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‘the generaT pr1son popu]at1on

sT1ghtTy more 11keTy 10 be CTass B offenders. - .

fTPSt t1me

Y

for the ent1re sampTe was 36 months

.,rece1ved onesdeferral fﬁg‘cia';‘}f'_*.@:

agTess between recommendat1on and reTease

: ‘vbﬁs1x months

terms than f1rst oifenders 1n the same cr1me cTass..
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Between January 1, x3977 and Decembar 31, 1979 there were 1 183 cases
f paroTe v1oTat1on in Kentucky, w1th the number 1ncreas1ng each year :; i

NearTy han of the offenders were returned on techn1ca1 v101at1ons, L

‘most of wh1ch 1nvoTved abscond1ng

The rac1aT makeup of the paro]e w\\/ators is very s1m11ar to that of

Wh1tes were more T1keTy to be returned on

AN

]

AT ‘techmicaT charges,;bTacks w1th(a new feTony conv1ct1on._(;'c ﬂ

<The med1an age of the samp]e is 27 years.

More than ha]f of aTT parole v1oTators were CTass D feTons .BTacks~wereil

Two th1rds Were f1rst offenders and most were v1oxat1ng paro]e for the

]

e.'

SampTe members‘w1th pr1or adu]t 1ncarcerat1ons generaTTy served Tonger ff

The average t1me served

The maJor1ty of the samp]e made paro]e at the1r fwrst hear1ng, or m“"

ATmost halfcof the sampTe were paroTed from KSR and wa1ted one month or

Jo

6. el

Most paroTees were on max1mum supervws1on w1th the med1an t1me on paroTe

‘f;be1ng 12 mon%hs..»c

Near]y one-th1rd of those who v1o]ated were paroTed to Jefferson County

Samp]e members paro]ed w1th1n the 51x months foTToW1ng the effect1ve date ﬁ S

*:fof the Pongrove Dec151on are very s1m11ar to those reTeased 1n the prev1ous

. Yo :
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o

el bTes to be coded had to be 11m1ted

T

: pr1son aroused grave concern and generated numerous quest1ons

e

‘ *tr1buted evenTy over the three years

o e, : ST ‘c ) S

o
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Dur1ng the three, years between January 1 1977 and December 31, 1979
there were 1 183 cases of paroTe v1oTat1ons resuTt1ng 1n re- 1ncarcerat1on
1n the CommonweaTth of Kentucky Th1s tota] number of cases was not d1s—av_tf e

. Instead the number of cases of

o i 0 " Em ‘
returned paro]e v1oTators Jumped from ZZD\%; L\to 569 in 1979 (Tab]e 1) E
2 . : By o
In 1979 paro]e vaoTators accounted for 20 4( f the comm1tments‘ 5~c4' e

ﬂIn add1t1on to the number of offenders returned for paroTe v1o]at1ons,[‘

the percentage of the paro]e caseToad who v1oTated 1ncreased from 9. 6% 1nﬁ

1977 to 25.0% in 1979 (TabTe 2) Co1nc1d1ng as 1t d1d w1th T1t1gat1on con-.n

cern1ng pr1son overcrowd1ng, th1s drast1c 1ncrease 1n offenders returned to

} Therefore, .

th1s report presents ‘a prof11e of Kentucky paro]e v1oTators for th1s three-~_‘;f*.‘b’

year per1od t* . Tk ’; 5 , .
The T1st of paroTe v1oTators returned from 1977 through 1979 was obta1ned
from WeekTy PopuTat1on Movement Summar1es kept in the Offender Records Sect1on ‘"é”'

Because of the Targe s1ze of the popuTat1on to be stud1ed the number of var1a- >

(»Background 1nformat1on such as drug use

vf‘ and empToymert h1story was not coded due to the Tength of t1me 1t wou]d have

-

‘ cou]d be 10cated W1th1n an offender f11ea(Append1x 1)

| taken to complle th1s data.c

where an 1nd1v1dua1 had v1oTated more than once, 1nforhat1on was gathered onw';fig;iffaiyff;

VarwabTes were seTected on the bas1s of the1r

o

probabTe reTevance to paroTe v1oTat1on and the reTat1ve ease w1th wh1ch they‘[f“'

