
Authority at the request of county authorities. 

processed at Northern Reception Center and CI inic. 

in 1971. 

Contracts for Youth Authority clinic diagnosis were held by 39 counties 

in fiscal year 1973-74. In 1972-73, 36 counties held contracts and in 1971-72, 

42 counties held contracts. 

Table 1 gives the basic characteristics of the cases diagnosed, by clinic 

of admission and sex of subject. 

The ag~ range was from 12 to 19 years of age with the median age for males 

being 16.6 and 15.7 for females. 

Most of the cases were caucasian (60 perce~t), as in previous years. 

Most of the cases were. from the Southern Cal ifornia counties (35 percent). 

The largest number of cases from a single county was the 40 from Los Angeles 

COl·nty. 

Burglary was the largest offense category for males. 

The mean length of stay for males was 6.0 weeks compared to 5.5 weeks in 

1972. There was also an increase in time for females, from 6.1 weeks in 1972 

to 6.7 weeks in 1973. 

Table 2 shows the cl inic recommendation by sex and cl inic. The largest 

percentage were recommended for probation in their own homes (45 percent), 

about the same as in 1971 (43 percent), but somewhat lower than 1972 (53 

percent) • 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.



The recoIllOOndat ion of "probation with special cond j ti.onsor the Youth 

Autf.:iority" dropped from 14 percent in 1971 to 4 percent in 1972,' then rose to 

06 percent in 1973. The recommendation of "Youth'Authority only," which had 
.~. 

ri$,en from 22 percent in 1971 to 28 percent in 1972, dropped back to 23 percent. 
::\ 

Tables 3 and 4 show the clinic refommendation by the Youth Authority status 

for males and females, respectively. Nine percent of the males and 35 percent 

c of the females were committed to the Youth Authority after a recommendation for 

probation. Where the Youth Authority was recommended as an alternative or 

directly, 54 percent of the males and 88 percent of the females were committed 

~uring the year. 
~. 

Tcibles 5 an~ 6 show the clinic recommendation and the basic characteristics 

for the males and the females, respectively. Recommendations to Youth Authority 

was used most often for males from the Sail Joaquin Valley area and for 

Caucasians. 
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TABLE. 1 

CHARACTERISTICS OF COUNTY REFERRAL CASES 
1973 CALENDAR YEAR 

By Cl inic of Release 

MALES 

CHARACTER I STICS TOTAL WARDS TOTAL 
NRCC 

Number Percent Number Percent 

Total wards ••••••••• (. •••••• 186 100.0 161 100.0 108 

A e 

11-13 years ..•..••.•..••. 5 2.7 5 3.1 5 
14 years .........•.•.• 13 7.0 7 4.3 4 
15 years •.••••••••.••• 47 25.3 38 23.6 27 
16 yea r,s •••••••••••••• 58 31.2 54 33.6 38 
17 yea rs ...••...••.•.. 50 26.9 45 28.0 27 
18 yea rs •......••..•.. 12 6.4 11 6.8 7 
19 yea r 5 •••••. ' •••••••• 1 0·5 1 0.6 -

Median age ......................... 16·5 16.6 16.5 

Ethnic grouE 
Wh i te .............................. 111 59·7 95 59·0 73 
Mex i can-Amer i can ••••••••• 32 17.2 28 17.4 18 
Neg ro ........................ 37 19.9 34 21.1 13 
o the r ......................... 6 3.2 4 2 c: .,.,J 4 

Area and County 
Sou the rn California Area. 65 34.9 53 ·32 ·9 -

Los Angeles •••••••••••• 40 21.5 35 21.7 -
Or'ange." •••••••• " ......... 3 1.6 3 1.9 -
San Diego ............... : .... 2 1.1 1 0.6 -
San Luis Ob i spo •••••••• 5 2.7 3 1.9 -
Santa Barbara •••••••••• 6 3·2 4 2·5 -
Ventura •••••••••••••••• 9 4.8 7 4.3· -

San Francisco Bay Area ••• 49 26.3 44 27.3 44 
A 1 arneda .............................. 1 0·5 1 0.6 1 
Contra Costa ••••••.•••• 23 12.4 20 12.4 20 
Ma r in ........................... 1 0·5 1 0.6 1 
Na~')a .................... 3 1.6 3 1.9 3 
San Mateo •••••••••••••• 4 2.2 4 2.5 4 
Santa C 1 a ra ••••.•••.•.• 7 3·8 6 3·7 6 
So 1 ana •••••••.••••• , ••••• 4 2.2 4 2.5 4 
Sonoma. 011 ..................... " •• 6 3·2 5 3 . 1 5 

