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NEW ALTERNATIVES FOR AN ANTIQUATED PAROLE PROCESS

With so many of us having served
far more time than our legally
imposed sentence requires, most

| of us at somé point have contem-

plated exactly what a fair and
just parole consideration process
would look like, if there was no
parole board involved. No parole
board, no parole commissioners,
and most importantly, nmo politi-
cized decision making process
heavily infiltrated by career law
enforcement types who have spent
their entire lives devoted to
increased incarceration rates, or
to ideals of retribution on be-
half of certain vendetta-oriented
victim groups. Obviously, these
are the issues at the heart of why
any parole consideration process
would become so politicized and
biased, basically unable to comply
with the laws and regulations

that govern it.

For the greater part of the
last 30 years, those who have
fallen victim to California’s
dysfunctional parole process have
tirelessly approached members of
the state legislature, hoping to
find those with the courage to
oppose their counterparts who are
beholden to the interests that
lobby for more retribution. Be-
cause concepts of vengeance and
retribution continue to have a
hold on the state legislature,
most have since turned to the
courts. Unfortunately, what few
successes have been achieved
through litigation have had little
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impact on a board that, for so
many years, has become accustomed
to operating above the law. The
only rules or regulations the
board seems to honor these days
are those which they themselves
had internally generated and
quietly propagated through the
questionable practices of Califor-
nia's Office of Administrative
Law.

All of this seems to again point
to only one possible alternative;
a parole consideration process
without a parole board. This is
the only possible solution if we
sincerely wish to remove political
agendas, tampering by special in-
terests lobbying for retribution,
and a parole board exclusively
employed by- those with anti-parole
bias, mostly due to lengthy ca-
reers in police work. Let's face
it, so long as emotions, and
people with a propensity to act
on them, are in the position to
make policy and actively decide
in matters of parole consideration,
no ameunt of legislatively enacted
laws, or court imposed mandates,
will trump an emotionally driven
agenda.

During the late 1990's and
early 2000's, there was a lot of
talk about replacing parole boards
with a three-judge panel. But this
idea seemed to fade once the dis-
cussion turned to how we would go
about picking the 3 judges. -Polit-
ical interests would become in-
volved. Another idea was to appoint