-3

Of the tota] 1 183 cases, 1nformat1on was ava11ab]e on l 035
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- PAROLE VIOLATIONS AS A PERCENTAGE o
- OF THE AVERAGE MONTHLY PAROLE CASELOAD =~
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° 55 105 62 139
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: who v1qfﬁled has 1ncreased s]1ght]y over the three-year pcr1od"

r'the type of paro]e v1o]at1on d1ffers by race

T

,I;skType okaaro]e'Vio1ation"

Nearly ha]f of the paro]e v1o]ators in the samp]e were returned for
techn1ca1 v1o1at1ons and as shown 1n Tab]e 3, there was some sh1ft in the
pattern of type of paro]e violation comm1tted dur1ng th1s three year per1od
From 1977 to 1978, the percentage of techn1ca1 V101ators decreased 13 3%,
wh11e fe]eny v1o]ators 1ncreased at an a]most 1dent1ca] rate. From 197&5to

1979 the percentages~1n these two categor1es were stab]e. -The percentage R

[

o{?m1sdemeanants rema1ned ‘the same for a?] thre years

S

. . wh1ch compr1sed 18 8A of a?l v1o1ators

Of those who v1o1ated 38 4A were for a s1ng]e techn1ca11ty, wh11e 61 5%

v1o]ated more than one cond1t1on of paro]e Overall ‘the most frequent rea--

s0n for techn1ca1 v1o]at1on was. the dual offense "Fa11ure to Report and

Abscond1ng", wh1ch compr1sed 48 .8%~ of the samp]e fo11owed by “Abscond1ng“f i

Abscond1ng was a]so ]1sted in other

?

cases 4s one of the reasons for techn1ca1 v1o]at1on In a]] 71 77 of the

techn1ca1 v1o]at1ons 1nvo]ved abscond1ng Append1x 2 g1ves a comp]ete break—

'aown of the reasons for techn1ca1 v1o1at1ons as a, tota] for the three year ' ‘;k

per1od, in Append1x,3 they are broken dOWn by Paro1e Superv1sory D1str1cts

The rac1a1 breakdOWn of the samp]e of paro]e V101ators 1s very s1m11ar

to that of the genera] pr1son populat1on (Tab]e 4)

o

In add1t1on, g

P

“'to be returned on techn1ca] v1o]at10ns (51 67) whereas 44 9£ of the b1acks

‘ 1
were returned on new fe]ony conv1ct1ons

The number of v101ators returned

“on m1sdemeanor charges var1ed on]y s]lght]y between the rac1a1 groups :i"

Qi

[Dj,‘f Em gae

con51dered a “new fe]ony" v101ator

The percentageégf b1acks ;_;j"

White paro]ees were more. 11ke1yf,wd?‘

If an offender had both a cr1m1na] (fe]ony) and techn1ca1 v1o]at1on he wasrhis

" €

W
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20.8%

- 20.4%

Misdemeanor

=38

20.0%

=63

20.5%
= 110

= 211

° TABLE 3
TYPES OF PAROLE VIOLATION
FROM 1977 THROUGH 1979
Year'  Technical. }Nethe1ony
1977 57.4% 21.9%
T n=T105 = 40
1978 44;1% 35.9%
5 =139 =113
1979 48.7% S 34.8
S n=20 =187 @
Total  46.8% 32.9%
o =484 n = 340

4

315 7

537

1035

Total.

183
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TYPES OF PAROLE. VIOLATION FROM: 1977 THROUGH 1979

441 a7

135.9

Kk

ww
mm

i ,E‘
¥
[
@
u

20.4

 1979',

A1l 3 Years.

llllllll

s, I

&

7

Year
1977
11978

R 1979

Tdta]

Prison

o

“White' -
(141)
(230)

- 77.0%
°73.0%

AT 4
TABLE 4
RACE OF PAROLE VIOLATORS
2308 (42)
27.0% (85)
29.4% {158)’ - 70.6%

"Popu]atidn

¥

27.5%

(28J)(\

29.2% .

