison population. A complete breakdbwn 

of the sample by race and sex is given in Table 8 and Fi'gure 8A: Although 

" such a small number precludes any detailed analysis, a brief comparison of 
o . 

males and females revealed several differences. One notable contrast WqS 
!) 

that women were more likely to receive technical ~iolation$ than men (Table 9). 
.:}o 

o The r~cial compositio~ of the group of female parole violators was Sig­

nificantly diffe'rent from tna~ of the men. Blacks comprised 54.5% of the {I 

, n 

I? 1, I,,) 

women; whereas, 26.3% ·of the IIlsn wer.eb 1 ack. 

3National Prisoner Stati$tics, 1977 
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TABlE 5 
() 

RACIAL BREAKDOWN OF PAROLE VIOLATION 

1977 

1978 

1979 

Total 

-...... .. :IIJlIII,N--' f_", ----.''''t,...-.~~'.~. 
."." 

Technical 

42.9% (18) 

30.6% (2'6) " 

33.~5% (53) 

~i 34 .Q% (97) 

61.7% (87) 

49.1% (113)':7 

49.3% (187) 

51.6% (387) 

o 

; 0 

9 

Blacks 

c, New Felony: 

026.2% (11) 

,52.9% (45) 

45.6% (72) 

44.9%" (1?8) ,. 

Whites 

20.6% (29) 

29;6% (68) 

,,30.3% (115) 

28.3% (218) 
a 

Cl 

.>. ' 

() t: 

Convicted Misdemeanor 

31.0%'(3) 

o 

" c • 

'} '" 

)6.5% (14) 

20.9% (33) 

21.1% (60) 

o'J17.7% (25) 

2L3%{49) ';0 

20.3% (77) 

20.1% (143) 

'-:;--;--
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'-. 

C.rime Class % 

2.1 

B 38.6 
, 

13.7 

D 45 6 .-'0 

<?> 
*The Polsgro'l.7e Study sample is 

December, 1978. <;\ . 

o D 

TABLE 6 

CLASS OF CRIME 

Parole Violators 

w ".' 

N % N 
" -'" 

" . .6 3.3 0 25 
0 

no 27.3 204 

~9 
" , 

13~8 103 
0 t;, 

136' 55.6' 416 
-Il 

composed 11of 
'. fJ 

o· 

o 

,>0, 

, 
,!!, n 

JI u 

Total 

* % f .2..) 
'. f 
3/ 

3Q .. 3 

It.7 

N 

31 

314 

q, 142 

o 

o 

(I 

o 

o Polsgrove* 

Total 

% N 
(~ 

,1.8 40 
0. 21.0 478 

17.9 407 " 

;,.59.3 1348' 

\l 

<> 

January) 197Tthr6ugh 

o 

~.'.' .. " 
". ".",'l' 

",. 

00 

o. 
,.J 

o o 

o 

Ii 

:<.\ 

.0 . 

~: 
0, ' 

.q 

.. 0 

", 



FIGURE 6"A 

CRIME CLASS OF PAROLE VIOLATORS 
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, TABLE 7 

AGE OF PAROLE VIOLATORS 

'\ 

0 

Category' Through.27. 28 and Older 

~. Black " 

Technical 39.2% n - 38 60.8% n = 59 
" 

53.1% n = 68 46.9% n = 60 

Misdemeanant 55 .O%~ n = 33 45.0% n = 27~ 

Total = 48 .. 8%n - 139 51.2% .n = 146' 

White 

lechnical 4752% n = 186 52.2% n = 203 

CO" New Felony 58.3% n = 127 41.7% n = ,91 

44.1% n '- 63 to! Misdemeanant 55.9% n = 80 o ! 

Total 52.3% n = 393 41.7% n = 358 

I)' 6 

. .t? 

. . 0 
J, 

Total 

97 
(tj, 

128 

63 

'285 

389 

.218 

143 

751 

o 

----------------------~w----------

" 

'(;i 

c"I 

\5 

" 

o .0 

q , 

% 

Male .25 .. 2 

Female 2.3 

G / 
f:' 

o 

TABLE 8 

RACE AND SEX OF PAROLE'VrOLATORS 

Black White 

N % " N 

261 10.5 730 

24 " 1.9 20 

(j 

fl . 

