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ESPOUSED OBJECTIVES WITHOUT PRACTICAL PURPOSE?

After decades of an intense effort
to 1incarcerate the masses of the
poor and disenfranchised of this
nation, followed by the many
studies, reports, and statistics,
shouldn't this experiment have drawn
some pretty obvious conclusions by
now, and come to an end?

The 2.5 million pecple who've
been withering away in BAmerica's
prisons and Jjails over the past 3
decades, today, are still given no
clear explanation of Jjust what
rehabilitation consists of, and what
is it that indicates to the state
that rehabilitation has occurred.
-A convenient ambiguity for a parole
board that claims rehabilitation has
not occurred in 99% of the cases
that come before them.

When will the voting public ever
grow tired of being told that their
prison systems are in the business
of public safety, and then finding
that only those who pose the highest
degree of threat to society are
being released from prisons and
being recommitted at the astonishing
rate of 75%? The term-to-life
prisoner population, generally

comprised of those with a commitment
offense defined by law as "violent",
have consistently enjoyed the lowest
recidivism rates throughout every
state in the nation. In California,
the number of term-to-life prisoners
returned to prison for having
committed a new crime after being
released is virtually nil. For those
few prisoners who's .crimes are
defined as ‘"nonviolent", they are
consistently returned to the prison
system with new offenses or parole
violations about 70% of the time.
For whatever reason, it's clear

that the term—to-life prisoner
population is the only true
authority on just what

rehabilitation is, and how to
achieve it within even the worst of
prison systems. This is reflected in
their incredibly low recidivism
rates. Unfortunately, at 1least in
the State of California, about half
of those who's crimes are considered
"violent" are given indeterminate
sentences (term-to~life) and paroled
less than 1% of the time. Most of
the other half of those with a
violent offense are given so many
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without practical PURPOSE, cont'd
years they'll have passed before
release comes. This generally leaves
only the small percentage of those
with a '"nonviolent" offense to
comprise the class of prisoners
being released each year. This is a
system where only those who have
proven to be the most likely to
fail, are released. This is a system
designed to fail.

As term-to-life prisoners, we
need no studies or statistics to
know what works, and what doesn't,
in the areas of corrections or
"rehabilitation". It's not even a
grey area. If a person is provided
with basic social skills (life
skills) so he/she can get along with
others in society, and has access to
vocational training (trade skills)
enabling him/her to properly support
themselves monetarily, they're not
likely to return to prison. If
they're released without any 1life
skills or trade skills, but only
with the bad attitude ingrained into
their psyche from years of
oppressive disrespect inflicted by
prison staff, they WILL and DO come
back! The prison system in
California has been hooked on the
"punishment only" principle for so
many decades, its own incredibly
high recidivism rates have driven
the prisoner population up to
173,000, rendering its own medical
delivery system dysfunctional, and
causing at least one prisoner death
per week. Finally, the federal
courts stepped in and ordered the

state to reduce its prison
population.

Since January of this year, the
California prison system has
published three significant

regulation changes concerning the

rehabilitation or release of those
with a serious or violent felony.
The first was published January 9th,
amending CCR. §3610(f) which now
requires a mandatory referral to a
Parole Outpatient facility for any
civil commitments with a "violent
offender" designation, if their
parcole agent believes they gave a
false reason for an absence. The
second change in regulations was
published February 27th, amending
CCR. §3043.6, giving first priority
to only those with nonviolent
offenses when arriving at prisons
with limited wocational/training
programs, and makes prisoners with

any serious or violent felony
ineligible for the same kind of
priorities and benefits. -This

little rule change claims to be
pursuant to SB 618, previously
passed by California's Legislature.
And finally, the most recent rule
change published on April 10Oth,
amends CCR. §3721(3)(B) requiring
the CDCR to consider whether or not
the parclee's offense is "serious or
violent" when preparing a discharge
review report.

The common thread between each of
the recent changes in regulation is
they all (once again) advantage and
favor the nonviolent offender while
creating a more restrictive
disadvantage for those with crimes
that are often arbitrarily deemed as
serious or violent offenses. The
vast majority of prisoners fall
under this category. This tends to
indicate that the state, both at the
administrative level and the
legislative level, are still
pandering to the same o©ld politics
of fear, by continuing their failed
formula of providing rehabilitation
and release programs only to those
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few prisoners who have proven to
fail 70% of the time (nonviolent
offenders) ., while withdrawing
rehabilitation and release programs
from those proven to  succeed
virtually 100% of the time (term-to-
life prisoners). The new direction
California's prison system seems to
claim does not seem to be indicated,
at least not within their current
changes in regulation. The new
policy changes neither encourage
rehabilitation programming for the
vast majority of the prison
population, nor do they address the
crippling overcrowded conditions.

The facts have become clear that
more of the same old style of
oppressive, punitive prison
administration will only yield more
of the same old lack of
rehabilitative programming,
resulting in more overcrowding as
the current recidivism rates tend to
suggest. If California's legislature
and prison administrators were
serious about moving toward
rehabilitation and reduced prison
populations, shouldn't this also be
reflected in the printed words of
their current policy changes?

TRUTH

Every man
who expresses an honest thought
is a soldier
in the army of intellectual liberty.