72.5%

70.8%

(379)

(750)
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Wh11e wh1tes are cons1stent]y more 11ke1y to be techn1ca1 vaolators,,

the vielation pattern of blacks changed during the three years of the study

(Tab]e 5)

.nical charges.

on new felony conV1ct1ons

In 1977 the majority of b]ack violators were returned on tech-—

However, in 1978 and 1979 most of the b]acks were returned

s

B

Black violators are s1ightly more Tikely to be sentenced on C1ass B

felonies (Tab]e 6).

blacks were younger than~Whites in all crihe»c]asses except'D.
paro]e vio]ators‘were slightly older than 1977 re1eases. 

paro]e violators was 27 years;

The paro]e v1o1ators “Fanged from 19 to 73 years of age.

age was 30 years and the‘med1an (or middle) age was 27.

Another d1fference between racial” groups was age;
A11 of the

The median age of ’
of releasées, 24 years. 3 :
The average

To determine,if

‘differences were eVident the ages were sp]it into two grodps«at this hiddTe

va1ue

New fe]ony and misdemeanor, V101ators tend to be young (Tab]e 7),

a]though technical v1o]ators, part:cu]ar]y b1acks, are more 11ke1y to be

above the median age.

However, this re]at1onshjp was not statistically”

significant.

o

tofthe 4 1% Women in thé’Kentucky prison ﬁbpulationk

of the sample by race and sex is given: 1n Table 8 and F1gure 8A

women répresented 4.3% of the parole violators; thjs js almost identical

A c0mp1ete'breakdown-
AWthoUgh :

o8

o such a small number prec]udes any deta11ed ana]ys1s a br1ef comparison of

ma]es and fema]es revealed severa1 d1fferences

[

nif1cantjy,d1fferent~from that offthe men.

womeri; whereas,

3Natjona1 Prisoner StatiStics,t1977‘ o ,Vz,Lg“’ e

s

One notab]e contrast was

that women were more 11kely to rece1ve techn1ca] Siolations than men (Tab]e 9).

" The rac1a1 compos1t1on of the group of female parole v1o]ators was sig-

Blacks compr1sed 54 5% of the »

, 26.3% of the men were black.’

o)

o

Year

1977

1978

1979

Tota

1

1977.

1978
1979
Tota

1

o

TABLE 5
RACIAL BREAKDOWN OF PAROLE VIOLATION

s ; . © Blacks e
Technfca1 New Felony Convicted Misdemeanor

31, 0% (13)
16.5% (14)
20.9% (33)
21.1% (60)

| 42.9% (18)
30.6% (26) -
33.5% (53)

#34.0% (97)

26.2% (11)
52.9% (45)
45.6% (72)
44.9% (128)
20.6% (29)

61.7% (87) “17.7% (25)

49.1% (113) 29.6% (68) 21.3% (49) "
49.3% (187) . 30.3% (115) . 20.3% (77)
- 51.6% (387) 28.3% (218) . 20.1% (143)% .
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«:1)

T L ey ~f}{f 1. 7“l;'f39* ;f‘j, 13.8 103

"

Decenber, 1978

e ‘J;qr~f;‘f-‘,ffn'1f'; CLASS or CRIME

‘;’ﬂ¢}  fTota1‘ 

e aD o f‘ﬁxﬂf?7f'72“”f‘. 45 6@ 1303;:;, 55 6 416;,:f?,

*The Po]sgrova Study samp1e 15 cemposeéﬁof 1nmates recom

3

0210 4
' 7‘17 9 ﬁ407;ﬂc;1*-

a}59.3. 1348
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| Through 27~ .28 and Older Total
e T T T TR e e T
38 60.8%n= 59 g 97

68 46.9% n = 60 18

o %52 2l 705 730 oo

oty A S A T A

| Technical  39.2%n: R 44

-

Newfslony ~ 53.1%n

© Misdemeanant .  55.0%n = 33 . 450%n= 27. 63

.

