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Parole Supervision of Female Offenders

One of the responsibilities of the New York State Division of Parole 1s
to supervise persons released from state aqd local correctional facilities whe
are subject to indeterminate terms of imprisonment. Of theseoreleasee53 a '
small portion are female offenders. As of August 31, 1989, 4% of the Division's
caseload was comprised of women. Seventy-one percent (71%) of all releasees
1ive in the New York City area which covers Bronx, K1ggs, New York, Queens,
Richmond, Rockland, and Westchester. In close comparison, 73% of the female
releasees in the state live in New York City. Chgrt 1 displays the New York
State female releasee population in each area office.

Chart 1

New York State
Women On Parole Supervision-By Area
(As of August 31, 1980)
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Crimes By Conviction Offense

City.

An analysis of the crimes of conviction of women on isi i

i parole supervision in
the New York City area qemonstrates that drug possession/sale felonies account
for 38% of such convictions; 36% for women under supervision outside of New York

Twenty

of Robbery.
convictions.
account for approximately 16% of the crimes of conviction. Property crimes (14%)

were the fourth largest crime type. (For a complete breakdown of female
f st _ . % offenders
by the crime of conviction in the New York City area, see Table 2 below.)

Crime of
Conviction

percent (20%) of the New York City female offenders were convicted

In other areas across the state, only 10% of the women had robbery

Across the state and in New York City, Murder/Manslaughter felonies

Table 2

Women Parolees on Active Supervision Caseloads in New York City

(As of August 31, 1980)
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Maximum Terms

One percent (1%) of the women under parole supervision in the New York City
area were serving maximum terms of less than one year.* Thirty-seven percent
(37%) have sentences carrying maximums from 1 to 5 years; 20% are serving maximum
terms of 6 to 10 years; 5% range from 11 to 19 year maximums. One percent (1%)
are serving maximum terms of 20 to 30 years. Thirty-six percent (36%) of the
maximums of the women studied in the New York City area were life sentences.
This figure is indicative of the high percentage of women serving state sentences
for drug felonies with their corresponding sentences of "cne year to 1ife".

Method of Release

In the New York City area, 82% of the women on parole supervision are
Board-released (paroled by the Board of Parole). Ten percent (10%) are condi-
tional releasees. Conditional release is granted when two-thirds of the maximum
sentence has been served and there is no loss of good time. The remaining 8%
are local releasees* and parolees released from other state's correctional
facilities (COOPS).

Age and Ethnic Composition

Half (51%) of the women under parole supervision are twenty-six to
thirty-five years old. Of these, 30% are from ages 26 to 30 years; 21% are
ages 31 to 35 years of age. Sixteen percent (16%) are ages 21 to 25. Most
of the remaining third fall into ages 36-40 (13%), 41 to 45 years (4%), and
those women over 51 years of age account for 6%. An ethnic breakdown of the
women under supervision demonstrates that 64% are Black, White are 18%, and
Hispanic are 17%. (See Table 3 below for the New York City.breakdown.)

Table 3
MNew York City Women Parolees
Age and Ethnic Breakdown
Age % Race 2
16-20 7% . Black 64%
21-25 16% White 18%
26-30 30% Hispanic 17%
31-35 21% Other 1%
36-40 13%
41-45 9%
46-50 5%
51-55 3%
56 + %
Unkrown 2%

*For an explanation of local parole,
see New York State Parole Handbook
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_ White female parolees in a statewide profile, however, make up 25%,
while Hispanics are 12.5%, and Black women are 62% of the total.
below demonstrates an ethnic and age breakdown of women on parole in New

York State.)

Present Ade

16 - 20
21 - 25
26 - 30
31 - 35
36 - 40
41 - 45
46 - 50
51 - 55
56 - Up
Unknown
Total

Table 4

New York State Women On Parole

Black
5
71.4%

66
60%

128
65%

82
65.1%

49
59.8%

24
50%

16
51.6%

12
66.7%

13
65%

1
73.3%

406
62.1%
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29.

22.
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26.

35.

32.

27.
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24

.6%

29
4%

44
3%

27

4%

163
.9%

Hispanic

0%

13
11.8%

24
12.2%
13.5%
13.4%

14.6%

16.1%

82
12.5%

Other
0
0%

2.
1.8%

1
.5%
0
0%
0
0%

0
0%

0
0%

0
0%

0
0%

0%

.5%

(Table 4

Total

100%

110
100%

197
100%

126
100%

82
100%

48
100%

31
100%

18
100%

20
100%

15
99.9%

654
100%



Levels of Supervision

‘ ' isi ith different
{ York State there are three ]eve1s of parole superv1§1on wi 171
repor%?ngeppquirements: Intensive, Active, ang Reduc?d Super§1gég?ételhigﬁm1gf
i isi i i ser an
also a Special Supervision Program which provides a clo 2r an jcter form of
isi i lony Offenders. Intensive Supervision req
parole supervision for Violent Fg e, 151on requ
~weekly) to her Parole Officer.
a parolee to repor* weekly (or b1.wge i R et manty Dacalees
Officer makes at least one home visit and one employme t 4 1ee
i i isi Parole Officer makes one home visi
in Active Supervision report monthly and the ‘ A
' hs. When a parolee is on Re
each month and an employment check every two mont : neducer
isi isi i three months; an employment chec
Supervision, she visits the Paro!e 0ff1c¢r every e o
and home visit are made on a similar basis. In a sample ces on .
isi i i ly three-fourths of the women were
supervision in each area, approximate ) 2-fourths of the women were on in
sive and Active Supervision. About 38% are in Intens p rvis er&ised e
tive Supervision. Fourteen percent {1@4) of women ar p 1de
%ﬂgegpégia1 Supgrvision Program and the remaining 12% are in Reduced Superv1s1op.
(See Table 5 below.)

