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. foreword 

This annual report for 1973 provides a narrative and statistical description of 
Youth Authority programs and trends during the year. It was a year marked 
by a leveling off of the trend of declining commitments which began in 1966, 
with continuing emphasis on community-based programs and implementation 
of procedures to assure wards' due process rights. 

Although there was a slight ~crease in commitments during the year, the 
total Youth Authority ward population continued to decline, due primarily to 
a sharp decrease in parole caseloads.The Los Guilucos School was closed in 
mid-1973, the third institution-closing in three years. 

The Department maintained its commitment to a statewide leadership role 
in youth development and delinquency prevention. A second unit of a youth 
qevelopment al1d delinquency prevention proJect opened in Ventura County 
and a third is being planned in Sacramento. 

During 1973, the Department established a badly needed project, in conjunc­
tion with Los Angeles County, to provide treatment for wards with a history 
of mental disturbance. Another significant program was the Social, Personal 
and Community Experience Project, a pre-release center located in a residential 
area of Los Angeles. 

The contents of this report include detailed statistics on trends and programs 
during the year, a profile· of the young people committed to the Department 
and a summary of other statistical highlights. 

The narrative section at the beginning of this report is necessarily brief. 
Requests for additional information are welcome. Please address your inquiry 
to the Information Officer, Department of the Youth Authority, 714 P Street, 
Sacramento, California 95814. 

DIRECTOR, CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY 
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PROGRAM DESCRiPTION.' .. 

section 1) ROLE OF THE YOUTH AUTHORITY 

'The Department of the Youth Authority's basic mis­
sion is the protection of society. Its four basic goals and 
objectives are youth development, delinquency preven­
tion, rehabilitation, and research. 

Originally created by the Legislature in 1941 with a 
statut<rq mandate to replace retributive punishment with 
individualized treatment, the Department has undergone 
a substantial refinement in its responsibilities during re­
cent years, 

The Department is now deeply involved in preventing 
delinquency through a comprehensive program of com­
munity services and in youth development projects in 
delinquency-prone areas, as well as providing residential 
and parole services for youthful offenders committed 
from the counties by either the juvenile or criminal 
courts. 

Organizationally, the Department is a part of the 
Health and Welfare Agency, one of four agencies in 
state government. Each agency is headed by a Secretary. 

At the end of 1973 the Department was operating 
nine institutions, five conservation camps, and 45 parole 
field offices in its program of rehabilitation services. The 
Department has a total staff of over 3,500. 
, The Division of Rehabilitation Service.s*is by far the 
largest of the Department's five divisions. It is organized 
to exercise unified administrative co.ntrol over both tile 
Department's residential and parole services. 

The other four divisions are Community Services, Re­
search and Develcpment, Administrative Services, and 
Personnel Management. * 

Community Services is staffed by consultants who 
work with local agencies through three regional offices 
in Sacramento, Los Angeles, and Oakland. The division 
administers a number of programs of financial and techni­
cal assistance to counties, cities, and other local agencies. 
Through the division, the Department provides statewide 
leadership to local, public, and private agencies involved 
in delinquency prevention activities and administers fi­
nancial assistance for a variety of locally operated proj­
ects. 

The Division of Research and Development engages 
in research projects to help evaluate the effectiveness of 
the Department's programs. One unit of the division car­
ries out program planning on a long-range basis. 

The Divisions of Personnel Management and Admin­
istrative Services provide for the internal needs of the 
Department in matters of budgeting, personnel transac­
tions, management analysis, accounting, and staff train­
ing. 
~uth Authority's Divisions WeTe reorganized as Branches in April, 

1974, with Personnel Management ;ncluded in the Administrative 
Services Branch. 

THE YOUTH AUTHORITY BOARD 

The Youth Authority Board was established with the 
formation of the Department in 1941. By statute, it is 
responsible for recommending treatment programs, grant­
ing parole, setting conditions of parole, determining 
violation and revocation of parole, returning of persons 
to the court of commitment for redisposition by the 
court, and discharging wards from Youth Authority 
jurisdiction. 

The Director, who is also Chairman of the Board, 
has delegated to the Board his responsibility for assign­
ing wards to institution and parole programs. The Chair­
man is the administrative head of the Board. The full 
Board meets eleven times a year to discuss and establish 
policy. A significant policy developed over recent years 
requires all Youth Authority wards in institutions to have 
an appearance before the Board on at least an annual 
basis. Also, all actions that would signific;antly affect the 
status of a Youth Authority ward require an appearance 
before the Board. 

The eight Board Members are appoii1ted by the Gov­
ernor with the concurrence of the Senate for four-year 
terms. They are assisted in making case decisions by 
eight Hearing Representatives. During 1973, th-e Board 
made approximately 36,000 case decisions. 

YOUTH AUTHORITY BOARD MEMBERS 
ALLEN F. BREBD, Chairman 

JULIO GONZALES, Vice Chairman 
EDBoWB 

RIOHARD W. CALVIN, JR. 

PAUL MEANBY 

WILLIAM L. RICHBY 

GLADYS L. SANDBRSON 

JAMBS E. STRATI'BN 

Judicial decisions on the issue of inmate and parolee 
rights have had a substantial effect on procedures in re­
cent years. In 1972, the U.S. Supreme Court, in Morris­
sey v. Brewer, held that a parolee, before his parole can 
be revoked, must be allowed an appearance at a hearing, 
to call volunteer witnesses to testify on his behalf, to 
request the presence of and to cross-examine adverse wit­
nesses, and to receive notice of the allegations and evi­
dence against him prior to the hruring. 

In May, 1973, the U.s. Supreme Court decided in 
Gagnan v. Scarpelli that a parolee wh.o lacks the skills 
to adequately represent himself at a revocation hearing 
must be granted the assistance of legal counsel at the 
hearing. If the parolee is indigent, the attorney must be 
provided st state expense. 

These new legal requirements have greatly increased 
the Board's workload. Many hearings are now scheduled 
in local jails and juvenile halls instead of only at Youth 
Authority institutions and regional parole offices so that 
findings of parole violation can be determined in the 
community near where the alleged violation occurred. 

