Explanatory notes by jurisdiction
Beginning in 1980 the Annual Parole Survey collected data on the total number of persons supervised on parole on January 1 and December 31 of each year and on counts of the number of persons entering and exiting parole supervision during the year. The 2006 Annual Parole Survey was sent to 54 respondents, including 52 central reporters, the California Youth Authority, and 1 municipal agency. States with multiple reporters were Alabama (2) and California (2). One State, Illinois, did not provide data. See “Illinois” for more details. 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) depends entirely upon the voluntary participation of the State Central reporters and the separate State and county agencies for the annual parole data. In 2006 the U.S. Census Bureau served as the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ collection agent, except for the Federal system. See “Federal” for more details. 
Because many jurisdictions update their population counts, the January 1, 2006, numbers may differ from those previously published on December 31, 2005.

Federal 
Data for the Federal system were provided directly to the BJS (BJS) Federal Justice Statistics Program which obtained data from the Office of Probation and Pretrial Services, Administrative Office of the United States Courts. Federal parole as defined here includes supervised release, parole, military parole, special parole, and mandatory release. Definitional differences exist between parole reported here and in other BJS data series.
“Other” entries include 39,403 parolees who entered supervision through “a term of supervised release” which means they were sentenced by a judge to a fixed term of incarceration followed by a fixed term of supervised release (statistical table 3). 

“Asian” includes an unspecified number of “Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander” parolees (statistical tables 6 and 11).
“Other” type of release includes 86,456 parolees who were supervised because they were sentenced by a judge to a fixed term of incarceration followed by a fixed term of supervised release (statistical table 10). 

Alabama

Alabama has two reporting agencies: one State and one local. Alabama’s State agency experienced a change in reporting compared to previous years, and therefore the 2006 data are not comparable to previous years. Alabama’s local agency estimated all data. 

“Completion” includes 27 parolees who exited parole because they were pardoned. “Returned to incarceration – other” includes 260 parolees who exited supervision because they were returned to incarceration, however it could not be determined whether the reason for their return was the result of a new sentence or a revocation (statistical table 4).
Alaska
Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 38 parolees who were supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical tables 1 and 2).

Arizona

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 469 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Other” status of supervision includes 469 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 2).

“Other” type of release includes 7 parolees who were under parole supervision due to a parole reinstatement (statistical table 10).
Arkansas

“Other” status of supervision includes 428 parolees who were released to a detainer (statistical table 2).
“Other” entries include 385 parolees who were released from a prisoner boot camp program (statistical table 3).

“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 71 parolees who were returned to a county jail but it could not be determined whether the reason for their return was the result of a new sentence or a revocation (statistical table 4).

California

California has two reporting agencies: Department of Corrections and California Youth Authority (CYA).

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 1,529 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 18,965 absconders who were tracked separately and 1,192 parolees who were supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical tables 1 and 2).

“Other” exits include 3 parolees who exited supervision due to a pending court action (statistical table 2).
“Mandatory” type of release includes a small, unspecified number of parolees who received a discretionary release from prison (statistical table 10).
Colorado

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 185 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement. A total of 1,742 parolees were reported to be supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement. This included an unknown number of parolees who were released to a detainer for other charges, including those detained by the Immigration and Customs Enforcement agency for deportation (statistical table 1).

“Supervised out of State” includes an unknown number of parolees released to a detainer for other charges, including those detained by the Immigration and Customs Enforcement agency for deportation (statistical table 2).

“Completion” includes one parolee who exited supervision due to a court order and one parolee who was released to probation (statistical table 4). 

Electronic monitoring is part of the intensive supervision program. The 987 parolees in the intensive supervision program were also on electronic monitoring (statistical table 9).

Delaware

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 159 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Completion” includes parolees who were discharged early. (Other unsatisfactory( includes 36 paroles who had a technical violation and 24 parolees who were convicted of a new sentence (statistical table 4). 

District of Columbia

“Other” status of supervision includes 17 parolees who were classified as “monitored departed”, 8 parolees who had a warrant executed, and 8 parolees who were on a warrant detainer (statistical table 2).

“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 873 who were returned to incarceration but whether their return was due to a new sentence or a revocation was unknown (statistical table 4).

Florida 
“Other” entries include parolees who entered supervision due to: an expired prison sentence, a conditional medical release from prison, a court-ordered release to parole, and other releases to parole from probation or custody (statistical table 3).
“Completion” includes 11 parolees who exited supervision due to a parole board action. “Other unsatisfactory” includes 472 parolees whose supervision was revoked without incarceration (statistical table 4).

“Other” type of release includes parolees who were released to supervision as the result of: an administrative court release, a conditional pardon, a provisional release, a controlled release, and other mandatory or conditional releases which could not be separated out and classified (statistical table 10).
Georgia
“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 853 parolees who were in jail at the time their parole sentence expired (statistical table 4).
Idaho
Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 170 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Completion” includes 4 parolees who exited parole and were placed on probation, but it was unknown whether the probation sentence was part of the same sentence or for a new sentence. “Other unsatisfactory” exits include 788 parolees who exited supervision due to a technical violation but were not sent back to incarceration (statistical table 4).