Total 

9910 . 

,44, 

@ 
l~ 

'-' 

- -----_~ _________ __ T _ __ ',,-

. 0.0. 

i 

! 
I 
1 
f 
I 
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FIGURE 8A 

RACE AND SEX OF PAROLE VIOLATORS 
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TABLE 9 

MEN AND WOMEN: TYPES OF PAROLE VIOLATION 

Women Men 

Technical 

New Felony 

Convicted Misdemeanor 

61.4% (27) 

22.7% (10) 

15.9% (7) 

46.1% (457) 

33.3% (330) 

20.6% (204) 
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With regard to age, the womell wereonl'y slightly younger t'han the men. 

The majority of the females, 59.1%, were less than 28 ye~rsool~~lith a 
~j Il \': 

median age of 26.9 years. Of the men, 51.1% fell into that age categorY. 

The median age for men parole violators was 27.4 years. This data was com­

pared to that obtained from a, study of offenders admitted
l

) in 1978.4 When 
, " 

the median ages of the ,two groups were compat'ed, women are about the same: 

parole violators were 26.9 years, admissions, 26.2 years. However, mal'e 

parole violators were older: 27.4 years as compared to 23.9 years of the 
o 

men in the admissions sample. 
c 

"III"n Criminal,OHistory 

More than half (53%) of the violators were Class D felons and tended to 

----( 
I 

I 

I 
110 ll~ 

I.";,' 

"n I,i" 

be: younger than those convi cted of more serjousoffenses, especi ally forwhi te ; 
., " 

~ offenders.i)" Blacks t/hd' violated parole were more youthful than whites in all 

other crime classes (Table 10). 
~ \ 

"When crime class of the violators was compared to that of i'nmates recom-o 

mended for parole between January, 1977 and December, 1978, .it ~as found that 
-:; /) 

a highe'r percentage of violators were Class B felons ,.and a slightlY smaller 
, . u" y ,\f~~~~:~. <;. (> 

percentage Were Class" C felons (Table 6). "However, ttfis may be expl ained ' 
"'40 ' a 

by the fa;t that the more serious ojfe"nders bave l,pnger "Sel}tences and are 
::; . " I( 

under supervision fora longer period of time. Therefore, they haVe more 

"opportunity'\ to violate parole. No difference in the type of violation was, 

eVidemtamong the specificclcl,sses of crimes.o 

In addition to class of crime, prior adult fe]onxinc~rcerations were 
, " , 0 

used as a measure of, criminal sophisticatioh. As Table 11 shows, two-thirds 

of the parolees were first offenders ~ which is sligtltly lower than the 
p 

o 

4A Description of Classification and Program Needs of Kentucky Offenders 
'.'1 

o 

D 

\. 

,t \\" 

i(,:j 
y 

G 

, ,,--.- .. ~~ .. ~--__ -:-----,.--.....-........ __ ,:J! 

" 

;:; 

, 
'. 

,1.,1... 

,1 

@ 

G' 

o 

!'? 

" 

"-

\{11 

... 
r.]. .... 

0 

Class 
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TABLE 10 

AGE AND CLASS OFoCRIME OF PAROLE VroLATORS~ 

27 and Under 

12.0% n = 3 

35.8% n = 73 

40.8%n = 42 

65.7%n = 274 

~ 

33.3% n ,= 2 

43.6% n = 48 

46.2% n = ,J 18 
{? 

54.6% n = 71 
" 

.- -.,<".~... . ' .. , ;'" ,.~., " "- ~ 

Whites 

() 

28 and Older 

88.0% n = 22* 

64,.2% n = 131 

59.2% n = 61 

'34.3% n = 143 

Blacks' 

9 

'71 

66.7% n = 4 

56.4% n = 62 

53.8% n= 21 

45.4% n = 59 

Zl " 

l\ 

Total 

25 

204 

103 

417 

6 

110 

39 

130 

o 

" 

, I? 

" 
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White 

Total 

11 

o 

TABLE 11 

FIRST OFFENDER STATUS 

Prior Incarceration 
(f 

I;' 

% 

36.5 

(i£·7 

33.7" 

N. 