Sacramento Valley Area ••• 20 10.8 20 12.4 20 
Bu t te ••••••••••••••• , •• 1 0·5 1 0.6 1 
Sac ramen to ••.•••••••••• 4 2.2 4 2·5 4 
Sutter •.••••••••••••••• 5 2.7 5 3·1 5 
Tehama .................... 2 1.1 2 1.2 2 
Vo'Jo •••••••••••••••• tI •• 8 If .3 8 5·0 8 

'~0 

FEMALES 
,II 

SRCC NRCC SRCC 

53 13 12 

- - -
3 3 3 

11 6 3 
16 3 1 
18 - 5 
4 1 -
1 - -

16.8 15.6 16.0 

22 8 8 
10 2 2 
21 1 2 
- 2 -

53 - 12 
35 - 5 
3 -' -
'I - 1 
3 - 2 
4 - 2 
7 - 2 

- 5 -
- - -
- 3 -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- 1 -
- - -
- 1 -
- - -

" - . - -
- - -
':" - -
- - -
- - -

o 
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A'~?~~~TABLE 1 (Coh t i nued) 
\ 
" 

CHARACTER I S~)I CS OF COUNTY REFERRAL CASES 
f~73 CALENDAR YEAR 

By Cl inic of Release 

MALES 

CHARACTER I ST I CS TOTAL WARDS TOTAL 

Number Percent Number 
NRCC 

Percent 

, 
Total wa rds ............. 11 •• 186 100.0 161 100.0 108 

Area and Countl (cont'd) 
San Joaquin Val ley Area •. 36 19.4 

K j ngs ...•.•.. ,. . "" ........ 
31 19.3 31 

7 3.8 
Merced ............... ~ .. 

5 3·1 5 
9 4.8 8 5·0 8 

San Joaquin ...•.•.•.•.• 2 1.1 2 1.2 2 
Stanislaus ••.••..•..... 3 1.6 
Tulare 15 

3 1.9 3 · ................ 8.1 13 8.1 13 
Other count i es •...•.•.•.• 16 8.6 13 

Del Nor te ............... 
8.1 13 

'I 0·5 
Humboldt - - -

4 · ,. ............. 2.2 2 -; .2 2 
Calaveras •..•.•••..•..• 2 1.1 
EI Dorado 

2 1.2 2 .............. 2 1.1 2 1.2 2 
Lassen · ........... ., .... 2 1.1 2 1.2 2 
Mono ................. '" . 1 0·5 1 0.6 1 
Monterey •.......••...•. 1 0·5 1 0.6 1 
San Ben; to •..•••...•.•. 1 0.5 1 0.6 1 
Santa Cruz ...••..•.•... 1 0.5 1 0.6 1 
Tuolumne 1 · .............. 0·5 1 0.6 1 

Offense 
Homicide · ................... 14 7·5 12 7.5 3 
Robbery ..... -....•..•.•... 14 7·5 
Assaul t .................. 

12 7·5 10 

Burglary .................. 
24 12.9 20 12.4 9 

The·f t ..................... 
23 12.4 23 14·3 18 
8 4.3 

Auto theft 
8 ' 5·0 6 · ............... 10 5.4 '10 6.2 8 

Forgery~ .••.•.•••.. " ..•.• 1 0·5 
Se~. offenses •.•.••...••.. - - -

if 9. , .... 10.6 13 
Narcotics & Drugs •....•.. 

1/ 

Weapon 5 •••••••.•• " •••• " •• 
5 2.7 3 1.9 3 
2 1.1 2 1.2 1 

~scape C.C. or J. H ••••••• 20 10.8 17 Incorrigible & 
10.6 10 

runaway ..• 21 11.3 17 
Foster home fa i lure •••••• 

10.6 13 
Other 

10 5.4 8 5.0 
offenses .' .......... 

5 
17 9.1 12 7.5 9 

.Mean length of stay 
in cl inic Ii 

. 
U 

I n days. * .•••••••••••••••• 42.0 42.0 
, J n wee J:~S'f ................... 6.0 39·0 

6.0 5·6 
.. 

ote: Percents rna y not apd because of Indeoendent r rounding. 