The Board has established the policy that if a parolee 

section~ 

REHABILITATION SERVICES 

First commitments to the Youth Authority, which had 
been declining since 1965, leveled off in 1973, showing 
a nominal increase of 1.1 percent. Ending year institu­
tional population was approximately 8 percent higher 
than ending year 1972. A major factor involved in this 
gain was an increase in the average length of stay among 
wards in Youth Authority institutions. 

Institution Capacity. Early in 1973, as a result of 
the decline in populatioIJ. over the previous seven years, 
the Department closed the Los Guilucos School, a co­
educational institution near Santa Rosa. This was the 
third institution to be closed in three years. 

By mid-year, as the decline in commitment levels 
halted and populations began to grow as a result of in­
creasing length of stay, the Department began opening 
liVing units in operating institutions which had not been 
at full capacity. Living units were opened at the Preston 
School, Youth Training School, and Ventura School, 
and an additional unit is scheduled for opening at the 
DeWitt Nelson Training Center in early 1974. 

New Programs. Among the innovative rehabilitation 
programs launched by the Department in 1973 were a 
specialized medical-psychiatric project for Los Angeles 
County wards and a community corrections center in 
East Hollywood. 

The medical-psychiatric project, known as the inten­
sive Treatment Program, was opened at the Southern 
Recep~on Center-Clinic at Norwalk, accommodating 30 
male wards from Los Angeles County who have been 

. diagnosed as mentally disturbed and requiring special 
treatment. This program represents a partnership between 
the Youth Authority and the Los Angeles County 
Mental Health Department and marks the first time 

commits a new offense and is sentenced by the court to 
a county jail, the Board will conduct a hearing at the 
location of incarceration within 30 days after sentencing, 
if the Board is considering revocation of parole. This 
process allows the Board to base its decision on fresh 
information obtained near the location of the alleged 
parole violation. 

Other court decisions, along with the Department's 
emphasis on fairness in dealing with wards, have 
prompted a substantial revision of institutional discipli­
nary procedures. The Board is now made aware of certain 
serious incidents shortly after the offense rather than 
months later at a time of regular progress reporting. 

THE YEAR'S TRENDS 

that county mental health services have funded special­
ized treatment staff and services for wards prior to re­
lease on parole. The .Department also operates a 20-bed 
program at the Ventura School for disturbed female 
wards and hopes to extend badly needed services to 
disturbed offenders in other parts of the state. 

The community correctional program in East Holly­
wood is known as the Social, Personal, and Community 
Experience Project (SPACE) and is designed as a pre­
release center for 25 male and female wards. The project, 
which seeks to ease the return of youthful offenders to 
the community, is located in a residential area, near 
public transportation, higher educational facilities, and 
potential places for employment. 

Parole Revocation Decline. The number of parole 
revocatiol,1~ continued to decline in 1973, dropping from 
1,929 to ;., )8 in a one-year period. The parole violation 
rate, which peaked at 46 percent in 1967, dropped to 
32.7 percent as of September, 1973. 

The decline has been attributed in large part to the 
Increased Parole Effectiveness Program, which began in 
April, 1971, and terminated in April, 1973. Changes 
resulting from the program are now firmly installed in 
the departmental administration of parole. The average 
caseload per parole agent has been reduced from 72 to 50 
and a more effective and flexible supervision program 
has been establi~hed. The decision-making process also 
has been improved through the development of a new 
case planning and review procedure. 

Due Process. Recent court decisions in respect to 
civil rights and due process have resulted in major 
changes in operational practices in institutions and for 
wards on parole. 
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In January, 1973, the Department introduced a Disci­
plinary Decision Making System for wards in institut­
tions. The system seeks to emphasize experience, :;;ccu­
racy, l\nd logic in disciplinary decision making. It is a 
quasi-legal process which involves staff with ward repre­
serltatives and requires them to carry out a formal and 
professional procedure when functioning as investigator, 
fact finder, and dbposition maker. A formalized pro­
cedure for wards and staff to adjudicate grievances was 
started at the Karl Holton School. It will be extended to 
other institutions in 1974. 

Two recent U.s. Supreme Court decisions (Morrissey 
v. Brewer, 1972, and Gagnon v. Scarpelli, 1973) have 
resulted in major changes in the nature of the parole 
revocation process (see section on Youth Authority 
Board). Parole staff have been retrained in the new re­
quirements and additional parole agents have been as­
signed to meet the increased workload caused by these· 
court mandated changes. 

Use of Volunteers. During 1973, the Department 
continued to increase its use of volunteers from the com­
munity to work with offenders, both in institutions and 
on parole. Participation in the National Parole Aide Pro­
gram, involving attorney volunteers who act as friends 
of parolees, continued during the year. Attorneys have 
helped parolees find jobs, advance in school, and share 
in recreational and entertainment activities. 

The Youth Authority also became involved in volun­
teer programs during 1973 with two other groups-the 
M-2 "man-to-man" program and the National Alliance 
of Businessmen. The M-2 project recruits interested 
citizens to visit and befriend institutionalized wards. The 
National Alliance of Businessmen is helping to open up 
areas of employment which previously were closed to 
offenders. 

In addition to these groups, approximately 1,000 
volunteers worked in Youth Authority programs during 
1973 in institutions and parole offices. 

Drug Programs. With a large proportion of its wards 
involved in the use of drugs and narcotics, the Depart~ 
ment continued its Community Centered Drug "Project 
in 1973. This project, funded by the Office of Criminal 
Justice Planning (OCJP), formerly California Council 
on Crhninal Justice (CCC]), is a part of the Governor's 
statewide comprehensive drug program. It provides edu­
cational, motivational, and direct treatment services for 
all drug-abusing Youth Authority wards and includes a 
residential component at the Metropolitan State Hospital 
at Norwalk. The program emphasizes the use of 
community-based drug treatment facilities by wards when 
they go on parole. 

In addition to the Community Centered Drug Project, 
the Department continued to provide direct treatment 
services to drug-abusers at Preston, Nelles and Ventura 
Schools and maintained a residential treatment center, 
Zenith House, in Ventura County. 

The Department has developed and implemented a 
statewide drug program management plan in which 
heavy emphasis is placed on the evaluation of. all drug 
programs. The aim is to coordinate programs that are 
funded by both the state and federal governments and to 

provide unified statewide direction based OIl program 
performance. 