Illinois

Illinois did not report on its parole population for 2006. Both the ratio of entries to the January 1 population and the ratio of exits to the January 1 population were estimated for 2006 from data provided by Illinois for 2005. These ratios were applied to the number on parole in Illinois on January 1, 2006, (estimated from the count on December 31, 2005). The December 31, 2006, parole population was estimated by adding the estimated number of entries and subtracting the estimated number of exits from the January 1, 2006, parole population (statistical table 1).

Indiana
“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 2,120 parolees who exited supervision because they were returned to incarceration, but it was unknown whether their return was due to a new sentence or a revocation (statistical table 4).

Iowa

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 296 parolees who were supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement (tables 6.2 and 6.3).
“Completion” includes 1 parolee who exited supervision because the sentence was terminated on appeal and 1 parolee who exited because the conviction was overturned. “Other unsatisfactory” includes 1 parolee who exited supervision because the sentence was terminated due to a violation. “Other” includes 1 parolee who exited because the sentence was terminated by the court (statistical table 4).
Kansas

The total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 315 absconders who were tracked separately (statistical tables 1 and 2).
“Completion” includes 1,952 parolees who exited supervision due to an expired sentence and 203 parolees who exited supervision through a parole board decision. Under “new law” sentencing guidelines, parolees are sentenced to a fixed term of supervision, which can expire. Offenders sentenced prior to “new law” are on parole indefinitely and can only be released by a parole board decision. “Returned to incarceration – other” includes 5 parolees who exited parole and were returned to incarceration due to an administrative hold. “Other unsatisfactory” exits includes 133 parolees who exited parole because a warrant was issued (statistical table 4).

“More than one year” includes a relatively small but undetermined number of parolees for whom the incarceration portion of their sentence was “one year or less.” All of these parolees were sentenced for a felony (statistical table 7). 

Kentucky
The total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 1,095 absconders who were tracked separately (statistical table 1 and 2).

“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 204 parolees who exited supervision because their case was closed, but they were returned to incarceration. “Other” exits include 10 parolees who exited supervision due to a court order (statistical table 4).

Louisiana

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 591 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Other” entries include 1 parolee who entered parole through a medical release from prison (statistical table 3).

“Completion” includes 950 parolees who exited supervision because, due to the effects hurricane Katrina and Rita had on resources, had their case reviewed and were deemed low risk with a short time remaining under supervision. “Returned to incarceration – other” includes 114 parolees who exited supervision because they were returned to incarceration, but it was unknown whether their return was due to a new sentence or a revocation. “Other unsatisfactory” exits include 3,475 parolees who exited supervision because of a revocation for which they were not returned to incarceration (statistical table 4).
Maryland
Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 455 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Other” status of supervision includes 130 parolees who were delinquent and in custody (statistical table 2).

“Completion” includes 5 parolees who exited supervision early because their sentence was terminated (statistical table 4).

Massachusetts

“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 873 parolees who exited supervision and were incarcerated because they were awaiting a revocation hearing to determine whether the revocation would be affirmed (statistical table 4).

Michigan

“Property” includes an unknown number of parolees who were convicted of a public-order offense (statistical table 8).
Mississippi
The total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 231 parolees supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1 and 2).

“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 174 parolees who exited supervision because they were returned to incarceration, but it was unknown whether their return was due to a new sentence or a revocation (statistical table 4).

Missouri
“Returned to incarceration – other” includes 2,998 parolees who exited supervision and were returned to incarceration to receive treatment. “Other” includes 857 parolees who exited supervision with a pending status because at one point they were returned to incarceration without authorization from the Department of Corrections (statistical table 4).

Montana
The total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes an estimated 155 parolees supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement. Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional estimated 96 parolees supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1 and 2).

“Completion” includes 134 parolees who exited parole supervision and were placed on probation (statistical table 4).

New Jersey
Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 542 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Other” status of supervision includes 1,167 parolees who had a warrant (statistical table 2).

“Other” entries include 604 parolees who entered parole supervision for life (statistical table 3).

“Other” type of release includes 3,215 parolees who were released from prison and placed on parole supervision for life (statistical table 10)

New Mexico
New Mexico experienced a change in reporting compared to previous years, and therefore the 2006 data are not comparable to previous years.
New York

“Other” status of supervision includes parolees in a deportation status or incarcerated in other States (statistical table 2).

