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BOARD OF PARQLE TIARRANTS

[ Dafaa A
Donald D. Stewart, 0.
Plannine and Reszarch Service
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1 January 1966 and 1 Octou 1967 the Dizstrict of

»)

Columbia EBoard of Parole was responsible for the izsuance of

123 warrantes for the arrest of releasezs under the supervision

of the Board., Of the 123, there were bl who were good-time

relzasees =nd 52 who were parolees. AllL

of these releaseces had
o

been released

from . B C. Department a¢ Corrections facilities

115 from the Raforme fowy Ior MNeu, FLVQ from tha Jail, and thiree

2L0ry for Women:,  The foard issued zn sdditional
azges irom other jurisdictions who had

ha supervision of the D. €. Board. These

eight cases are not considered in this analysis.

1ls not eractly qu Ivalent to a
2 u?“;f i tflm W?r‘!"dni" 3_!" 3..3 L}R:Ci - 1

taken into susiody, he may be given

1 before the Board to ask for a con tinuation

o . S ‘%ﬂ&sa‘l"\”g -~k (218
DX LS Teleases 3tat

o~ ta A ¥ - —~ w3 anf - 79 1 e By
ol & tatus. Thnis ds a legal right; and he may be
a3 N —y ] - 2 217, e - . S
reprasaented Ty an Eorney at this hearirg, There is nothing
B b -

!
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 ‘in,thﬁ record to indicate how meny ofvﬁ,ig gr@ué had avalled
themselves of rhis opportunity. However, in 115 of the 123
cases the relessee status was revoked. The disposition of the
remaining eight cases i1s somewhat wmcertain, but it appears
that in four cases the whereabouts of the releasees are unimewn
cand in twoucases.the releasee was in.custody in another juris-

diction,

As i3 indicated in Table 1, the warrant releasszes were pre-
dominantly Hegro males and, ag is'in“c ted in Table 2, the med-
ian aze was 38.5 years. Just over half, 50.4 percent, were single,

85 ig noted in Tabkle 3, The paroles groun had a substantislly

wipher proporiicih of theose who were mar riad, 2Z2.5 percent, a5

[ 3]

cowsared with 2.8 percent for the good~ time releasces. As is
-indicated in Tahle 4, about one-third of the group had been

sentenced for crimes agsinst the parson such as assaultr and

‘rTobbery, another cune~third had been Sﬂnt&wceé for crimes against

property such as housebresking ond avio thaft, and the remaining

ons-third for a miscellany of offsnses, including 10.9 percent

52

sentenced for narcetic offenses, The good-time releasezes had a

figher preportion of nar&@tiﬂ pffenders, 18.6 percent &3 compared

with 6.1 percent for the parolsas. In this context, 1t may be

L&

-

noted that gertain catespries of narcotic offenders pre not
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elizible fur parole but may recelve a good-time relnase.

The median length of the period of confinement for this
group of 123 was 6.1 yeavs, for the good-time releasees it was

6.4 vesrs and for the parolees it was 5.4 years, az 1s noted in

Table 6, A srudy of all of thz 480 inmates released from the

Réformatory in 1945 neported the median period of confinement .

for the 169 releaseﬁ onn parole that year as 5.3 years and for
the 227 released on good-time relessge it was<&.? years. That
iz, the parolees in the sample of warrant casés,ha&, as en av-
erage, the nge period of confinement as all parolees in 1965
but the warrant cuases who had been released on g@odwtimg ralease

had been confined substantially longer.

Une point concerning the 61 good-time releasees in this

cgroup should be noted. There were seven in the group who were

ineligible for varole for gtatutory reasons. Of the remainder

there were 25 who had applied for parole one or more times and

‘had bsen refused, So far as the remaining 29 are ceoacernad

thare 1g neotrhing in ths records to indicate that they had ever
!

appliied. ' - %
|
|

The length of the pericd under supexrvision beforve the is-

X

suznee of the warrant i3 Indicated as Talle 7. This i the
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length of the peried fuom the date of releage from the institution
until the date of the issuance of the warrant, The actual length
of the pericds ranzed from less than one month to almost seven

yeara. As the Table indicates the critical pericd for the re-

leasse is the filrst six months, and this finding is. in line with

. that reported by Glaser and others who have studied compavable

groups of releasees.