139 5L.2%n
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Ry

ﬁ»ﬁ;v x  :  v :! TOta1f‘~1? ;0;;{;i'5233%kn'§i393i ﬁ ¥,47}7% n;%jgsskt    ;”€751ffTi;ft};d?:g, . ‘ C D :a: :

st e




B SRR . . L jr“i »
- ‘ ﬁ 1
FIGURE 8A i‘é TABLE 9
' ‘ § - 'MEN AND WOMEN: TYPES OF PAROLE VIOLATION
RACE AND SEX OF PAROLE VIOLATORS : ‘ I
/ : Women Men
» Technical 61.4% (27) 46.1% (457)
2.3% ,1'9/’ New Felony 22.7% (10) 33.3% (330)
I “F'F“ .
HW ~ Convicted Misdemeanor 15.9% (7) 20.6% (204)
| 'n.. 25-2%
/ .\
/ I
‘ / _—
. 70.5% _ |

. . |

/ |

. /

.
| I
White Males JEI White Females .
Black Males Mm] o , ‘ Biack Females 2
‘ \ a e
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4fIII“ Cr1m1na1jH1story~

: ev1dent among the spec1f1c c]asses of cr1mesr

. With regard to age the women were only s]1ght1y younger than the men.

The maJor1ty of the fema]es, 59. 1% were . 1ess than 28 years oT"yw1th a :-5

et

median age of 26 9 years.  Of the men 51 1% fe11 1nto that age category
The median age for men paro]e v1olators was 27 4 years Th1s data was com-
pared to that obta1ned from a study of offenders adm1tted in 1978. 4 When"
the med1an ages of the‘two groups were compared women are about the same: .gﬂ
paro]e v1o1ators were 26 9 years, adm1ss1ons, 26 2 years However, male

»

paro]e v1o1ators were o]der 27. 4 years as compared to 23 9 years of the

men in the adm1ss1ons samp]e
o

More *han half (537) of the V1o]ators were C]ass D feTons and tended to

J}

'ewbe younger than those convicted of ‘more - ser1ous offenses, espec1a11y for wh1te

<

offenders 5 Blacks who v1o]ated paro]e were more youthfu] than wh1tes 1n a11

’!'other crime c1asses (Table 10) o vrf

th ‘ When crime c]ass of the v1o1ators was compared to that of 1mmates recom—’v'
| mended for paro]e between January, 1977 and December, 1978, 1t was found that

sa h1gher percentage of v1o1ators were C]ass B fe1onsﬂand a s]1ght]y sma]]er

"=f percentage werefC]ass C ferns (Tab]e 6) However, this may be exp1a1ned

?\.;{ .

. by the fact that the more serious offenders have 1onger sentences and are

A

o under superv1s1on for a longer per1od of t1me Therefore they have morefak;w

‘"opportun1ty" to v1o]ate paro]e No d1fference in the type of v1o1at1on was

In add1t1on to c]ass of cr1me, pr1or adu]t fe]ony 1ncarcerat1ons were

3 of the parolees were f1rst offenders wh1ch 1s s]1ght1y 10wer than the

e .'_a' v B . ® L

5. A

o used as a measure of cr1m1na1 soph1st1cat1on As Tab]e 11 shows two- th1rds fmﬁgj;

" pescription of Classification and Program Needs of Kentutky Offenders

PPN -

GEEIUGAI sl s ok IO LR

A e s S

“ Class,,

S

B o N o TRERE -« JEER ) ,

© TABLE 10

AGE ‘AND CLASS OF CRIME OF PAROLE‘VIOLATORS§,f ,

~ Whites

27 and Under 28 and Older
12.0%n

]
w

88.0% n = 22%
73 64.2%
a2 59.2%n

131

3.
H

35.8%
 40.8%n

1
o

61

1t

n
It

ES.7En =274 3, 3 n = 143 d

‘:: = S - B]acks h
'33“3% n= 2 - - = 66 7% n’= | 4.
43.6% 0 = 48 < se.agn h
46.2%n= 18  53.8%n

© 5E.6% n =

62

21

{]
n

71 45.4%n = 59

z .
= .
iy
)