ROBERT G. INGERSOLL
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CREATIVE CONCEPTS

There are widely-accepted
concepts about behaviors that
develop within our society, all of
which are considered to be "normal”.
Some individuals might have their
own unique concepts about how they
relate to the world around them.
These  are people that might
sometimes be considered gquirky,
strange, or just plain weird. And
finally, there are those individuals
whose concepts have been changed by
physical abuse, excessive stress,
alcohol or drug usage, and other
traumatic events in their lives.
These individuals can become
suicidal, violent and totally
unpredictable. Their concepts about
the world can be both shocking and
frightening. The concepts we have as
individuals determine how we see the
world around us, and help us to
understand our place within it, and
how we respond to other people and
our environment. Our concepts give
us perspective.

Robin Hood had a concept that
allowed him to believe that it was
ckay to rob and steal, but only from
the rich, and only if he gave to the
poor. His concept was derived from
the personal injustice done to him
and his family. He was further
affected by the people he met and
the events that he witnessed within
his own country. A father might have
the concept that it's okay to kidnap
his child from its mother, if she
were addicted to drugs or
endangering their child in some way.
A man who has lost his immediate
family to tragedy might believe that
he has no reason to continue living
or that revenge on the person
responsible, is the right thing to
do. These concepts are all incorrect
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creative CONCEPTS, cont'd
and outside of society's thoughts of
acceptable and "normal" behavior.

How do we recognize our own
concepts and how they fit into
the society in which we all belong?
We begin by understanding the basis
that our concepts were created from
and the environmental effects which
can shape them over time. Doing this
is as simple as asking ourselves why
we do the things that we do. For
example, when you hear about a
tragedy on the news, one of your
first questions is usually -why did
it happen? Then, you later realize
that the person involved acted due
to a bad 1living situation, a
domestic relationship gone bad, drug
usage, or they lost their Jjob and
couldn't find another one. Only then
do you begin to understand how their
concepts had been changed to the
point where they believed that
violence was an appropriate
response, or that there was no hope
for them and suicide had even become
an option. ¢

Whatever the case, it isn't that
you agree with their actions, it's
that you understand why they acted
a3 they did. Because you understand
how their concepts were affected by
their environment, you begin to see
how the incorrect concepts were
formed. Our concepts guide our
actions and our responses to the
world we live in.

When things happen to us, we
should be aware of how our thoughts
may be changing as a result of what
ever may be happening to us. We must
think to ourself -how do our
thoughts fit in with the concepts of
society? We should also realize that
when we are frustrated by any
situation, it can be wvery easy for
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us to alter our concepts in order to
either escape the situation, or to
change it into a 1less frustrating
situation. When this happens, these
changes are usually taken by others
as abrupt and spontaneous reactions
that are "out of character" by us,
and a cause for «concern. Our
evaluation of ourselves, combined
with feedback from our friends and
family, will give us an accurate
understanding of o concepts and how
they fit into society. When there is
an inconsistency: we should
react with serious contemplation
about how we are perceiving things,
and determine whether and what
change may be necessary, before we
continue any further.

It may be vital to our very
existence as we know it, to
determine whether our concepts are
ones with which we agree; or not. Be
sure that you know yourself well.
You can do this by continuing to
recognize your internal concepts and
changes that are often reflected in
your day-to-day actions and

reactions.
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*ANTI-PROP.9 LITIGATION*

In an order issued on March 4,
2009, Senior Judge Lawrence K.
Karlton, GRANTED the plaintiffs'
motion for class certification in
Gilman v. Davis CIV S-05-830 LKK/GGH
U.S. Eastern Dist. Court. All
California prisoners who "are
subject to the parole determination
process" within the state should now
be considered members of this class-
action suit. Judge Karlton reasoned
that  "because plaintiffs have
alleged system—wide practices;
plaintiffs' alleged injuries are
necessarily typical of (if not
identical to) those of the unnamed
class members."

This suit was brought by eight
California term-to-life prisoners
currently confined to state prison.
The case challenges the factors
considered by the Board of Parole
Hearings  (BPH) in  determining
whether to grant parole, the
adegquacy of the statements of
reasons provided when parole is
denied, the multi-year denials
between hearings,and the governor's
ability to review such
determinations by alleging
violation of Ex Post Facto and due
process violations. Plaintiffs
further allege that the Prop. 9
amendments to Cal. Pen. Code §3041.5
both wviolate the Ex Post Facto
clause and cause
deferred for reasons unrelated to

the statutory criteria provided in

§3041(a)-(b). The suit seeks
declaratory and injunctive relief to
cure these violations, including an
injunction against retroactive
application of Proposition 9 to
members of the plaintiff class. The
case is still pending. -Stay tuned.

parcle to be .

HOPE

Within the next few days, my
fourth parole grant and its
"governor's review" will have come
to a conclusion. When they inform me
of the decision, there's only two
possible outcomes for me; release
from prison, or continuing to be
subjected to more parole hearings.
After three decades of impriscnment,
I'm looking forward to release on
parole. After three prior governors'
denials of parole, I am aware that
release may be denied once again.

Being in this position gives me a
perspective that maybe one in a
million people can understand first
hand. There's the emotional and
mental hope for that long awaited,
and earned, final prize; my freedom.
Plans of spending time with my
family and friends, of working a
real job, of going places; of eating
real and tasty food, and of so much
more... All on hold until I hear if
the governor will reverse yet
another of my parole grants.

S0, I hedge myself against the
possibility that the governor may
deny this parole grant as well. If
he does, it means another parole
hearing with its trials and aches.
This leaves me in a strange place
mentally and emotionally. What do I
prepare for?

My family and the rush of
feelings that come with actually
being in their physical presence, or
that parole hearing (having its own
set of feelings) and more prison
time? The former is filled with
excitement, joy, love, and hope for
the future; while the latter brings
visions of despair, sadness, and the
struggle of emotions that all term—
to-life prisoners deal with on a
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