104 

245 

349 

,~ , 

c 

First Offender 

% 19 

63.5 

67.3 

66.3 

1,1 

L 

181 

505 

686 

0 
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percentage of first offenders 

First offender status was not 

conmitted. 

in th,olsgrove study sample (Table 1~),: 

relat~'c~ther race 'or the type of violation 

11 

~Information on whether the offender had a parole or shock probation vio­

lation on the current charge indicated that 27% of tne sample had previous 
\ 

violations. A historY of previous violations, however, was not related to 

type of violations during this study (Table 13). 

IV. Institutional History 

Because of the selective,process involved in classifying offenders to 
, 

specific institutions and in granting parole, institutional factors and. . \: 
() 

interaction with the Parole Board were reviewed. 

The average number of months served for the entire sample was 36 months. 

Obviously, those in higher crime "classes generally served longer prison 

terms. Time served for the total sample incr,eases in all crime classes if 

there is a prior incarceration (Table~14)..However, differences were evident 

between races. For first offenders, blacks convicted of Class B felonies 

served longer te.nns, and among those with pr;orincarcerations, blacks in 

Class D are serving longer than whites. " 
(' 0 (!l 

Although these differences cannot be explaine'g in terms of sentence 

lengths or number of defert-als, no effort was made to control for se,riolls-
H,!) 

ness of crime within classes, multiple counts, or other factors which might 

affect the time served. D 

The majority of the sample were granted parole attheirJirs'teligibility 

date or received one deferral (Table 15). Deferrals, do no~ appear to be 

strongly linked to race, nor 'ls ther~ a systematic relationship betwee'n 

" deferrals and sentence length. 
o 
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TABLE 12 ~ 

",," , ~ 
FIRST OFFENDER STATUS OF INMATES=RECOMMENDED 

o 

FOR PAROLE BETWEEN JANUARY, 1977 .AND DECEMBER, 1978 
,-, \\ 

() Prior Incarceration First Offender 

% !!1J,., % !! 
26.4 599 73.6 1,674 
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TABLE 13 
Dr.' b' 

~ , ", " 

PRIOR PAROLE/SHOCK ry.~BA1)O~VIOLATION 
l\ 

o 

Prior Vio)ation 
'h_ 

~" ~--=,.~ (;> 

No Prior V;olab-ion 

., miss; n9 cases 2 10, 

" 

o 

" ' 

o 

I, 

Technical 

'.0., 

o 

, 0, 

47.3% 
n=133, 

46.2% 
n= 344 

Q " 

IJ (jl 

o 
o 

New Felony 

27.4% 
n= 80 

C' 

°35.2% 
n=,262 

a .~ 

,0 .' 

C /.,) 

o 
,II", 

Conv;ctedMisdemeanor 

I) 

,0 
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18.6% 
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TABLE 14 

() 

. . '. 17 
AVERAGE NUMBER OF MONTHS SERVED. 

TO PAROLE IN EACH CRIME CLASS 
,'. ~:; 

6° 

"Prior Incarcerati on 
o 'First Offender 

o Crime Cl ass Black White Totala Black White Total 

A 
1~4 99104 

(.> .88 130 120 
.;:,.' . 

B 

c 

64, 

43~ 28 
" 

67 63 49 69 

30 24 24 25 
D 

D 26 2.7 27 .' 
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TABLE 15 

NUMBER OF DEFERRALS 

" 0 

1", 

·2 

o 

" 

3 or" more' 

D 

. o .. 

Percent 

38.6 
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When the length of time served is compared to the type of parole vio-

lation, blacks and whites in new crime and misdemeanant categories appear 
c. '0 . 

similar. However, for technical violators, blacks are more likely to serve 

longer than whites. 

The total number of inmates paroled from each institution was obtained 

from Monthly Population Movement Summaries. The rate of parole violations 

for each institution was calculated using the number of parole violators 

released from each facility. As shown in Table 16, the rate of violation 

increases with the security level of the institution, with KSP having a 
" 

return rate of 26.2% as compared to 15.4% for minimum security facilities, 

excluding BCC. The median sentence given parole violators returnedowith a 

new felony conviction was five years. The length of time parolees had to 
fl= 
.~. wait between recommendation by the Parole Board and release averaged one 

month 0\'" less for all institutions. Race, prior incarcerations, and prior 

parole violations made no difference in the amount of time an inmate waited 

for parole. 