Education Programs. During 1973, the Department 
initiated Individual Manpower Training Systems at four 
institutions-Ventura School, Youth Training School, 
DeWitt Nelson Training Center, and Southern Recep­
tion Center-Clinic. This educational system diagnoses 
learning deficiencies and programs instruction on an in­
dividual basis. The system is particularly us(~ful for the 
large proportion of Youth Authority wards who failed in 
the public school system because they were not indi­
vidually motivated to succeed. 

A new U.S. history course was implemented at all 
institutions in 1973 to emphasize the roles and contri­
butions of all ethnic minority groups throughout the 
nation's development. The curriculum revision was un­
dertaken because of the large proportion of wards who 
represent ethnic minorities. .. 

Vocational education programs continued to be de­
veloped during the year with an increasing number of 
wards becoming involved in work furlough-during 
which they w.ork at designated jobs in the community in 
the daytime and return to the institution at night and on 
weekends. Most wards in this program continue at their 
work furlough jobs when they are paroled. 

A vocational rehabilitation program involving a co­
operative agreement between the Youth Authority and 
the Department of Rehabilitation ,entered its third year in 
1973. This prOl?Iam, located at the DeWitt Nelson Train­
ing Center, is for wards with severe physical and emo­
tional disabilities which make it difficult for them to find 
and hold jobs. The Department of Rehabilitation helps 
in retraining wards, supplies ~hem with tools and helps 
them to find work. 

Contracts with Non-State Agencies. The Youth Au­
thority in 1973 approved contracts with Los Angeles 
County and the Federal Bureau of Prisons to house wards 
under their jurisdiction. 

Under the agreement with the Federal Bureau of 
Prisons, a maximum of 50 vouthful federal offenders will 
be received in programs i~ Youth Authority institutions 
near their homes. 

The contracts with the Los Angeles County Probation 
Department are designed to help alleviate overcrowded 
co:p.ditions at the Los Angeles County Juvenile Hall, 
which suffered severe earthquake damage in 1971, and 
provide short-term programs for these wards as they await 
court disposition. During 1973, separate contracts pro­
vided for a maximum of 50 male wards housed at the 
Youth Training School, and 24 female wards at Ventura 
School. This program was expanded by up to 200 
male wards at the Older Bays Reception Center, an insti­
tution operated by the Department of Corrections near 
Chino where space was temporarily available during the 
early months of 1974. Costs of these programs are borne 
by the two contracting agencies. 

COMMUNITY SERVICES 
The Department's Community Services program is 

designed to help California cities, counties, and private 
organizations with their own locally based projects to 

prevent delinquency and to improve local correctional 
programs. The goal is to keep as many young people as 
posssible out of the criminal justice system. During 1973, 
the Department expanded its youth development program 
and continued to provide leadership through consultation 
and technical assistance to public and private agencies. 
training programs, standard setting and inspection, and 
financial ~ssistance. . 

Technical Assistance. During 1973, the Depart­
ment's evaluation of youth service bureaus in California 
Was completed. The study found that youth service bu­
rt~aus can },e an effective weapon in combating delin­
qO.ency. As a result of this study, the Division of 
Community Services I/- .is encouraging communities to 
establish youth service bureaus. 

The Department's Model Volunteer Program began 
its second year in 1973. The program provides a variety 
of training services, and periodically surveys existing 
county and community volunteer programs to determine 
their growth and effectiveness in the correctional field. 
Also provided are a statewide information service and 
technical assistance to correctional administrators and 
volunteer program managers. Some 535 correctional and 
law enforcement agencies have been surveyed and over 
160 were identified with active volunteer programs. An 
in-depth survey of over half of the active programs has 
been completed. Departmental staff, in addition. to pro­
viding consultation and technical assistance, completed 
4,000 hours of training for approximately 700 participants 
in volunteer programs. In 1974, a statewide volunteer 
conference will be devoted to enhancing cooperation 
between volunteers and the various components of the 
criminal justice system and improving the delivery of 
quality correctional services at the community level. 

A law enforcement assistance program which first 
began in 1971 was continued in 1973 as an ongoing 
component of the Youth Authority. The program was 
funded over its first two years by a grant from the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration. Several police 
officers, all at the command level, are assigned under the 
program to identify, assess, plan and stimulate needed 
prevention and correctional programs as they affect law 
enforcement agencies. 

Under a contractual arrangement with the LEAA and 
the Office of Criminal Justice Planning, the Department 
has undertaken to sub-contract two delinquency preven­
tion and community development model programs. The 
first program, Social Advocates for Youth (SAY), is an 
effort to develop a statewide network of volunteer-based, 
community-run youth service centers. Under the program, 
7 to 10 centers are to be established for the prevention of 
delinquency, diversion of youth from the traditional ju­
venile justice system, and for the rehabilitation of youth 
already involved in the juvenile justice process. The sec­
ond program, entitled "Community Crime Abatement: 
An Experimental and Demonstration Project," is pri­
marily concerned with reducing crime in high crime 
areas through the involvement of an aroused community 
and by cooperating intensively with law enforcement 
officials and the community. A major purpose is to im­
plement crime a.batement programs which are compatible 
with local community resources. The project operated 
during 1973 in Seaside, Monterey County. 

¥ Reorganized as the Prevention and Community Corrections Branch in 
April, 1974. 

In early 1973, the Department conducted a study 
under contract with OCJP to determine the training 
needs, prior education, and related work experience of 
probation and Youth Authority staff. The information 
produ~ed by this survey is intended to facilitate the plan­
ning, {\evelopment, and administration of comprehensive, 
correc~.tonal training models. 

Training. The Department continued its program of 
offering training courses to local probation and juvenile 
law enforcement agencies. Such courses help local depart­
ments, which have little training capacity of their own, to 
keep personnel abreast of new developments and tech­
niques in the correctional field. Courses relating to law 
enforcement have been accredited by the Commission on 
Peace Officer Standards and Training. 

A statewide conference for delinquency prevention and 
juvenile justice commissioners was conducted in May, 
1973. A total of 115 commissioners representing 41 of the 
state's 58 counties attended. The Department sponsored 
the conference to generate interest in the establishment 
of local programs on delinquency prevention and juve­
nile justice. 

