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Abstract

P
‘ The objectives of this study were to investigate the opinions
two heads of correctional institutions about the. pardons system,

0 study the rules, performing orders and the limitation of such -

ardons system, to examine the administrative structure and cooperation
ong'the oonoerned'divisions including a study the effects of problems

-—

e pardons system.

The samples are 106 heads of Corrections.

The data ate gathered through’ questlonairs.
The results of this study were as foliow;

1. ' The heads of the correctional institutions the penal

ossessed no different views concerning general procedures.

2. Both of them .considered that the types of institution )

nfluenced the. pardons system.‘

" 3. These factors include age, educational level, time spent
:;in official status and specialldegrees which they had. These had no

effect on the different opinions about the pardons system.

4. Both of them agreed with the improvement of the rules

- process, practical items and the legal issues in order to be flexible

in the present situation.



hd

5. Both Of them viewed the proeednre that the authorized

%ler should relax the result of the court's decision to accused as

oon ‘as the final summary of eucn procednres take place.

»

‘Both of them agreed that adviser should be guiding and

the process for helping in these pardoné systeﬁ.
[l
Both of them have and idea about the assessment of the

' nbehevior of those who were pardoned. They should be .
and followed so to prevent/theLrecriminelization and .

a ngadfly" ! in the‘ontside society.

‘Both of the; belived that the pardons system is part of
nic'system for example, the nationél-budget can help withdecreas,

N articular, the national budgetting the crowding in the penal

y

-

,stitutlons..

9. Both of them belived that the pardons system could help
ly some released persons to be good due to the handicaps of the
oc1oyeconom1c status of the person and the problem of relationship

ith the free society..

10. Both of them suggested that the government should greatly
elp the released person in order that they can enter various
rofessions. (such as be coming a soldier) or help place them in

he jobs for which they are eligible.

11. Both of them, futurmore, also gave the adViee that the
rivate bussiness sector should help released persons get available
obs so that they can take care of themselves and their families

th the money they earn.