V. Supervisi on 

Level of parole supervision is, in one respec::t, a measure of time out 

on parole because it influences the frequency and mode of reporting to the 

parole officer. All newly paroled felons are required to remain on maximum 

supervision for sixty days. Considered another way, supervision l~vel is a 

measure of SUccess on parole. Reclassification depends partly upon the 

accomplishment of certain objectives, ; .e., permanent employment. Parolees 

may also be placed on m~"~'Fmum supervision if they are free on bond awaiting 
-' y\ 

trial for an offense committed while on parole. Procedures for reducing 

supervi sion may varY throughout the state . 

. '. 
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Institution 

KSP 

KSR 

,KCIW 

Bec 

o 

TABLE·16 

RATE OF PAROLE VlOLATION AT EACH INSTITUTION 
1977 - 1979 

" Parole 
Total Releases by Parole From.Each 

'" % 

26.2 

23 .. 5 

23.3 

17.6 

Minimurn Security" Facil ities' 

N 

706 

2061 

154 

714 

1319 

4954 

Jr' 15.4M 

Total 
20.8. 

(j 

. " 

,.,; 

0 

\, C:' 
,'., "(':" 
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(I 

Viol ators 
Instituti on 
fr Cl 

N 
0 

185 

485 

.36 

126 

203 

1035 

& 

() 

·.f 

<;, 

~ 

"t.) 

" 

" 

" '0 

Of the vi.olators paroledin-sta.te, 48.1% of the cases were on maximum . ~ ~ 

supervision at the "time ~they violated (Table~) 17). ;;~ce only 8. 7% of the 
, " :\': 

" . (u . ( 
sample violatedwi'thin three months, it appears that the majority of the 

,~ 

sample were not making Spod progress on 'parole . rt could be, however ,that 
.t;:.. ",, __ 

;'£~. 

parolees are .often not reclassified so that the parole officer can m~intain 
. Q 0 

close contact with the client. LeVel of supervision did not appear ilto be 

affected by class of crime, r,ace, or prior parole/shock probation violations. 
~) a ~ 

. VL ParOle Supervisory Districts 
\ "'., 

Dl,Jring, the time period COVered by this study, there were eleven Parole 

SupervisOrY Distri ctsin the state (seelllap - Fi gure' A) . Neariy one-third' 

of the sample (30.0%) was paroled t~ District 4, Jefferson cou~tyo' District 
o 

" 
9, which includes Lexington, had the next largest number of parole violators 

>':1 

under supervisi on (Table 18). 

In most of thedistri cts,o the majority of returned Violators had tech-
. .'. , . i· ~ 

nical Violations. In Districts 2 and 9, however, the maj6~ity of parole 
, j)., c 

Vi olatorswere convi.cted ofa new 'fel ony .·(Table 19). Remembering that blacks 

were more likely to violate parole with a new felony conviction, a table com-
o 

.iJ~ringrace by district shows that nextto .Louisville, Districts 2 and 9 also 
, ' .;,.', c • • _' '0 _" _ ." ,! r _ .'" _ . _ ' ''. 

haVe thehigh~st percentage of b]ackparole violators .in ,the state (Table .20) .. 
·,1 

"'Districts 4 and 9 s.howarelationship that parallels th~ one fdr the whole 

sample, .but District 2, .whichincludes Bowl'ing Green, has a higher percentage 

of wh"ites with hew felony convictlonsthan'blacks; ~. , ., 
o '. .' 

Although the averagetime·spento'n parole 9supervision was 18 months, 
, " . '. ' '.'. -

several 'extremelY large values influenced this f1gure. Theref~!:e~ the median 

or middle figure of 12 months is more representatiVe. The med.iantime on . 
.,; " ' '0. '. , ' • 

paro 1 e for blacks, 14 months "was slight ly hi gher than? for whi tes, 11 months •. 
. ~~ 
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TABLE 17 

LEVEL OF SUPERVISION AT TIME OF VIOLATION 

Percent Number 
~~, 

'" 550 Maxfmum 58.1 

Medium 15.9 61° 15(1 

Minimum o 8.2 78 " o 

Unknown* 17.1 162 

\\ 

*Monthly"Reports did not record thel eve 1 of supervision. 