“Other” entries include 1,629 parolees released from prison at the time of their eligibility, without an appearance before a parole board. This type of release is referred to by New York as a “presumptive release” and inmates who served sentences for non-violent offenses and had no history of violence were eligible. The presumptive release law was enacted in 2003, implemented at the end of 2003, and became fully operational during 2004. “Other” entries also include 509 parolees who were sentenced directly to parole supervision with the requirement that they complete a 90-day drug and alcohol treatment program. This type of entry is referred to by New York as “judicially sanctioned” and falls under the Sentencing Reform Act of 1995. Certain drug and property offenders were eligible. Lastly, “other” entries include 98 parolees who were released from local jails. In 2006, the New York Division of Parole resumed responsibility for the supervision of selected inmates released from local jails after having served a sentence of less than one year. These parolees are under supervision for one year (statistical table 3).
“Other” exits include 16 parolees who exited supervision as the result of a court order and 10 who exited due to a parole board action (statistical table 4). 
“Other” type of release includes 3,340 parolees released from prison at the time of their eligibility, without an appearance before a parole board. This type of release is referred to by New York as a “presumptive release” and inmates who served sentences for non-violent offenses and had no history of violence were eligible. The presumptive release law was enacted in 2003, implemented at the end of 2003, and became fully operational during 2004. “Other” type of release also includes 1,207 parolees who were sentenced directly to parole supervision with the requirement that they complete a 90-day drug and alcohol treatment program. This type of entry is referred to by New York as “judicially sanctioned” and falls under the Sentencing Reform Act of 1995. Certain drug and property offenders were eligible. Lastly, “other” type of release includes 98 parolees who were released from local jails. In 2006, the New York Division of Parole resumed responsibility for the supervision of selected inmates released from local jails after having served a sentence of less than one year. These parolees are under supervision for one year (statistical table 10).

North Dakota

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 84 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

Ohio

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes an unspecified number of parolees on an inactive status (statistical tables 1 and 2).

“Other” exits include 1,062 parolees who exited active supervision and were placed on an inactive status. Inactive parolees are tracked separately and are excluded from the total yearend population (statistical table 4).

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania has two State reporting agencies.  The first agency reported for the State and the second agency reported for the counties. The State agency reporting for the counties was unable to report county-level entries and exits. Therefore, entries to parole for county agencies were estimated based on county data for 1998, which was the last year Pennsylvania was able to provide county-level entries and exits. Entries were estimated by applying the ratio of 1998 entries to the January 1 county population in1998 to the January 1, 2006 county population. Exits were estimated by adding the estimated entries to the January 1, 2006, county population and subtracting the December 31, 2006, county population (statistical table 1).   

“Completion” includes probationers who exited supervision early or exited to a detainer (statistical table 4).

Rhode Island

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 45 parolees supervised out of State through an interstate compact agreement (statistical tables 1 and 2).
The Department of Corrections’ information system does not track “Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander” or “Two or more races” (statistical table 6).
South Carolina
“Other” exits include parolees who were either deported or had their sentence reversed (statistical table 4).

South Dakota 
Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 55 parolees supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

“Other” entries include parolees who had their incarceration sentences suspended and then were released to parole supervision (statistical table 3).

“Other” type of release includes 2,085 parolees who were released from prison to “presumptive parole.” This type of parole includes inmates who were released from prison on the release date which was determined at the time of sentencing. If inmates do not abide by institutional standards while incarcerated though, it is possible for the release date to be postponed (statistical table 10). 
Tennessee 

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 437 parolees who were supervised by other States through an interstate compact agreement and includes an additional 791 parolees who were supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical tables 1 and 2). 

Texas 
“Other” entries include both discretionary and mandatory releases from institutions other than the Texas Department of Criminal Justice – Corrections Institutional Division (statistical table 3).

Intensive supervision and electronic monitoring were a combined program. The 2,616 parolees on electronic monitoring were included in the 2,797 parolees under intensive supervision (statistical table 9).

Utah

“Other” status of supervision includes parolees who were deported but whose parole sentence was not terminated and parolees in Federal custody (statistical table 2).
“Other unsatisfactory” exits include parolees whose sentences expired and other unsatisfactory exits. “Other” exits include 41 parolees who were deported (statistical table 4). 
Vermont

All data were estimated. Total parole population on December 31, 2006, excludes 23 parolees supervised in other States through an interstate compact agreement and includes an additional 24 parolees supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical tables 1 and 2).

“Other, returned to incarceration” includes 33 parolees who were in jail awaiting a parole board violation decision (statistical table 4).

The Department of Corrections’ information system does not track “Hispanic” or “Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander” and therefore these parolees may be included in  “White”, “Black/African American”, “American Indian/Alaska Native”, “Asian” or “Not known” (statistical tables 6 and 11).
Virginia

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 731 parolees supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1). 

Washington

“Other unsatisfactory” exits include 901 parolees whose sentence to parole was terminated. “Other” exits include parolees whose parole sentence maxed out and parolees who exited supervision due to a legislative mandate (statistical table 4).
Wisconsin

“Other” status of supervision includes 781 parolees who were on warrant status due to a violation (statistical table 2). 
“Other” entries include 109 parolees who were released from prison to parole supervision as the result of a mental health conditional release (statistical table 3).

“Completion” includes 95 parolees who exited supervision as the result of a court order. “Other unsatisfactory” exits include 33 parolees who had their parole sentence revoked by the court but were not returned to prison (statistical table 4).

“Asian” includes an unspecified number of parolees who were “Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander” (statistical table 6).
“Other” type of release includes 312 parolees who were released from prison to parole supervision as the result of a mental health conditional release (statistical table 10).

Wyoming

Total parole population on December 31, 2006, includes an additional 117 parolees supervised for other States through an interstate compact agreement (statistical table 1).