Financial Assistance. The Probation Subsidy pro­
gram, enacted by the State Legislature in 1965, con­
tinued to result in a substantial drop in commitments to 
state institutions, for both adults and youths. Earnings 
under the program are used by the counties to pay the 
costs of intensive probation supervision programs. 

In the 1972-73 Fiscal Year, 47 counties participated 
and earned a total of $22,068,210 by reducing their ex­
pected commitments by 5,449. The program has produced 
major savings for the state in terms of the number of 
offenders to be provided for and in ending the need to 
build new institutions. At the same time, it has provided 
the counties with funds to set up more effective inten­
sive probation supervision programs for treatment of of­
fenders in their home communities. 

An additional $2 million was appropriated by the Leg­
islature as a supplement to the Probation Subsidy pro­
gram to fund projects being carried out in conjunction 
with law enforcement. These projects are being carried 
out in communities throughout the state and include 
crisis intervention, jail counseling, early intervention, 
and staff exchange for orientation. 
. Funds were provided during the year to subsidize the 

administrative expenses of 34 county delinquency pre­
vention commissions. 

Youth Development. The Department expanded its 
program of youth development by opening a program in 
La Colonia, a predominantly Mexican-American area of 
Oxnard, Ventura County. The first youth development 
project was opened the previous year at the Toliver Com­
munit;,' Center in Oakland. A third project is planned 
during the coming year in the Del Paso Heights section 
of Sacramento. The programs, collectively called the 
Youth Development and Delinquency Prevention Project, 
are funded through the Youth Development and De­
linquency Prevention Administration and the OCJP. 
They are designed to help an entire community and to 

. encourage communities to help themselves by providing 
. recreational, tutoring, ~risis intervention, counseling, and 
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other services not only to young people, but to their 
families and neighbors as well. To represent the objec­
tives of the local communities and the ntate, 'a joint 
powers agreement has been signed by the Youth Au-· 
thority and the Delinquency Prevention Commissions of 
Alaineda and Ventura Counties. All are represented by 
a single Joint Delinquency Prevention Board which set!; 
program policies and is responsible for sub-funding of 
projects. 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

One of the four major goals of the California Youth 
Authority is to "systematically develop knowledge about 
crime prevention, youth development, and offender re­
habilitation." The Division of Research and Develop­
mentJ(. is n:sponsible for the ongoing long-range planning 
effort for the Department, for the development and 
maintenance of a departmental information system, and 
for the evaluation of departmental programs and special 
projects. 

In November, 1973, a Long-Range Planning Council 
was organized, composed of all divisional planners in the 
Department as well as members of the planning section. 
This council aims to integrate the various divisional plan­
ning activities and to develop broader-based staff partici­
pation in long-range planning. The outcome of the plan­
ning council's work will be a long-range departmental 
plan for program development which takes into account 
national and state trends involving all components of the 
criminal justice system. 

During the past year, there has been increased outside 
funding to develop and research new programs. T.he 
Office of Criminal Justice Planning has contracted WIth 
the Youth Authority to carry out a three-year project to 
evaluate juvenile diversion projects across the state. In 
the first year, 40 to 50 juvenile diversion projects will be 
surveyed and 15 or more projects will be selected for 
evaluation. This project, involving a staff of 10 with an 
annual budget of $260,000, is among the largest research 
projects ever undertaken by the Youth Authority. 

A number of additional OCJP and LEAA funded pro­
grams also are being evaluated. The Community Crime 
Abatement Project is demonstrating a model for the in­
volvement of minority community members in combating 
crime in their local communities. The Man-to-Man 
Job Therapy Program uses volunteer citizen sponsors 
who are matched on a one-to-one basis with Youth Au­
thority offenders. The Evaluation of Volunteer Programs 
is determining the effectiveness of 15 selected volunteer 
projects across the state. 

Another research study involves a Ward Grievance 
Procedure which began in 1973 at the Karl Holton 
School. The aim of the evaluation is to determine to what 
extent ward grievances are given full hearing, considera-
tion, and resolution. " 

Ongoing research was conducted on a regular basis 
during ~he year into the effectiveness of numerous insti­
tution and parole treatment projects carried on by the 
Dep~rtment. The Division of Research and Development 
also continued to develop statistics concerning popula­
tions and long-term trends. 

• Reorganized as the Planning, Research, Evaluation and Development 
Branch in April, 1974. 

Stafling Policies 
A survey completed in late 1973 showed that the 

"'Youth Authority had increased the proportion of staff 
representing ethnic minorities from 20.4 to 30 percent 
over a three-year period. A continuing effort to recruit 
and provide promotional opportunities for both w.o~en 
and minorities staff is receiving top departmental pnonty. 

A major effort in the Department's program of provid­
ing employment opportunities for the disadvantaged. in­
volved the placement of 1,250 youths on summer Jobs 
between June and September of 1973. Positions were" 
secured in the Youth Authority and among a myriad of 
community agencies. Salaries of those hired were paid 
through the U.S. Public Employment Project. 

A major personnel effort during the year involved the 
relocation of staff from the Los Guilucos School, which 
was closed early in 1973. All staff were offered positions 
in state service and 92 of the 148 staff members remained 
with the Youth Authority. Only 19 of the original staff 
resigned from state service rather than accept transfer. 

Later in 1973, the Department imposed a freeze on the 
hiring of parole agents and social workers. The action 
was taken because projections showed a continuing de­
cline in the number of parole cases, necessitating a con­
current reduction in the number of case-carrying parole 
agents. As l?, result of the freeze, the Department expects 
to be able to reduce parole staff as needed by attrition, 
with no layoffs. 

The Department began a manager assessment program 
in 1973 to strengthen the job performance of staff in 
various managerial levels. Financed by a discretionary 
grant through the LEAA, the manager assessment devel­
opment program will set performance standards for man­
agers, establish an assessment center program, and take 
some 250 staff members through the assessment process 
during the first year. 

The Youth Authority, in conjunction with the Depart­
ment of Corrections, opened a training academy in 
April, 1973, at the Regional Criminal Justice Training 
Center in Modesto to provide intensive training for 
newly hired custodial personnel in Youth Authority in­
stitutions and state prisons. During the first year, ap­
proximately 660 new employees received two weeks of 
training to help them supervise offenders effectively. 