Table 5

Levels of Supervision

Area Intensive Active Reduced Special Tetal
;;;—§ork City 149 140 47 68 404
Albany 8 11 5 . 4 28
Buffalo 16 10 5 2 33
Rochester 22 10 1 1 34
Syracuse 5 5 2 2 14
Canton 2 0 0 0 2
Elmira 1 2 0 1 4
Poughkeepsie 3 6 3 3 15
Hempstead 9 ‘ 18 7 _E- _ii
Total 215 202 70 81 568
(38%) (36%)  (12%) (14%) (100%)

Drug‘and Alcohol Dependence

Thirty-five percent (35%) of the women in the New York City areabhavg Sﬁgg
reported as drug and/or alcohol dependent. However, it must be gememwﬁgih that
this percentage does not include moderate or serious substance abuse
increase the percentage.

Employment

Only 43.8% of women offenders under

parole supervision are employed
(full or part-time) and/or are involved i

n school programs.
Discharges of New York City Women Parolees

One hundred ninety (190) women in the New York Cit
from parole supervision during a one-year period (Septe
1980). (A person can be discharged from supervision as a result of maximum

expiration of sentence, or following at least three consecutive years of
unrevoked parole supervision with Board approval.)

Y area were discharged
mber 1979 - August 31,

In reviewing the five major crime of conviction categories, 30% of those
discharged were sentenced for Drug Possession/Sale Crimes. Seventeen percent
(17%) were convicted for Robbery, and 13% were convicted of Murder/Manslaughter
felonies. Fourteen percent (14%) were in prison for Property Crime convictions.
Table 6 below demonstrates the level of supervision at the time of discharge.

Table 6

Caseload Movement

Current Discharge
Intensive 38% 27%
Active 36% 47%
Reduced 12% 20%
Special 14% | 2%
Death, Unknown 0% 2%

Few women are discharged from Special Su
a built-in decreasing level of supervision.
S€en as women move from Intensive into Active
two-thirds of the women under supervision are
Supervision; Active 47%; Reduced 20%.
Intensive level (27%) with few (2%) dis
Of this 2% (n=2), the women were rei
maximum expiration. Of the women di
City, 74% were Board-Released, 13% w
13% were Local and COOP cases.

pervision because the program has
An increasing discharge rate can be
and Reduced Supervision. At least
discharged from Active and Reduced
The remaining third are mostly in the
charged while on Special Supervision.
eased from prison within one year of thejr
scharged from parole supervision in New York
ere Conditional Releasees, and the remaining



The ethnic and racial characteristics of discharged women parolees are:
Black women 60%. White women 27%, Hispanics 12%. (The remaining 1% is attributed
to "Others" such as the American Indian.)

Table 7 below shows the close comparison of age and racial breakdowns of
New York City discharged females to women under active parole supervision in
New York City.

Table 7

Comparison of Age and Race of Discharged Females
To YWomen Under Active Parole Supervision in the New York City Area

Race "Current Discharge %
Black 64% 60%
White 18% - 27%
Hispanic 17% 12%
Other 1% 1%
Age

16 - 20 T% 0%
21 - 25 16% 17%
26 - 30 . 30% 22%
31 - 35 21% 24%
36 - 40 13% 7%
41 - 45 9% 7%
46 - 50 5% 9%
51 - 55 .3% 5%
56 = Up 3% .5%
Unknown 2% 13%
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Returns of New York City Women Parolees

te prison.
mail portion of parolees are FEtUVHEdS{eg¥]y1SgO§?a2§ Somen N
ing s one.year period (Sepiember 1, 1979 - Augy 1,1080), 28 women @ os
During a gne Yiﬁg Eew York City area were returnedstgﬁs:er 2 series of due process
paro1egs rom . . Revocation occur C . e conditions
fo]1ow1ngbrevgcg§1gnpggpgﬁgglgnce(of evidence that a violation of th
hearings base
of parole has occurred.)

isti i i vailable on fema}e
i statistical information a e e ators
e be]ggdsgymi;;z§zwt25rk City Area who were returned as paro
arolees supervi .
Sithin a one-year period.

Table 8

ion While On Parole
rned to Incar;erat1on :
WOm?E ﬁgﬁuYork City Dur1ng A One-Year Period

i %
Crime of Conviction
29%
Robbery 2
Sgle/Possession of Drugs e
Murder/Manslaughter 107
Property Crimes
%
Release Type . .
Board 82>
Conditional Release i
Local and COQP
of
Race 85;
Black ot
Mhite :
Hispanic
%
Age b
16 - 20 o
21 - 25 25%
A 11
él - 35 5t
36 - 40 o
47 - 45 -
46 - 50 i
51 - 55 o
Snknonn 10%
Unknown

NOTE: While the percentage of Black won

Active and Discharged parolees, it appears to j
as parole violators (85%).
the year thap Whites or

involved. Age also appears of women returned. Women parolees
of 21 to 25 years of age return at the highest rat

e (32%), while older women (31 tq
35 years old) are returned at a lower rate of 11¢. Only 8% of the returned women
Were ages 41 to 50, '

The following comparisons are for female Parolees in New York City by crime
of conviction.

Sugggsgsion Discharged Returned
Drug Sale/Possession 38% 30% 219
Robbery 20% 17% 29%
Murder/Mans]aughter 15% 133 18%
Property 14% 14% 14%

The profile of the ex-offender
during the past decase. He (she

has been well established
no skills as well as 1imi

and articulated
) is often of a racial Minority, has Tittle or
ted work experience.

However, the forgotten offender is more often the woma
very similar to that of th i
by ihe fact that
prison.
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