The length of the projected period of supervision at the
time of the issuance of the warrant is indicated as Tzble 8.
For the parocleses inm the group thiS'&éuld represeni the length
of the pericd betwecn the date of the issuance of the warrant
and the date o¢f the erniration of the ma&imﬁm s&nteﬁde. Yo
the good-time releasees vhis perioé is that remaining from the
‘date of the issuance of the waxxanl until the expixgtian of the
maxinum sentence less 180 days. Presumably the prospect of re=
lazase from supervision woulé ba aﬁaiﬁﬁentive to conformity, but
more than bhalf of this group had less than two years of super-
vigion remaining. However, since timz is relative this mizho
seem like 2 very long perlod to the relessee aglthough 1t shouid
be kept in mind that, as was noﬁed above, the median peried of

confinement for this group was 6.1 years,

The reascias gilven for the issuance of the warrant ave in-

dicated as Tabls 9, he nusber of éixx@ramt TEASONS Was sub-
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categories of reasons

~the rele

wreilmluurg frrreatd iga:

stantially greater than thai indicat

in the Table

Three of the items in Tabls 9

First, it may be noted, arrest for

dinarily consideved to be per s2 2

warrant,

1s ruléaqed after payment of & fina

e

Y

a2d in the

are merely approximations.

merit further discussion.

new offenze is not cr-

&

veason for the issusnce of a

1f the offense is a misdemeanor, and if the relessee

, or serving a short jail

gentence, or in soms other similay mannper, and if the vecord of

ee has been otherwlse sat

officer may do no more then reprimand the rhicamée.

lpasee has bean cuarged with a felony and is

made beia;e ths decision concernins

of the staff of the Bpard of Parcle

caseg, including both those charged

the releagee, in addition to being
had also been guilty of a violation
regulations. As prelimlnsry to the
quest for Warrsnt is prepaved by ¢h
gible for the relezses., The exanmin
requests indicatas that the

cCorNest

[
4,0
i

4

isfactory, the supervising

if the re-

zainst Lhe velea

it
{»
fil}

the warraent is mads, Hewbers
stated that in mosit of these

with felonies and misdemeancy

"‘l

charged with a new offensa,

of one or more of the Board

issuance of g warrant a Re-

e supervising cfficar respon-
o
aticn of 2 number of such

¢
H

Foregoing reTorts of the staff are

oz
i
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‘The second point to be mentioned has to do with the total

of 328 reasons cited in the Table. The faet is that the nunber

" pf Imown violations is substantizlly lazrger than this flpure,

-

beﬂaasa one reagon may actuzlly represent a number of simila
violations. To illus ﬁrate, one of the most Frequently eited
reagons is ”famlure to renoht” ‘which means the fa iln:e to keep

-
»

an appéiﬁtm&nt or appointments, which may have been made a num-
ber of times either by lettsr or by telephons. An sxaminatien
éﬁ a sample of the regquests noted above on which this reason Qud
beﬁﬁnﬁit&d inﬁicgteﬁ a number of bf§ken appointments renzing

B

rom two to seven before the veg 93t was wpade, The zazez wonld

h

“ba true of such other items as unauthorized chansing of joba or

i

of address, that is, one such change is seldom the basis for the
¥ Y . ‘ .
preparation of a reguest., A number of changes would Grdi warily

have transpired.

One other matter mav be made in this context. The reseaxrch

-

unit i8 currently developing data to be vsed on the basis Iow

base expectancy tables. Ordinarily these tablegs diszuss Viail-

uras’ on parcle in terms of technical viclations or new cffensas
The }axb 5t pare of these cases may be identified a3 one or the
pther but there is a gruy area q Whicn hoth may be involved.

Also, since almost sll of thesa.eagﬁ have bear charged with

[N R
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more thain one violation, it mirht ba difficult to identify the

one most important technical violation which led to revocation.

]
H

A third item which merits mention is that listed on the

Table as "zenaral failure to cooperate.' The reported behavior

deseribed heve is difficult to classify but would inelude such

actions ag Irequent dishonesty, thﬂ ewnra3ﬂ10u of hoetile af="

titudes toward the gupervising officer and others, wmwillingness

to meat family or debtor obligations, and similar behavior. OFf

course the adnigsion of such veasons for the issusnce of a war

rant opens the posgiblility thsat the raq&eaﬁ m$y be only the re-

gsult of a personality conflict %et%aeﬁ ﬁff*cer'aﬁé relcasee but,

‘as’ ig noted helow, there to 1ittle evidence to susport such a

charge by a vevoked releasee, It is my opinion that the evidencs

‘required in sunport of s request and the system of chacks and

¢asual issuance of warrents is such

O
fud
(4

counter-checks against

as to militate against the free exwpression of prejudice by the

b
!-.u.u
2
(]
P
-

superviging oif

With refovence to the foregoing, it may be noted that there

wera 17 supervising officers who had gvewarﬁd these requests,

i
The number prepzred ranged from two to ¥8 par officer with a med-
ian of Iive. The distribution among offiters ssems to be fairly

random and wore careful study of the sizeland character of the
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caseloads of the varisus offlcerz would be needad Lators sny

might be identified as especially rigid or punitive, I onvw

~actually are, - : .
L]