B'ow the Youth Authority is Funded 
The Department's budget is divided into three basic 

segments-for general support of its operations, capital 
outlay, and subventions which are allocated to local levels 
of government. A breakdown of these expenditure cate­
gories for 1973-74, showing the comparison with pre­
vious years, is presented in Chart I. 

Chart !I shows how the Youth Authority dollar is 
divided among its several services. 

chart YOUTH AUTHORITY BUDGET 

Support _ Capital Outlay (mmmmm Subventions 

60----------------~--------------------------------------

55--------------------------------------1 
50----------------------------~ 

45 ------," 
~ 40 - .. :.".';:1-------1 

35 -~l~:;:t -----\ 
:: = fll------t, 
20 -~~t------f: 

1968-69 1969-70 

chart II 

1970-71 1971-72 " 

FISCAL YEAR 

YOUTH AUTHORITY DOLLAR 
• • • and how it is spent 

1972-73 

REHABILITATION SERVICES 
63.4¢ 

1973-74 

~.' .. :"."'I"-- COMMUNITY SERVICES 

ADMINISTRATION 
AND YOUTH 

AUTHORITY BOARD 
3.7¢ 

RESEARCH 
1.2¢ 

31.7¢ 
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. statistical- highlights 

1. First Commitments: ... .-" 8E;~ 4. Age of First Commitments: 

lIuring !973there'~~~~ 2~758 first commitments '" The, mean ~oe of first commitments to the Youth 
ro'tfteYouth Authority,' C464 from thc:\.jllven-ite;~ 'Auth,ority d ring 1973 was 17.5 years, with a 
courq; and 1,294 from the adult 'courts';_' ~;i< mean' of 16. for juvenile court cases and 19.1 
th~ fir,st year sinc.e\r.965 ~~~t~~j!1,(alIillfl ?m\ \ for adult co~rt cases. The mean age of the 
mltments was hlg~\tir.~.~~:;stliaro:rthe PFevlous\ <' juvenile cour~ commitments has increased by 
year. \U 1965, ~h~""'~ 0tlt~". A~t~prity. r1ceiv7d ",about half a y~ar since 1965. The mean age of 
6,190 i1rst commItments,:' "I;st m * hIs- \' the~ad!;1lt court\commitments has remained rela-
tory, an2l the total de~ir~ \ . y~~.J:'gn~i\ ~~?2, /1 ~~~ly stable.duqng this same period. 
when o~ly 2,728 first .s9mnl1tfneJ!t~;;;,w¢r~~-/ /-'j'"-,,,,. "":",,, 
ceived' i'" """':''-''''f:., .• l'~';'';'''( I / .. /. ?'--'-'-" "-. 

. '\(:rt;,:~Lp:2~;;iJ~\ '\ / ,h;"-lfirstC}qmmitfQent Ol!emes: 
'f--~ \, \ '/ ';"'\.' "'/ . "'- "", 
\ I", ··As fn.:.the/past/ burglary was·,the most common 

, . \'\ 'IL-;/.C;~u·~e·:'fit cOll1~it~eI1t):()'·,S~ Y;'Uth .. ~uthority. 
\ 'W. I;' '/'~B.abbe:~,~nd assaul~, ~hd~~tt~y,rankea"se~~?d 

. " . \ / / '. a;na:r~td. /n.J9Q~"tbe,.~hree:~,osfeoU1mon 6~~ 
2. ~1'ea of Ftr~t Commttments:. / /' . ' .. ' '. 'fen~f1f ',,¥~~l~fy)~~to th.~ft>.'an~)rn'Cq.trigi- '~'" 

SIxty percen~ of all first commltme~ts to ~fie."r biBty: Qf all;co "itnu;mtstQ. thiJ!Ypt:!t'hf\4t~r'"'",~ 
Youth Authotity during 1973 werct from 'the/ .ity' in )973/,_on:'tki!p'"v~~ fq-r. J~oJTiidqe, 'r<;ih~. / 
Southern California area, with 20 lercent from' bery"an~'assaulta. ('r"i:mt(erY::;~n. 1965 /the"pro- '/ 
the San F;:a?cisco Bay. area, and 20 perc~pt fro~",./,.,,/po!tioti·~omm3ted fa 'th'~~~' }hr~~i2?ffedse'g(o~pg/ 
the remammg countIes. Los Angeles L:OUl1.ty '·was only l.5--percent: ./, ''/'' />/ "':', / 
su?plied app:oximately. 36 percent of all c. om::',:, /(\ //"'''' /",' ! "",,: '. '. :/"'/\'/""/ 
mltments whIle San DIego County was sec9nd \v~"",/' , ... ' , .,/ :'..}..... 1 
hightst with 7 percent. // /6. Long Term, Tren~~: .: .. '\" ". -,;' 

.... ~ver past 1.5 years, .1l~stlt!l~ron~1:.poPJilatio~ 
111 111cr~ased '~:r' ;apprmn-

.. ","~. ,., . .;.~:~ 
'..-'" I ... <,'./ .'/. /''' 

3. Court of First C~'1t&mitments: 
During 191'31 53 p'~rcent of .\C;~t)jIl1iLl.u";u",, 
were from the juvenile coutts an(:t,."t:l:;'~~el:·ce]lt 
from the adult courts. this is in 
75 percent committed by'tJle juvenile . .. 
25 percent by the adult COtl~S in 1965. 
badon Subsidy program has ad its gteatesll,.-eltt'eC 
in curtailing juvenile court 0111nlitmetlts 
shown by the shift in the propdr{ions of . lVe1:ll1e,'~ 
court! criminal court cases comI~itted oV~J.· 
past several years. \ 

\ .. , 
\,./' 

. . I, 195~. to" high of 
anotoXlni 1, 19 4. It then 

Dece.mber 31, 1972, 
, eu:a''Of 1973. Pa-

period increased 
~ro}\:iITIl:·t·t~ ~l~. " . in l~ to a high of 

, drQpped to about 9,800 
, 1973" .. xot:'ith Authority institu­

Ju .. " •• \.,u,)s.~expected to continue increas­
,r.r.elation to the increase in the length 

stay. ,..Ofithe other hand, the parole population 
wiij.,.,..continue to decrease for the next several 

", .,'yfars as a direct reflection of the past decline in 
first commitments. 

profiles 
Male: 

His Home Environment: 
I. Fifty-six percent came from a below average 

sodoeconomic environment, with 36 percent 
from an environment judged to be average and 
8 percent above average. 