Missing Cases = 6 o 
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, TABLE 18 

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PAROLE VIOLATORS 
RELEASED TO SUPERVISORY DISTRICTS Q 

District 

"I 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 
13* 

*out-of~state 

% 

8.2" 

4.7 

29~8 
tJ ., 

4.7 

4.9 

5.2 

16.3 .0 

5\.5 

4.7 

1.9 

, 8.5 

missing ~ases = 6 
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TABLE 19 
'" TYPES OF PAROLE VIOLATION IN SUPERVISORY DISTRICTS 

, ' (ALL 3 YEARS) ,-

Technical 
Violation 

50.6% 
n = 43 

24.5%'" 
n = 12 

r;;' 

54.7% 
n = 169 

40.8% 
n = 20 

o 45.°1% 
n = 23 

43.1% 
n= 23 

47.2% 
n =25 

,~) 

" 
039.9% 
n= 67 

42 . .1% 
n = 24 

4'2;9%, 
n ;: 21 

50.0% 
n = 10 

52."3% 
n= 46 

40 

=6, 

c 

New Fe'-1ony 
Conviction 

25 .. 9% 
,1'Ie', n = 22 

53.1% 
n = 26 

31.7% 
n ="98 " 

";' 32.7% 
,r;; n = 16 

29.4% 
n = 15 

, 33,' 3% ""~\ - 17 ,;~fJJ n - "," 

" 18.9% 
" n = 10 

42.3% 
n = 71 

22.8% 
n = 13 

30.6% 
n = 15 

\30.0% 

'll 

n = 6 " 

33.0% 
n= 29 

28 

fj 

Q 

Convicted 
Misdemeanant 

o 

23.5%i'i 
n = 20' 

22.4% 
n = 11 

1-3.6% 
n = 42 

26.5% 
n = 13 

25.5% 
n = 13 

23.5% 
n = 12 

34.0% 
n = 18 

17.9% 
n = 30 

35.1% 
n = 20 

26.5% 
n = 1:3 

20.0% 
n ;:: 4 

14.8% 
n= 13 

17 

Total 

85 

49 

309 
o 

49 

51 

51 

53 

168 

57 

49 

)20/ 

88 

Percent 
of Total 
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4.8 
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5.0 
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TA.BLE zd 

~RACE OFoPAROLE I VIOLATORS IN SUPERVIoSORYDISTRICTS 

" 

Dc:;? 

G 

" 

" i, 

(J a 
o 

fI, 

,0 

, o. 

Black 

% N 
(J~'\ 

11.8" 10 

42:.9 21 

45.6, 141 , ' 

14.3 7, ' 

23:5 12 
,)' 
3.92 

5.7 3 

35.1 59 

10.5 

4.1 

5.0 

20~5 
'i 

" " 

6 

2 

1 

18 

o· 

" r. . 

" G 

o 
G 

1 " 
'~ 

'White, 

88.2 75 

'57.1 28 
~,)r 0 

54.4 168 
\) I' 

85.Z ,,42 

76.539 

96.1 49 

94.3 50 

64'.9 109 
a 

89.5 0 51 

95.9 
o 0 

47 

19 <' 
o " 

o 95.0 

79.5 
',,' I,.F 

70 

0,.(1' 
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,,["ike the total samp'le, most of the parolees in each in,dividual"district 
" 

Were on maximum supervision at the time they viorated parole. 
/!;:, 

VII. Impact of thePo]sgroveDecision o 

Because ofnumer;0us s pecuolat ions" that the increase in pa~ol~, vio';iat~rs 

was , ···.,·5 " 
due to tne Polsgr'ove releasees "returning, the~iparo~le violators were 

divided into two .groups: those released six months prior to and six months 

after the effet'tiv~ pate ofthefblsgro~~fe Decision in" March,pf 1978. 0 

. ~) .' . ,.) 