. i

i
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’ Varrant Group, Rage and Sex . - -
Entire Group, Good Tima Releasses, and Parolees

Entire Croup | Goed Time Relessees Paroleesn

: L) % . "y L T pinng Sem ; T gy .
i By, Par, Himnhay Paynant Therher Poroant

<
gk
juk
L
.
s

TOTAL 125 [ 100.0 61 100,06

; Nezro - Male 102 82.9 &9 583,3 E3 55,4

| vhize - Male 15 | 14.6 15 16,7 8 12.%
EN B

§ Negre - Female 2 1.6 Z 3.0 e e i
- :

§ White -~ Femzale i e o ey L - i 1.5
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TABLE

2

Warrant Groun, Age

T

=

roty, Good Time Beleasees, and Paroless

Age, in Years

*
Trkire Group Good Time Relszsees Parclees
o, Per, Funhayr | Parcent Marmbey | Vereén

45 ~ 49
50 - 54

35 - 59

g 7.3
4 &8

w3
iw)

13 20,0
12 13,3
10 16,1

e s i 3 .




TABLE 3

Varrant Group, Marizzl Status
Lﬂ?&fﬂ Cr9<33 Good "Tiue R leasess, and Pavclees .
. Imtbire Group Good Time Relcasees Paftoleas
Morital Status
e, Parr, mmbar Paroani Fumbey Pornent

Commonlagw Marrisge

Unlinmm

123 {100.0 | 61

20 | 16.3 5
62 | s04 32
23 | 18.7 14
19 | s.1

4 3.2

e I -,

2 1.6

3 L -~
Z is ¥

g-ml

16G.0
9.0
52.4
22,9
9.8
1.7
ql‘?
1.7

1.6
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TAELE 4
Offense, Entirve Zroup, Good Time Releasses and Paroless

GEfense

Entire Group |(Gond Time Heleasees Parolees
o, Pat, Hemnber Percent Pumber Poersant

. Bape

Parder

Lo S ¥

Manglaughter

i2 ]
]
¥

o

& ATI/TIT/R
Assault

Robbery

Housebreaking 28 13.%
srand Larceny 1z 5.9
Autg Theft 11 5.4
g -

Fraud, Including

Torzary 14 5.9
Felony ~ Marcotics 22 10.9
Mizdenesnors 19 G4

Others

102 120,49

AL o b e

32 12.7
é* . L3

e}
LA n
@3

-3
£
L]

o

16 15.6

99 100.0

frk
L
b
LA
)

Pa

12 12.1

[}
(]
o)

y g By = o AT e e . T A
1, The musber of cifenses was greater thsan the
cause some vwers serving concurrent sentences fo

[neludes escape, parele and pood tin

!

i
|
i

e relesse vin

Ta

L

number of cones boe
or two or more ocifenses.

tionz end others.



TABLE

Varrsnt CGroup, Length of

Intire Grouy, Good Time Rel

3
P
<

o
2
&

—

e
£

b

iod of Coenfinement
eeg and Parolees

14 Years

and Over

Length of Period | mppire Group | Good Time Releaueces Parolees
§1 §§n£iaﬁmaat,
n Iears o, | Per. emhar 1 Pereent humber | Percent
- TOTAL 1 123 EGQ;G | &1 160.¢ 62 100.0
Legs Than 1 Year & 3,2 - e e b 5.4
1 - 2 Years 8 6.6 L 1.6 7 11.2
2 - 3 Years 3 é;& 2 3.2 6 8.6
3 - 4 Years 18 | 15.4 11 15,0 5 12.9
4 - 5 Years 12 ¢.7 2 13.1 L 6.4
5 ~ & Years 13 10.5 G - 9.8 7 11,2
& - 7 Years 15 12.1 11 i%.& 4 B4
7 ~ 8§ Years 2 7.3 7 11.4 2 3.2
§ - 9 Years 7| 5.6 s 8.1 2 3.2
2 - 10 Years § 8.4 5 8.1 3 .8
10 - Xl\ﬁﬁaxg & G4 1 1.6 H 11,2
11 - 12 ¥Years 4 3.2 1 % 1.6 3 %.8
g . .
12 - 13 Years P 1.6 i 1,5 1 1.6

1 .8 A ik acer ki W et l ;g“ 5
5 %.0 Z 3.2 3 4.8
5.7 Yearz §.3 Yeavs 5.3 Yearc

A g et e



Length of Par Entive Grous | Geod Time Buleasaes Parclees

L4 e LR (55 e )

! Years o e— " -

iod, in 2 N DT, Lo s FPorcznt Vomber TOTCant

TOTAL | 123 (.o | 62 100,06 | 62 106.9

Tepas Thon 1 Yest 3 2 A - e

14,5

o
Frmd
 d
»