- .j, 

FEMALES 

SRCC NRCC SRCC 

53 13 12 

- 5 -
- 2 -
- 1 -
- - -
- - -
- 2 -
- 3 -
- 1 -
- 2 -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- - -

, 

9 - 2 
2 1 1 

11 2 2 
5 - -
2 - -
2 - -
- 1 -
4 - -
- 1 1 
1 - - , 

7 3 -
4 2 2 
3 1 1 
3 2 3 

46.0 50.0 42.0 
6.6 7.1 6.0 

4~'> 

-
CLI N I C 

RECOMMENDATION 

Total wa rd s •••••.••.•••..•. 

Probat ion 
OWn horrte ••••.•.•.••••.••• 
Out of ho(1le. .............. 
County camp ........ ·•·•·· 

Probation with special 
condo or Youth Authority. 

Youth Authority only ....... 

Department of Health .....•• 

Other .................•.... 

TABLE 2 

C LIN I C RECOI~MENDATI ON 
1973 CALENDAR YEAR 

By CI inic of Release 

MALES 

TOTAL WARDS TOTAL 
NRCC 

Number Percent Number Percent 

186 100.0 161 100.0 108 

84 45·2 74 46.0 60 
22 11.8 16 9·9 4 
8 4.3 7 4.3 6 

11 5·9 10 6.2 4 

43 23·1 36 22.4 28 

15 8.1 15 9·3 4 

3 1.6 3 1.9 2 

Note: Percents may not add ~ccause of independent rounding. 

~ .' ;:, 

~ ........ .-...----........ -----"------'----~-.- - --~--

FEMALE'S 

SRCC NRCC VRCC 

53 13 12 
,I 
I\~' 

14 7 3 
12 4 2 
1 1 -

6 - 1 

8 1 6 

11 - -
1 - -
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CLINIC 

TABLE 3 

CUNIC RECOMMENDATION BY YOUTH AUTHORITY STATI~S (MALES ONLY) 
1973 CALENDAR YEAR 

YOUTH AUTHORITY STATUS 

COMMITTED TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY J 
RECOMMENDATION TOTAL Total Wi thin 3 months 4 to 6 months 

Number Percent Number Percent N'umber Percent Number Percent 
~ 

T otal wards ...••.••........ 161 100.0 39 24.2 37 23·0 2 1,2 

p robat'ion.~ •••...• , ••• <I ••••• 97 100.0 9 9·3 7 7.2. 2 2.1 
Own home .•••••••••••• Q •• ,'t. 74 100.0 7 9·5 5 6 "f;3 2 2.7 
Out of hOOle •••••• ,. ••••• /I • 16 100.0 2 12.5 2 12·,5 - -
County camp •.••.........• 7 100.0 - - - - - -

P rabat ion with spec ia I " 

condo or Youth Authority. 10 100.0 1 10.0 1 10,,0 - -
Y outh Authority only .....•• 36 100.0 24 66.7 24 66.7 - -
D epartment of Health ••••••• 15 100.0 4 26.7 4 26.7 - -
o there fl •••••••••••••••••••• 3 100.0 1 33·3 1 33·3 - -

r 
l 

Note: Percents may not add bl.lcause of independent rounding. 

.. ' 

OTHER THAN 
YOUTH AUTHORITY 

Number Percent 

122 75.8 

88 90.7 
67 90·5 
14 87.5 
7 100.0 

9 90.0 

12 33·3 

11 73 ·3 

2 66.7 
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CLINIC 

TABLE 3 

CLINIC RECOMMENDATION BY YOUTH AUTHORITY STATUS (MALES ONLY) 
1973 CALENDAR YEAR 

r 
YOUTH AUTHOR I TY,; STATUS 

~-

COMMITTED TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY 

RECOMMENDATION TOTAL Total Within 3 months 4 to 6 months 

Number Percent Number Percent Number 

'J' 

T otal wards .•••••••••••.• fj. 161 100.0 39 24.2 37 

P robation •.••.....•.•.••.•• 97 100.0 9 9·3 7 
Own home ..•........•...•. 74 100.0 7 9·5 .5 
Out of ho~ ............... 16 100.0 2 12.5 2 
County camp ............•. 7 100.0 - - -

P rabat ion with special 
condo or Youth Authority. 10 100.0 1 10.0 1 

Y outh Authority only ••.• o •• 36 100.0 24 66.7 24 

D epartment of Health •••.••• 15 100.0 4 26.7 4 

o the r •.•..•.•.....•.•.•••. /!I 3 100.0 1 ,3.3 1 

Note: Percents may not add because of independent rounding. 