ORI

BRRIRT

Total

25

204
103

417

110
130

AN
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. St percentage of first offenders in the P sgrove study sample (Table lé)f B }%f i | TABLE 12 ,;f& Af 5 o
é ‘ F1rst offender status was not re]a \E\‘ eggther,race'or'the type of vieiation f E o @§e‘ FORFéﬁﬁgLgFEE¥3E§NSEQ§SiR$f {ggngﬁgﬂgggﬁmggngIQ78
é; - committed. o e R L : ' o L U ' RN
; ”Information on whether the offender had akparoTekor shock probation vio- : A ‘ | - - EPrior Incarceration - | Fi”St Offender
‘.é' : lation on the current charge indicated that 27% of thie sample had previous . | | % i % No, A | &, N
5} LT violations. A history of~previous violations, howe!er,‘Was not related to’ o U 2 ‘ 26.4 599 | B 73.6 1,674
i . ' type of violations during this study (Table 13). | | TR | o |
§ ‘ IV.h Institutional History i O Q - e e AR 74'  : ? I . . : : B
<\§i G Because of the selective:process involved in classifying offenders tq~\‘ ‘ | | S i ‘ A o
5§% e /i7 spec1f1c 1nst1tut1ons and 1n granting parole, 1nst1tut1ona1 factorsuand ERRE i ' ”’ | 7¥h n L | | |
éf‘\ e 1nteract1on w1th the Parole Board were rev1ewed B SR e el . R , S ST . A;’37:} v
; Y ff'y‘ E The average number of months served for the entire sample was 36’months ) : . :
%_; 0bv1ous1y, those in higher cr1me°c1asses general]y served longer prison : N .
é o - terms. T1me served for the total samp]e 1ncreases inall crime c]asses if ® -
:there:1s a pr1or 1ncarcerat1on (Table 14),, HOWever, d1fferences were ev1dentt ‘ | ) ¢ ° ,
between races.’ For first offenders blacks conv1cted of Class B felonies - T “; |
‘ = | served 1onger terms, and among those with pr1or 1ncarcerat1ons blacks in \\ ” ’ v . ‘
'§ 1C]ass D are serv1ng Tonger than whites. | o | b : : L . 7 1
ygg | A]though these d1fferences cannot be exp1a1ned in terms of sentence . l é
;5 o ‘ﬂ' f’ 1engths or'number‘of deferrals, no effort was made to contro] for ser1ous- ’ o . '
.;é : eeness of crime w1th1n c]asses mu1t1p1e coungs, or other facters wh1ch m1ght | L @O )
;éyv ’affect the t1me served _; : \f, : ,‘:~"‘ef 5 fﬁ. :;\fef , ; i i " . f@
E% The maJor1ty of the samp]e were granted paro]e at the1r f1rst e11gwb111ty . £
T date or rece1ved one deferra] (Tab1e 15). Deferra]s do. not appear to be \ oo . B R '
i "‘estrong1y 11nked to race nor 1s there a systemat1c re]at1onsh1p between s é ?h: 19 | : “
. ‘r*deferra1s and sentence 1ength -  "{ ﬁ'b L “%:,,v ‘ ‘;h'; ‘;dv k; > : g
1 = o o 3
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FIGURE 15A , When the Tength of time served is compared to the type of parole vio-
. NUMBER OF- DEFERRALS ) lation, blacks and whites in new crime and misdemeanant categories appear
N | (R SRt similar. However, for technical violators, blacks are more Tikely to serve
“Tonger than whites. '
| . The total number of inmates paroled from each institution was obtained
o from Month]y‘Popu1ation Movement Summaries. The rate of parole vioTations
, ‘ for each institution was ca]cd]ated using the number of parole violators
= 13.5%
- 39.69F

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

increases with the security 1éve1 of the insgitution; with KSP having a

r?"F’F’F

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

L

excluding BCC. The median sentence given parole violators returned with a

new felony conviction was five years. The length of time paro1ees had to
wait between recommendation by the Parole Board and release averaged one

montﬁ or ]eés for all dinstitutions. Racé, prior incarcerations, and prior
parb1e~v501ations made no differenée in the amount of time an inmate waited
for paro1é. |

V. Supervision

Level of parole supervision is, in one reépect,’a measure bf time out

on parcle becausé 1f}fnf1uences the frequency and mdde ofvreporting to the

o o parole officer. A11 newly paroled felons are required to kemaingon maximum

& 0 !%%; ; o - i ‘,} J ” | superVision for Sixty‘days. ,Conside?éd anotherfway,ksupervisioh Tevel is a
. 3+;III “:1K‘ S /f%

measure of‘succeSs_on parole. Rec]asSification depends partly upon the

aécomp1i5hmentjbf«certain objectives, i.e., permanent employment. . Parolees

may also be placed on mawifium supervision if they are free on bond awaiting

trial for ahioffensebcommitted wh11efon'pafole. Procedures for reducing
‘“suPerVisign may vary throughout the state.