2. A significant number (38 percent) came from 
homes where all or part of the family income 
was from public assistance, but the majority 
(62 percent) came from homes which were 
economically self-supporting. 

His Family: 
1. Sixty-five percent had parents who were not 

married to each other at the time of commit­
ment due to divorce, separation, or death. 

2. Forty percent had one or both parents who 
had completed high school. For 23 percent, 
neither parent had gone beyond the eighth 
grade. 

3. Four percent of the wards were married at 
time of commitment and 7 percent had chil­
dren. 

His Schooling: 
1. Attitude toward school was judged to be in­

different or negative for 70 percent of the 
males, with the remaining 30 percent having 
a positive attitude. 

2. Fifty-five percent had been involved in serious 
school misbehavior on more than an occasional 
basis. Only 11 percent had no record of se­
rious school misbehavior. 

His Delinquent Behavior: 
1. Eighty-eight percent had three or more de­

linquent contacts prior to commitment to the 
Youth Authority and 34 percent had eight or 
more. 

2. Eighty-two percent had friends who tended 
towa;rds a delinquent orientation. 

Her Home Environment: 
I. Fifty-one percent came from a below average 

socioeconomic environment with 40 percent 
from an environment judged to be average 
and 9 percent above average. 

2. A significant number (36 percent) came fl:om 
homes where all or part of the family income 
we.s from public assistance, but the majority 
(64 percent) came from homes which were 
economically self-supporting. 

Her Family: 
1. Sixty-eight percent had parents who were not 

married to each other at the time of commit­
ment due to divorce) separation, or death. 

2. Forty-six percent had one or both parents who 
had completed high school. For 19 percent, 
neither parent had gone beyond the eighth 
grade. ' 

3. Five percent of the wards were married at time 
of commitment and 18 percent had children. 

Her Schooling: 
1. Attitude towards school was judged to be posi­

tive for only 24 percent of the wards while for 
the remaining 76 percent it was judged to be 
indifferent or negative. 

2. Seventy-one percent had been involved in se­
rious school misbehavior on more than an oc­
casional basis. Only 4 percent had no record 
of serious school misbehavior. 

Her Delinquent Behavior: 
1. Eighty-five percent had three or more delin­

quent contacts prior to commitment to the 
Youth Authority and 35 percent had eight or 
more. 

2. Eighty-nine percent had friends who tended 
towards a delinquent orientation. 
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY ... 

This section of the Annual Report is a statistical sum­
mary of the Department's activities for the calendar year 
1973. Pages 10 and 11 contain the highlights of this 
report's statistical information and profiles of the aver­
age Youth Authority male and female ward. 

There has been a major change in California correc­
tions during the past decade due to the enactment in 
1965 of Probation Subsidy legislation which became ef-

section 3 

FIRST COMMITMENTS 
Table 1 and ChaJ;t III ~how the number of first com­

mitments to the Youth Authority and· the commitment 
rate per 100,000 you/lh population for the calendar years 
1960 through 1973. This table demonstrates the relatively 
high commitment practices in the years preceding the 
implementation of the Probation Subsidy program. The 
highest commitment' rate per 100,000 youth population 

. (191) occurred in 1961, and the highest commitment 
rate in terms of the acutal number of commitments 
(6,190) occurred in 1965. The commitment rate per. 
100,000 youth population remained relatively stable be­
tw(!en 1961 and 1965 and then, starting in 1966, the 
ratt! decreased substantially and in 1973 was only 37 per­
cent of what it was in 1965. The rate of commitment for 
males decreased to approximately 41 percent of what it 
was in 1965 while the rate of commitment of females was 
only 18 percent of what it was in 1965. 

The major conclusion to be reached from these data 

fective July 1, 1966. In order to show the effect of this 
legislation on the Youth Authority, the 1973 data will be 
compared with a pre-subsidy year-1965-the last full 
year before the program began. It was also the year dur­
ing which the maximum number of commitments were 
received by the Youth Authority. Data which follows 
shows how the program has redu·ced commitments to 
state institutions. 

COMMITMENTS TO THE 
CALIFORNIA YOUTII AUTHORITY 

is that the Probation Subsidy program has had the great­
est impact upon commitments in the juvenile court age 
range and particularly in the commitment of females. In 
terms of the court of commitment, the Youth Authority 
received only 1,464 juvenile court commitments in 1973 
compared to 4,648 in the highest commitment year, 1965. 
This is a 69 percent decrease. On the othlar hand, the 
Youth Authority received 1,294 criminal court commit­
ments in 1973 compared to 1,542 in 1965, a 16 percent 
decrease. Actually, criminal court commitments reached 
their highest point in 1969, when the Youth Authority 
received 1,715. However, this was within the period of 
the Probation Subsidy program and further reinforces 
the fact that the Subsidy program has had the greater 
effect in the juvenile court age range. 

The year of maximum commitment of females to the 
Youth Authority was 1965, when 980 weJ:e committed. 
In 1973 the total decreased 77 percent, to '223. 

