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P’robation in New Zealand has been recognized by statute sinee 1886, The Dominion
was thus one of the earlicst countries to adopt the system. It has gradually been
developed From originally being applicable only 1o first offenders until, sinee the passing
of the Offenders Probation Aet, 1920, it has applied to any offenders. The organizalion,
both from the point of view of personnel and method, hax been gradually extended and
improved, and it can now bhe elaimed that the Dominion is scerved by an cefficient and
sympathetie tcam of probation workers.  The rationale of the syslem, in so far as the
seleetion of eases and their gupervision is concerned, is elearly and suceinetly stated in
the report of the Committee set up i Kneland to deal with woeial serviees in the
Courts.  As this accords with the practice followed in the Dominion, the extrael is
quoted hercunder:—

* We have already rveferred to the need Tor care in fhe seleetion of  cases
for probation.  To place persons on probation where the eiveumstances do not
Justify it imposes an unfair burden on the Probation Officer, and brings diseredit
on the system.  Failure m unsuitable cases may ceven deter Courls from using
probation in cases whieh are suitable.  Probation may nol always be in the best
interest. of the offender.  Public interest also demands that i shall not he used
indiseriminately without duce regard to all the cirenmstances off the ease, ineluding
the character of the offence.

“TIn fairness, then, to socicty, the offender, and the Probation Officer, no
person should be placed on probation without full consideration of his previous
history and  present snrronndines,  as well as the immediate  cause  of  his
appearance hefore the Court.  Without inguiry it is tmpossible adequately  to
take into aecount. the conditions which the faw preseribes as justifyving the nse
of probation. Inquiry has both a positive as well as a negative value: it cnsures
the benefit of the system to those who are likely to profit. by i, and diseloses
those eases where probation is not likely 1o have any chaner of suceess. Morcover,
the Probation Officers who gave evidenee before us were unanbuous In expressing
the opinion that, where an offender 15 1o be placed under supevvision, i is importan
that the Probation Officer should make contact with himn at the eavliest possible
stage,  In this wayv the Probation Officer is better able 1o sernre Jhe eanfidence
of the offender and to excreise his influence more effeetively  at a later
slage. ..

“There should be a construetive offort by the Probation Officer, in co-operalion
with the probationer, to help him to fulfil his undertaking to the Court.  With
this object in view the environment of the probalioner needs speeial study.

“The probationer is rarely an isolated umit in socicty; there are wusually in
the background friends or relations who may be an influencee for good o il By
obtaining the help of the family the Probation Officer may be able to strengthen
his own efforts.

“Different probationers need different methods of treatment. This statement
may appear obvious, but it is casily forgotten, cspeeially if o uniform practiec
is adopted of vequiring probationers to report at the Probation Officcr’s room,
The high-spirvited voung man or woman requires widely different handling from
the middle-aged f{ather or mother of a family. Tt may be necessary  to
remit these visits or to vary the intervals at which they are rvequired to suit
the eircumstances of the probationer or the progress made by him.  Sometimes
an older probationer may respond best by the knowledge that the Trobation
Officer is placing trust in him and egiving him some degree of vesponsibility.  To
teach a probationer the way to help others as well as himscelf may he 1he best
method of re-cstablishing self-respeet.”

Parole~~The Crimes Amendmoent Aet statisties show that 275 persons were released
on probation during the year on the recommendation of the Prisons Board. None of these
were recommitted fo prison for breach of the conditions of their lHeense: and Awenty-
three, meluding twenty-one habitual eriminals, had their lieenses cancelled  For further
offcnees.  Considering the difficultios with whieh ihese dischareces are Taced in rehabilitating
themselves, the small percentage of  fatlures can be regavded as satisfaetory.  The
effectiveness of the present method of parole and after-cave may he judged from the facet
that during the five vears ended 31st December last, 1,663 prisoners (exeluding habitual
eriminals) were released on probation, and durving this period only 120, or T2 per cent.,
were returned to prison for failing to comply with the conditions of their release or for
other offences whilst on probation, and only 2471 per cent. have again been convietod
subscquent to discharge.

This latter form of probation, which deals with dischargees rom prison and Borstal,
though different in crigin from the probation rveferred to in the carlies pavt of this
report, calls for the same sympathetic understanding of human nature as with probationers
under the  Offenders  Probation  Act, butl, il anything, it requires a more friendly
shepherding to assist a parolee during the hazardous transition period between his firs
emergenee from the more or less artificial Tife in an institation and his finding his feet
again as a free citizen,
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