II 
Ii 

Percent Number Percent , 

23.0 2 1.2 

7.2 2 2.1 
6.8 2 2.7 

12.5 - -
- - -

10.0 - -
66.7 - -
26.7 - -
33·3 - -

!J :;'~:;':;fV 

o '" 

I -
OTHER THAN 

YOUTH AUTHORITY 

Number Percent 

122 75.8 

88 90.7 
67 90.5 
14 87.5 
7 100;0 

9 90.0 

I 12 -33 ·3 

11 73·3 

2 66.7 

-
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CLINIC 
RECOMHENDATI ON 

TABLE 4\', 

clINfc RECOMMENDATION BY YOUTH AUTHORItY STATUS (FEMALES ONL.Y) 
-: (> 1973 ~AlENOAR YEAf\ '. I 

, YOUTH AUTHORITY STATUS 

COMMITTED TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY 
t------------,:-----,. OTHER THAN 

Total Wi th in 3 months 4 to 6 mQnths YOUTH AUTHOR ITY~~ 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent , 
--------------~---------4~----+------1----~~----~------~------+_----~------r_----_r-------

Total wards •••••••••••••••• 

Proba t ion .•....•• ,,:-~: .'_ ...... . 
Own hOJTle •••. ~ •• e· ... ' ••••• , .. ~ • 

Out of home • ., ..••.•••. • '~.'. 
)1 

Probati'on with special 
condo or Youth Authority. 

Youth Authority only •••••• ; 

25 

17 
.10 

7 

7 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

13 

6 
4 
2 

1 

6 

'1:1 nc Jude 5 1 fema J e r~convnended to coun ty fac i I I ty. 

52.0 

35·3 
40.0 
28.6 

HlO.O 

85·7 

Note,! Perr:ents may not add because· of independent rounding. 

. 0 . 

12 

5 
3 
2 

1 

6 

. . " 

48.0 

29.4 . 
30.0 
28.6 

100.0 

85·7 

o 

1 
':'1 

"'" 

4.0 ." 12 

1 

'';: 
# u' • .' 

.~ .~ •.. ~~""""-"""." .. ~."" .... .,, .• 'Ii-..._~c<~.<,~ ... ~u..; ~~,~'l .. ~~~:· .. \il'~{;~i.;~.:i:l~';"~~'~:i~ ~'''''.oL~t~~; 1\.:. ,:,~.:::'~;:Vf> ,"" )~~.:.:,..,~~_;~.- ~r,~; .. ':;':;., ... ~,_-',';: . ...:._".J)_- ,. 

48.0 , 

64.7 
6'0.0 
71.4 

't (/ 

\ 

o 
('1.:l 

,-'II 

\\ 

...•.. ~.;. .. 1 
·1 
.. ~ 

',,\"'" 
-r;- ;~~.~ ): 
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TABLE 5 

CJrlARACTERISTICS BY CLINIC REGOMMENDJ\TION 

MALES ONLY 
c; 

,-' 
PROBATION Probation w/spec/cond. Department of 

or Youth Authority and Health 
CHARACTER I STI CS Total Males Own home Out of home Coun ty camp Youth Author i ty only and Other 

-
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

-
Total wa rds., ••••••••••••••• 161 100.0 74 46.0 16 9·9 7 4.3 46 28.6 18 11.2 

A e . 
12- 1'3· •••• It •••••• It •••••••• 5 100.0 2 40.0 1 20.0 1 20.0 1 20.0 ,.. ,.. 

14 •.. '. It ••••••••••••••• 7 100.0 4 .57.1 2 28.6 ,.. - 1 14·3 - -
15. s ......................................... 38 100.0 17 44.7 3 7.9 1 2.6 11 28·9 6 1,.8 
16 •....•.• "' ..•....•.•. 54 100.0 26 48.1 5 9·3 3 5.6 14 25·9 6 11. 1 
17 •...•..•• e • ., •• e • e ••• 45 100.0 17 37.8 3 6.7 2 4.4 18 40.0 5 11.1 
18 • . 0 •• e ••••••••••••• It • 11 100.0 7 63·6 2 18.2 - - 1 9.1 1 9.1 
19 ..... ......... e • e ••• e 1 100.0 1 100.0 - - ,.. ,.. - - - -

' . , .. 

... c ount~and Area " 
.. 