{4
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. Institution :Totat Re1ease5delPaf01€-
S
esp i e e L et
‘:BCC i_"'t is'idif;:v,.'hyf‘ “714ifvn el
' Mininum Security Facilities 1319

T ‘h"RATE OF PAROLE VIOLATION AT EACH INSTITUTION
Tt R L e e E 1977 - 1979 L y

. From Each Institution

‘ parole Violators

:7 20.8. 3d7f)111035;,.”s :

Do — . ]
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ZHVI; Paro]e SuperV1sory D1str1cts'¢
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Of the V1o]ators paro]ed 1n state 48 IA of the cases were on maX1mum

:\»_.,;)‘

superv1swon at the t1me they v101ated (Tab]e 17) S1nce on]y 8 7/ of the -

i }[’ :
samp]e v1o]ated wrth1n three months, 1t appears that the maJor1ty of the .

: sample were not mak1ng good progress on’ paro]e It could be however that
‘ paro]ees are often not rec]ass1f1ed so that the paro]e off1cer can ma1nta1n
f‘;c]ose contact w1th the c11ent LeVe1 of superv1s1on d1d not appearvto be

affected by c]ass of cr1me nace or pr1or paro]e/shock probat1on v101at1ons.f |

Dur1ng the t1me per1od covered by th1s study, there Were e]even Paro]e

"A

: ,Superv1sory Dis tr1cts 1n the state (see map - F1gure A) Near1y one th1rd

]i:under superv1s1on (Tab]e 18)

xflV1o]ators were conv1cted of a new fe]ony (Tab]e 19). Remember1ng that b1acks f;§«'

| ‘were more 11ke1y to v1o]ate paro]e w1th a new felony conv1ct1on, a tab]e com-

"*[g?of wh1tes W1th new fe]ony conv1ct1ons than b]acks

' of the samp]e (30 O%) was paroled to D1str1ct 4 Jefferson County D1str1cth

-:,9 wh1ch 1nc1udes Lex1ngton had the next largest number of paro]e v1o1ators}‘v" :

o

o y

In most of the dwstr1cts the maJor1ty of returned V1olators had tech-

:'3;n1ca1 v1o]at1ons In D1str1cts 2 and 9, however, the maJor1ty of paro]e

¥

}Lpar1ng race. by d1str1ct shows that next to Lou1sv111e, D1str1cts 2 and 9 a]so; 1
| ‘7f fhave the h1ghest percentage of black paro]e v1o]ators in the state (Tab]e 20);f}]‘
5{hde1str1cts 4 and 9 show. a re]at1onsh1p that para]]e]s the one for the who]e f{i LT

'*'samp]e but D1str1ct 2 wh1ch 1nc1udes Bow11ng Green has a h1gher percentage;,‘:

L e o

A]though the average t1me Spent on paro]eﬁsuperV1s1on was 18 months, SR

3

"”:iff’or mlddle f1gure of 12 months 1s more representatnve The med1an t1me on

"h~parole for b]acks, 14 months was s]1ght1y h1gher than for wh1tes, 11 months 3;{;_Jff1

1 ?{severa] extreme]y large vaTues 1nf]uenced th1s figure Therefore the med1anf_*w5ﬁ“""'
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"*f“fd1v1ded 1nto.two groups those re]eased six months pr1or to and six months .

f[;Were on max1mum superV1s1on at’ the tkme they V1o]ated parole.

D T :
o - - eSS DS S SR B .
> /X e
: s =, = i
a 6? ; o : .

X h )
N . L
o v o : & kS i

vﬁL1ke the tota1 samp]e most of the paro]ees 1n each 1nd1v1dua1 d1str1ct o 53'

S

 €0'

;VIIQZ Impact of the Po]sgrove Dec1s1on :1'5‘1k Of‘ {'. ‘:l' ? 'j R

o

Because of numerous speculat1ons that the 1ncrease 1n paF%]e v1o1ators

'thas due to the Po]sgrove5 re]easees return1ng, the paro]e v1o]ators were

ll
IS e o

=

after the effect1ve date of the Po]sgro{e Dec1s1on 1n’March,pf 1978 B

Samp]e members who were re]eased w1th1n six months after the effect1ve
o 4

2fh_date of the Po]sgrove Dec1s1on do not seem to vahy from those re]eased in j?