A
I
o
*

Jow

Years 1L £.9

&
7
§ ~ 9 Yezzs
g

Lo
L]
LA ¥y}
E Ln
e
&
ot

o Ly
£

- 10 Years

%41
o
L]

frerd

L] {at L

]
¥

o0

oD
%
]
}M
[ 3
£

13 - 11 Years

din
L
-

=Y
pA
b
[
b‘
Lo
L]

e

11 = 12 Yzars

ot
L
“n

i.6

by
5
ok

1Z - 13 Yeagrs

™
=
o

13 = 14 Yaars 1 1.

et
Pl
oo e

S — s

13 znd Over 5 4,8 piy 3.2 3 &,
Median in Years .1 Yesars 6.8 Yonys 5.% Years
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TABLE

7

-

icd Under Supervision befure Varraant
Intire Group, Good Time Helzasees, and Parolses

Length of Period | Imbtire Group |Good Tine Releasees Paralees
In Honths
| o, Par, Nushbay Percent, Pumber . [Peroent

TOTAL 123 J160.¢ 61 100.6 62 100.0
Less Than 3 Mos. | 29 |23.5 | 14 22.9 1.5 2.1
3 - 5 Months 30 24,3 17 27.8 13 20.9
6 - & Months 17 | 13.8 8 13.1 K 4.5
9 = 11 Months 12 9.7 6 5.8 & 2.8
12 - 17 Months 13 1G.5 & 9.8 7 13.2
18 - 23 ¥onths & 4.8 3 4.9 3 G,
24 - 35 Fonths 2 7.3 5 8.1 4 b4
36 - &7 Months & 3.2 1 1.6 3 4.8
48 and Over 3 2.4 i 1.6 2 3.2
Median Periced, )
In Honths &.6 Months 5.9 Fonths 7.1 Months




Lenzth of Pro

of Vorrant,

ABLE

Time nf Issus
me gnd Parolee

Period of
Supervision

g

o,

Cdhamber

i Fercent

TOTAL
Leaz Than 1 Year
2 Years
Years

3
4

£

Tears

& - 5 Years
5 *-ﬁugaawﬁ
& - 7 ¥Years
7 =B Years
5 - 9 Years
3 ~ 13 Years

10 Yesrg & Over

Lif&l

bt
o

edian Period
n Yezrs

g

%]
By ~J

[

(41

fwd

106.0

36.0

62
i7
1%

11

»k

}..ql et

~i

» L]
P . ]

oo A
fuad
&

O
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A

- L& - - 2 3.2

2§ 1.6 femm || emme- 2 3.2

1 .8 —— ——— 1 1.8

1 .58 e e i 1.6

3 2.5 - m—— 3 4.8

3 2.4 ey - e 3 .8

e | m——— —— ———— .- S
1.9 Yaars 1.6 Years 2.2 Years
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TABLE 9
LTeasons for lssusnce of Varrants
ALl Supervised Heleasees, Good Time Releazees and Farcless

L7

Rzasons fgz Iptire Group Good Time Releaseces Parclees

Isgnance of

Woyrveant e, Poge, Thmmbar FPayreent Humber Paroent
RTINTY A 1 b B Eo b 4] Iyf ~
iul:}:i.c -.Jz .2.:3;.1' 1u(}nﬂ . 170 lagliwj

4]
[N
3
>
%
Lo

Wew Offzrise B8 25,7 400 25.3 zZ3 1 16,4

Failegd to Re-
port and/or
File RBenort 35

i..#
T
)

g
L}
[ ]
a
]
L]

o
[
o]
=t
[ o]
-

LSe]

Changed Address .

- ) - .
tneluding lesv=

ing arvea 59 17.8 22 . 13,3 30 37.5
. f
b6 17.0 21 13,2 33 23,

5,8

- L S "
Use of Hareotics is 3.3 & 2.5 3.5

[ned

Uise pf Aleohol 15 4,5 it 3.2 i 3

General Failurs

tQ cf::t..i"rerrﬂ 'i'.'.& E-gi‘ 8&3 21 ig’g

Lt
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f ot
L
¥
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Ggrhar®

Lo
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12 7.5 18 13.5

SEER

77 - o < S . - . 1 - - - , -~ -
o The topal is greatszr than the fotal pusbher of warrants hecause oo

o it s e o - 5 5. o e . e mm - . " e -
T DO TRgsons were olited oy oot cases: The aversoo nusmber of reagsus
* i Py " S aa T $ oae Ly I o ) wr s e % T
is 2.7 for the good time releoaseesz, it is 2.5, end fox the paveleez 2,8,
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