Table 1 
FmST COMMr.rMENTS TO THE CALIFORNIA YOUm AUTHOIUTY, 196()"'1973 

BY SEX, COMMITTING COURT, AND RATE PER 100,000 YOUTH POPULATION 

Total 

First 
commit-

Year. ments 

1960 _________ 4,602 1961. ________ 5,337 1962 _________ 5,194 196L ________ 5,733 1964 _________ 
5,488 196L ________ 6,190 1966 ________ ~ 5,470 1967 _________ 4,998 1968 _________ 
4,690 1969 _________ 4,494 1970 _________ 3,746 

197L ________ 3,218 1972 _________ 2,728 1973 _________ 2,758 

• 10-20 year age group. 
b 10-17 year age group. 
o 18-20 you age group. 

chart 

300 

270 

Rate a 

174.7 
190.6 
174.0 
179.5 
162.9 
174.8 
148.0 
129.4 
119.1 
112.2 
92.6 
78.3 
65.2 
65.1 

III 

1'-_ 

Males 

Juvenile court Criminal court Total Juvenile court 

. First First First First 
commit- commit- commit- cOlllmit-

ments Rate b ments Rate" ments. Rate- menta. Rate b 

3,350 158.6 1,252 239.8 3,929 301.8 2,705 253.3 
3,852 172.8 1,485 260.2 4,625 334.2 3,177 281.6 
3,739 158.5 1,455 232.4- 4,431 299.8 3,028 253.6 
4,371 173.7 1,362 201.2 4,889 308.6 3,575 280.6 
4,171 156.2 1,317 189.0 4,651 278.2 3,393 251.0 
4,648 168.6 1,542 196.7 5,210 296.2 3,750 268.6 
4,130 146.2 1,540 153.7 4,583 249.3 3,305 230.8 
3,571 122.9 1,427 149.3 4,217 219.5 2,850 193.4 
3,164 106.3 1,526 158.5 3,973 202.6 2,530 167.5 
2,779 91.4 1,715 177.9 3,860 193.7 2,242 145.4-
2,204 71.9 1,542 157.2 3,319 165;0 . 1,855 119.5 
1,651 53.2 1,567 155.4- 2,880 140.8 1,397 88.9 
1,462 46.6 1,266 121.0 2,476 118.9 1,267 79.8 
1,464· 46.4- 1,294 119.5 2,535 120.2 1,296 81.3 

FIRST COMMITMENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1960-1973 
By Committing Court 
(Shown as Rates per 100,000 Youth Population) 

-

240 .1/
,1 , 

c 
0 

210 :;:l 

'" :; 
a. 
0 
a. 

~ ~ _ ~ Criminal Court 
,_ (ages 18-2Q) 

....., 
..... _-- "",,,,, ~'". 

Criminal court 

First 
commit-
.ments Rate" 

1,224 523.1 
1,448 565.6 
1)403 494.0 
1,314 423.9 
1,258 393.1 
1,460 402.2 
1,278 314.8 
1,367 305.8 
1,443 320.0 
1,618 358.8 
1,464 318.3 
1,483 312.9 
1,209 244.2 
1,239 240.9 

180 
:E 
'" 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 

........ , 
~-~--",-' "",~ - I"""' -- .",,' ~-....... .-» 150 ,. 

Females -
Juvenile and 

criminal courts 

First 
commit-
ments Rate a 

-
673 50.5 
712 50.3 
763 50.6 
844 52.4-
837 49.4-
980 55.0 
887 47.7 
781 40.2 
717 36.2 
634 31.5 
427 21.0 
338 16..4-
252 12.0 
223 10.5 

0 
C> 
0 ~'-'~ -, 
cS 
C> ..... ... 
cu 
a. 
cu -'" cc: 
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90 

60 

30 

o 
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-...". ._--
Juvenile Court .-"' ............... 

(ages 10-,17) ~ 

'" ~ ...... -
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CALENDAR YEAR 
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Table 2 
REDUCTION IN COMMITMENTS TO THE CALIFORNIA YOUm AUTHORITY, 1966-67 THROUGH 1972-73 

BY COUNTIES PARTICIPATING IN THE PROBATION SUBSIDY PROGRAM 

Number of Commitment Commitml:nt 
participating Expected Actual reduction reduction 

Year counties commitments a commitments number percent 

1966-67 __ ~ ________________ 
31 4,332 3,872 460 10.6 1967-68 ___________________ 
36 4,793 3,599 1,194 24.9 1968-69 ___________________ 
41 5,594 4,162 1,432 25.6 1969-70 ___________________ 
46 5,884 4,091 1,793 30.5 1970-71 ___________________ 
44 5,715 3,173 2,542 44.4 1971-72, __________________ 
47 5,978 2,775 3,203 

I 
53.5 1972-73 ___________________ 

47 6,072 2,641 3,431 56.6 

• Baaed on tormllia (See Section 1825 W Be I Code) with modification to apply to CYA only. 

chart IV 
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REDUCTION IN COMMITMENTS 
Table 2 and Chart IV show the impact of the Subsidy 

program in terms of the reduction in commitments to the 
Youth Authority by those counties participating in the 
Subsidy program. The formula for the earnings that 
counties can acquire through the Subsidy program is 
contained in Section 1825 of the Welfare and Institutions 
Code. Briefly, this section defines a "base commitment 
rate". for each county which is calculated from the actual 
commitments during the ,1959-1963 period. Commit­
ments in subsequent years are compared to the "base 
rate" years with each county being reimbursed to the 
extent their commitments to state correctional institu­
tions are lower than "expected." 

In order to show the effect of Probation Subsidy on 
California Youth Authority commitments only, the origi­
nal "base rate" formula was split into two parts-one for 
California Youth Authority and one for California De­
partment of Corrections. The table and chart show the 
expected commitments to the Youth Authority for each 
fiscal year since 1966-67 and the commitments that were 
actually achieved during those years. The difference be­
tween these two figures is the difference in commitments 
attributable to the Probation Subsidy program. This as­
sumption is based on the premise that commitments 
would not have increased beyond that attributable to an 
increase in population, and that they would not have 
decreased for reasons other than that attributable to the 
Probation Subsidy program. 

For the fiscal year 1972-73, there were 47 counties 
participating in the Subsidy program, and the number of 
expected commitments to the Youth Authority for that 
year would have been 6,072 (if the 1959-1963 commit-

section 4 

COMMITTING COURT 
Since the initiation of the Probation Subsidy program, 

the Youth Authority has been handling increasing pro­
portions of adult court cases. In 1965, 75 percent of all 
commitments were from the juvenile court~nd 25 per­
cent from the adult courts. In 1973, 53 percent of the 
commitments were from the juvenile court and 47 per­
cent from the adult courts. (See Table 4.) It would 
appear that the proportions will average about 50/50 in 
the years to come. . 