:~Q:the prev1ous s1x months | The groups are roughly equ1va1ent 1nnterms of

f.race age, pr1or 1ncarcerat1ons number of months served and c]ass of

o 'q'

'cr1me.f More of the pre Po]sgrove group do haVe pr1or parole/shock probat1on

N

S Y
‘*,v1o1at1ons A h1gher percentage of b]acks than wh1tes are retunned for new .

L

kVCr1mes in each group Th1s compares w1th the tota1 samp]e, however both

0 o =]

'{oof these s1x month per1ods 1nclude a h1gher percentage of re]easees who were

'Vr‘_a re]at1ve]y short‘t1

',rThe'P'1sgrove Dec1s1on manda”'dtthat'a cumulated jair

_jreturned as m1sdemeanants._,, v ;‘g;,ég‘* .af fs 1‘,f; \f nfr:;;: .

ft1me be counted’tOWard
fotal time served, resu1t1ng in a large number 6% fe]ons be1ng re]eased dur1n

s e e

b
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TECHNICAL VIOLATIONo i

Q- & ,

@

- 16-20 Inmate Number (KSR‘or KCIW) SOE S L Y, ‘ ' \
L ) o L BRI R i . Fa11ure to Report to Paro]e Off1cer as Schedu]ed N , . : ’
- Absconding G ST T e T T e
. Failure to Maintain Emp]oyment o -.;7 L e

. Excessive Use of Alcohol = T o
. Possession of Firearms ' B - RS
Possession. of Contraband

R ‘ . Falsification of Monthly Written Report 25 '
28-33 Date Adm1ttpd to Insx1tut1on ,w«‘» . Association with Convicted Felon/Other Des1gnated Ind1v1duals,~‘

Tl v - (month) ‘(day) (yeaf) A~ i koo 90 Failure to Participate in Designated Counseling Program (i.e. AA)

W”: e /:§§§ T A 77 % ' 10. . Other (please make note of the other cond1t1on at bottom of form)
" L1fe 999 . e PRI R L S S

a Race o ’, a ;f':‘f v45“‘ o ” ~§ '?cﬁ':)-?'na '° f~»‘:57°;',g mdﬁ G
b BTack 2. White 3. Other o7 T e

22279 Dpate of Bivth o . LR e e L T g
AR RN e (month) (day) (year). ;‘ I g e e T e e e

O 00N O T W N

b 738236 0 Sentence Length (number of months) e §\ g T TR ,;ll;_~Conv1cted of a misdemeanor
S S e N ‘ o AT 12 Fa11ure to Report/Abscond1ng : b L
B LI ,q31-40~,~ 0r1g1na1 Cr1me ' _¢~‘?"f‘g S (mocb ser1ous, see Cr]me Codes) TR v et r .~ /Failure to Ma1nta1n Emp]oyment S Sty S e S
e R SO SRR A e 14, e . /Excessive use of Alcohol I o N I
4 ~Prior Incarcerat1ons PR B (adu]t fe]ony o§1y o ELs ~ R T - /Possession of Firearms Mf R R R - E
- 1. Yes 2. No T 7 S S 17,vjj”‘"*i“;",_,v‘ - /Falsifying ¥onthly Report = -~ - - ..
' © 18 o m ' /Bssociation with Convicted Fe]on -
‘23.'1Abscond1ng/Fa11ure to Maintain Employment T R
S T S /Excessive Use of Klcohol . L e T S T I T e e e
L T /Possession of Firearms . = - 'ﬁ; R e R T e A RS S
R R - /Falsifying Monthly Report ST A T
S, 28y ‘ ”«: /Association with Convicted Fe]on BT o
£ B :,537.,*Fa11ure to Ma1nta1n Emp]oyment/Fa]s1fy1ngnMonth]y Report : ‘
A e 3G e R e s “/Failure to Part1c1pate in Des1gnated Counse11ng
: (} e e R RN S R S T ,“«é45;;;Excess1ve‘Use of A]coho]/Possess1on of. F1rearms S « i
55 55 P Inst1tut1on at Re]ease ;J 1,f SN S L T R e e 5&'~«§;7‘;:>;j;ie‘ﬁ,onv;:e48f30 ; "'ig “im"ff,f- ‘ /Assoc1at1on with Cohvwcted Fe]on el : »f
j 1. KSR By FCF Qo TBCE . et T e s e "j;:'[i,_*“*f;,r«,' A9 Mo '“;\ /Failure to Part1c1pate in Designated. Counse11ng "
2L KSP “,'_ 6. HCFC “'10.; BCFC o ot S W T *;Q?‘~**.??['78;MkFaT<\fy1ng Month]y Report/Assoc1at1on w1th Conv1cted Fe]on R e
3J0RFC S WKFC T AT WFCDC e e e s B S E e T T ,110;,ﬂFa11hre to Report'Other ," e EHENEN Iy eJ;e~‘-“~'fvf’
-4, s 8 DBCDC 12, *EKCDC°' o Lﬁf SR \j-v N T L Rt A x.ﬂaAbscond1ng/Other g '“~"»'f A, ,,‘ ‘I*:',i'
gl J e ’ LEEE ~<ggv ' A e el LT A ~,,,,r 0. . Failure to Ma1nta1n Emp]oyment/Other P '
IR f 57 59 County Re]eased to e D S (see county 11st D 12]) Cli e e TR ,,iFa1]ure to Part1c1pate 1n Des1gnated Counse11rg/0ther