Southern Cal ifornia Area. 53 100.0 . 14 26.4 12 22.6 - - 14 26.4 12 22.6 
.Los Ange I es •••• ',.' •••••• 35 100.0 9 25·7 10 28.6 1 2.9 6 17.1 9 25·7 
San Lu i s Ob i spo)' ••••••• 3 100.0 1 33.3 - - - - 2 66.7 - -
4 other .... ~.f ...... ~'. 15 100.0 4 26.7 2 13·3 - ... 6 40.0 3 20.0 

. I " 

San Frane i seo Bay Area ••• 44 100.0 21 ~7.7 , ": .• ~ -, - - - 13 29·5 4 9·1 
AI anleda •. e' ••••••••••. ' •• 1 100.0 - - . - - - - 1 100.0 - -
Contra C,osta •••• ~ •.•••• 20 100.0 10 50.0 - - 3 15·0 6 ,30~'b 1 '5·0 
6 other •••••. !1 ••••• · ••••• 23 100.0 11 47.8 - - 3 13·0 6 26.1 3 13·0 

;-;.\ 

D, 

SSaeramento Valley Cos .•• 20 100.0 ·15 ...... 75.0 - - - ,.. 4 20.0 1 5·0 

5 San Joaquin Valley CQS. 31 '100.0 14 45.2 4 t~a,9 - - 12 38·7 1 3.2 

9 o~her counties ••••••••• 113 c 100.0 10 76.9 - - - - 3 23·1 - -
) 

" .' 

ace 
'\~Wh i te • .,' ................. e' • 95 100.0. . 48 50.!; " 

'i, 
8' 8.4 2 2.1 30 31.6 7 7~)4 

. ., 
Hex ican- Arne ri ca n ••.•••••• ~8 100.0 15 ,53.6 

";, 

02 7.1 2 ',,, 7 • 1 7 25.0 2 7 • .1 
.r:r.Nogro e.' ........ ' •••• .e .• '" e' ., •• 34 100.0 8 . 23,.5 ""6 ,,17.6 '3 ' 8.8 9 26.5 8 'p :'5" f' 
°Oth . 4 100.0 75.0 , , 

1 ;5.0 ' .. '. "e r •• ' " ' •• .,' ••..• " • , •• ' ., ' ••• ., ... '. 3 - ,.. - - - - ... 

~: \~ 0 

.. l")' .'. ·Vi).·<~· '" ".~ 
" ~) . .", ,:\ 

,',' 
r~und,'n 

.j' .;\ " 

te d because of i. de . ndent (~ AI··' : to :. , ma o· it • '.' 
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TABLE 6 

CHARACTERISTICS BY CLINIC RECOMME.NDATION 

FEMALES ONLY 
! 

if irr--
<:: ,".'. 

PROBATION 

CHARACTER~STICS Total Females Own home Out of home~': 

Number Pe,rcent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total wards .... " .... " .. "" ..... 25 100'.0 10 40.0 7 28.0 

A e 
14 .........•............•• 6. 100.0 1 16.7 2 33.j 
15. " .... " . , . " . " .......... , . 9 100.0 6 66.7 1 11.1 
16. _._ .................. " ...... " 4 100.0 2 50.0 2 50.0 
17 .... " II " • " .. ~-. " ....... " •• e" .. " .. 5 100.0 - - 2 40.0 
18 ... " • ., " ...... " ••.. " •.• " " .. 1 100.0 1 100.0 - -

Count~ and Area 
Southern California Area. 12 100.0 3 25.0 2 16.7 

San Francisco Bay Area ••• 5 100.0 3 60.0 1 20.0 

San Joaquin Valley Cos ••• 5 100.0 3 60.0 2 40.0 

Other counties ••••••••••• 3 100.0 1 33.3 2 66.1 

Race 
Wh i:te e- ... 11 ••••••••••••• " •• 16 100.0 7 43·8 6 37·5 
Hex i can- Arne r tcan ••••••••• 

" 
4 100.0 1 25 .• 0 - ' -

N"egro •• " " • • " ...... " " .• " ....... 3 100.0 1 33.3 - -
Other •••• ,: •• · ••.•• ~ ••••••• 2, 100.0 1 50.0 1 50.0 

:;0--

~~~".~.~-:;..-: 

::) -
*Inc,:ludes 1 female. reconvnended to county facility'. 
Note :Per~el1 ts may l1~t a?d ,because of independent round i ng. 
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Probation w/spec/cond. 
or Youth Authority and 
Youth Authority only 

Number Percent 

8 32.0 

3 50.0 
2 22.2 
- -
3 60i'0 
- -

7 58·3 

1 20.0 

- -
- -
3 18.8 
3 75.0 
2 66.7 
- -

.' 
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