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The Continuing Leverage of Paroling Authorities: Findings from a National Survey
The Consideration of Victims in Parole Release Decision Making

Victims participate in the parole release process in various ways, from speaking at the hearings to writing letters.
Although many factors contribute to the parole release decision-making process, the victim's input is almost always considered.
Despite the widespread inclusion of victims in the process, Releasing Authority Chairs ranked the importance of victim input as moderate compared to other factors.
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Releasing Authority Chairs’ Ranking of Release Factors

Information Considered at Release
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