&

Vé‘ e 4éﬂfr N“TEEP of Deferra1s P :f-,fg’(this Erﬁne4pn1y) S Ty
b Tee vt 43-48 Date Paro]e Recommended oA “OQ R T e
0 D S , : (montﬁ) (day)0 (year) R N e

e

o g Lo S S8 & L e
e @ R S R R
: .ka:49+54’ v Date Re]oased o e . ; fa et
sl ; L (montn) (day, (year) S LoE e

8o
N~ B

KCIW

60 65 Dqte Réturned P v. ';f”<f° "»”L°5? . f” L 5
| a? e . (month) (day)‘ ,(¥€§r?'? e

@ S L : A R n"“() S ST

-Jsi‘sjf«"‘ézi,;wype Py,

.7 Technxca] 2 Cr1m1nala‘.;'7'71"k‘ L ’*@uﬁgils,’g;~”’”~“' ~

3’67470> Reason P V.. ﬂ_fffr (see 115t 0 Td\¥

, 7ﬂ 73 Add1t1ona1 Sentence (months) ,,:*f ;;a,; (1f new cr1me) fﬁvffo’°
‘ifig*‘74 Pr1or P.V."s or S. ‘,M;'éy"ins (th1s cr1me only) mg ;ZQ“T
b ;.f;fg? 1 Yes 2 No »3 Unknown ‘ : - ; e,t;‘;_

@ B
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S T 1L Maximum (4 visits/month) 3 M1n1mum (
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ﬂExcess1ve Use of A]cohol

APHENDIX 3

Tab]e 1

'nit*ff@'\f! e[;§i* REASONS FOR TECHNICAL VIOLATIONS .

"VK‘S1ng1e and Mu1t1p1e Reasons for Techn1ca1 V1o1at1ons

. 23

&

ev‘

Fa11ure to Keep Emp]oyment

Possess1on of F1rearms

,Fa151fy1ng Month]y Report

'“.’JAssoc1at1ng w1th Conv1cted Felon i

Fa11ure to’ Attend Counse11ng

L Fa11ure to Report W1th Abscond1ng “

*;’ﬁ. ; 7ip‘;w1th Fa11ure to Keep Emp]oyment
'ZKJ"‘YJ'K;gf:w1th Excess1ve Use of A]coho]

A .'jw1th Possess1on of F1rearms

e o,.'f

-5UW1th Fa1s1fy1n9 Month1y Report

fﬁ"W1th Assoc1at1ng w1th Conv1cted
- Felon - SERE :

"‘{w1th Other K"V

R
e
S
‘:n'Q8;;J‘
10
15

;';}2 5
48. 8;pf~

o,

,'1'.“0’,[‘ L
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