Sample members who were relea.sedwithin six months after t,pe effective 
~ " . " 

date" of the pOlsgroV~ Decision do not seem to vary from(hos~ releas'ed'in 
Q ' . , 

the previous si,x months. The. groups are roughly equ,ivalentiri~yte~JDs" of 

" rase, age, pri or incarcerations, number of' months served: and ,class of 
.:: 'r " ,. 

crime. More of the pre-Polsgrove group do hoave priOY-lparole/shock probation 
!) , , 

viqlations.A higher percentage of blacks thanwhite.sare. returped fot .new. 
ODD 

~. . ' . 
crimes in each group. This compares with the total sample; however, .both~ 

Q 

ofthese<six-month periods include a higher perce~tage of rel'easeeswho were 
o 1:' 

returned "as mi sdemea.nants. 

c' 
Q' 

o 

o 

V: 
0, a 

Q 

- " 
fJ 

," 

o 

5Th~Pb)sgrove Decision m~ndatedthat accLiinulated jail timebe'countedt()w~frd 
total time served , resulting in a. large number 01: felons bei.rlgreleas~d during 
a' relatiY~ly short time" span. 
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Column 
NUmb"er tf) 

1-15 
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22-27Q 
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APPENDIX ,) 
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Race 
,.,.----,---

1. Black 2. White ,3. ,Other 

Da te 0 fBi y'th --r--'-----,-T----r-:--~~.,..-.,.-T---"Ji> 
(month) (day) (year') 

. 'to ,r:.,. 

·r' 

Nu~er of Deferrals _o~-.,-_~ (this ,~rixme.~nlY) 

() 

, c 

see Crime Codes) 
{} 

, 0 

(, "43~48 Date Pa ro 1 e Recorrunended( 
--~~~~~~~~-~--(month) · ... (day) 10,), (year)· 

~) '", ','j, 

55,..56 

57.:..59 

60-65 " Di;-te Returne~ p S."'_T--_,....-_~·_"f}::r.' ~-7-~""-- ~. 
{ day} C~e~d J . <f) 
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,\, "ll 0 
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TECHNICAL VIOLATIONS 
o 

1. Failure to Rep,ort to Parole Officer as Scheduled 
2. Absconding 
3. Fa ;'1 ure'" to Ma inti! i n Employment 
4.° E~cess;ve Use of Al~ohol 
5. Possession of Firearms 
6. Possessi on,. of Contraband 

~ '7. Falsification of Month~y Written Report 
8. Association with Convicted Felon/Other Designated Individuals 
9. Fatlure to Partteipate in Designated Counseling Program (i.e. AA) 

~' ID., Oth~T(please make note of the other condition at bottom of form) 
11. Convicted of a misdemeanor ' 
12. Fa,ilure to Report/Absconding . 
13. " '" 1/ "" /Failure to Maintain Employment 
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':49~, ,0 ,II ,,:\I!,£ .Ii:, /FailiJre to Participate in Designatep Counselil1g 
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";A~PEND IX3 

REASONS FOR' TECHN I CAL VIOLATIONS 

Table 1 

Single ,and Multiple Reasons for Technical Violations 
0':-· 

Category 
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Absconding 

Fai 1 ureqto Keep Employme~t 

Excessi ve'> Use of A 1 coho" 
o 

Possessi on of firearms 
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"Associating with Convi~ted Felon 

F'ailure to ,Attend.Counseling· 

Other (Specific Parole Condi ti ons) 
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. - d 

II 

\:',1 

'/ # {J 

, Percent of' Tota 1 

9.9 

18.8 

,.8 
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.8 

1.0 

1.5 
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with·, Fa ilure to Keep Emp 1 oyment 
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48.8, 

1.5 

.8 

.2 

1.0 
'0 " 

~ 

II 
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t?' , 
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'-5, 

. , ~ 
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!) II with Other 
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,>', 

'" 

Ii 'with' Excessi veUse of Al Goho 1 
".' "~ 
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II 

it 
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• 2 '.,~ 
<3" 

, 2.1 'i fO " 

:0 
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.• 2 
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Failure' to Keep Employment/Falsifying 
, Month 1YReport ' 

" . c;. 

Fa i,lure to Keep Employment/Fail ure to 
Attend Couns~ling , 

, " 

FailuretpKeep ImploYment/Other 
I) 

EXcessive Use of AlcohollPossesi()n of FOitearms 
o 

,II Associating with ~onvicted 
~100 ' 

, II Fa i 1 ure to Attend 
Counseling 
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'" Failure ,to Attend Counseling/Other 
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.6 0 
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APPENDIX 4 o . 
'''''1), . 

REASONS FOR TECHNICAL VIOLATIONS BROKEN DOWN BY DISTRICTS 

District Category * 
'1 " ;: . 
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12 
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