Within the !!dult courts, the largest proportion of cases 
are from the superior court, with the. smaUer number 

. coming from the municipal and just,,;e courts. In 1965, 

ment practices remained unchanged). The actual number 
of commitments received during that fiscal year was 
2,641; thus resulting in a commitment reduction number 
of 3,431 or a percentage reduction of 56.6 percent. This 
con,\mitment reduction number added to the reduction in 
conlmitments to the Department of Corrections earned 
the counties in excess of $22 million, which could be 
used only for intensive supervision programs for county 
probationers. 

AREA AND COUNTY OF COMMITMENT 
Table 3 presents the distribution of commitments to 

the Youth Authority by county of commitment and court. 
Los Angeles County committed the largest number of 
cases to the Youth Authority during 1973-985-of 
which 431 were from the juvenile court and 554 were 
from the criminal court. The county with the next larg­
est number of commitments was San Diego with 200, 
followed by 162 from Alameda, 154 from San Ber­
nardino, 127 from San Francisco, 113 from Santa Clara, 
and 104 from Sacramento. Colusa, Alpine, Lassen, and 
Mono Counties had no commitments to the Youth Au­
thority during the calendar year. 

The Probation Subsidy program has changed the com­
mitment rate practices in many of the counties. For in­
stance, commitments to the Youth Authority from Los 
Angeles County during 1965 totaled 2,863 compared to 
985 in 1973-a decrease of 66 percent. Thus, for every 
ward now committed to the Youth Authority from Los 
Angeles County, former practices would have committed 
thr~e wards. 

CHARACTERISTICS OF FIRST 
COMMITMENTS 

13 percent of the commitments to the Youth Authority 
from the adult courts originated in the lower courts. In 
1973, only seven percent did so. 

SEX 
The male/female components of Youth Authority 

commitments show a trend toward a larger proportion 
of males. In 1965, approximately 84 percent of all com­
mitments were males. By 1973 this had increased to 92 
percent, and this trend is expected to continue, although 
at a much slower rate . 
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Table 3 
AREA AND COUNTY OF COMMITMENT OF FIRST COMMm'tfENTS PLACED UNDER YOUTH 

AUTHORITY CUSTODY, 1973 
BY SEX AND COMMITTING COURT 

, All first 
commitments Juvenile court Criminal court 

Area and county Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male 

1'otaL_. ________________________ 2,758 2,535 223 1,464 1,296 168 1,294 1,239 
Southern California __________________ 1,653 1,514 139 844 746 98 809 768 

Los An5eles----_-------.------.--_ 985 922 63 431 390 41 554 532 Imperia _. ____________________ • ___ 
26 19 7 23 16 7 3 3 }(ern ____ • ___ •• _ ••••••• _ ••• ______ • 74 67 7 48 41 h. 7 26 26 ()range __ •• _._ •••• _______ •• _______ 64 58 6 41 36 5 23 22 Riverside. _______ • _. ______________ 63 60 3 34 32 2 29 28 San Bernardino ___ • ____ • ________ • __ 154 142 12 83 75 8 71 67 San Diego. ___ • _____________ ._. ___ 200 178 22 132 116 16 68 62 San Luis ()bispo ________ • _____ • ____ 3 3 -- 3 3 -4 -5 '5 Santa Barbara_ •• ___ • ______________ 19 15 4 14 10 "entura_ •••• _____________________ 
65 50 15 35 27 8 30 23 

San Francisco Bay area. ______________ 566 518 48 319 280 39 247 238 Alameda ___ • ___ • ___ • ______________ 
162 150 12 84 76 8 78 74 San Francisco. __________ • _________ 127 118 9 75 66 9 52 52 Contra Costa __ ._. __ • ____ ._ •• ______ 55 46 9 31 25 6 24 21 Marin ____ • ___ •• _ ••• ______ •• ______ 

12 12 -- 9 9 -- 3 3 
~apa.-------.-----.----------.--- 8 8 2 2 -5 6 6 San Mateo ________________________ 

56 49 -7 44 39 12 10 Santa Clara ___ ••• __ • ____ •• ________ 113 105 8 54 46 8 59 59 Solano ________ •• ___ •• _____________ 
18 17 1 10 9 1 8 8 Sonoma_ •••• ______ • _______ ._ ••••• 15 13 2 10 8 2 5 5 

Sacramento "aJley ____ • __ ._ •• _ ••••••• 200 188 12 100 91 9 100 97 . Butte_. _. ____ •• _. __ • ___ "_. ______ • 22 20 2 5 4 1 '17 16 Colusa. __ •• __ • ____ • __ ._. _________ -- -i _. -- -- -- -- 'i Glenn •• _ ._. ___ ._. ____ ._. ____ • _ ••• 1 -- is i3 -- I Placer __ •• ______ •• ___ • __ • _________ 
32 29 3 2 17 16 Sacramento. ______________ •• _ •• _ •• 104 101 3 60 57 3 44 44 Shasta_ ••• ____ • ____ ._ •• _. ____ ._. __ 17 17 _. 5 5 -- 12 12 Sutter ______ • __ ._ •• ___ ._. ____ •• ___ 8 6 2 6 4 2 2 2 Tehama •••••• ' ___ • _____ • ____ •• ___ 3 3 -- 3 3 -- -4 --1'010 •• __ ••••• __ • ______ ._. __ •• ____ 8 8 -- 4 4 

'i 4 1'uba._ •••• _. __ •• _____ ._ •• ___ •• ___ 5 3 2 2 1 3 2 
San Joaquin "alley. __ •• ________ • ___ • 203 188 15 123 109 14 80 79 Fresno •• __ •• ________________ • ____ 

55 53 2 26 24 2 29 29 
}(in~8--_---------.----- •••••• ---- 22 20 2 20 18 2 2 2 Ma era •• _____ • ________ • _____ •• ___ 6 5 1 4 3 1 2 2 Merced ••• __ • __ ._. ______ ••• __ ••••• 16 15 1 8 7 1 8 8 SnnJoaquin_. __________ • _____ ._. __ 48 41 7 31 25 6 17 16 Stamslaus __ ••••• __ •• _________ • __ •• 26 2S 1 15 14 1 11 11 Tulare ••• ___ •• __ • ___ ••• ___ •• _ ••• __ 30 29 1 19 18 1 11 11 

22 other counties._. __ • __ •• _ ........... 136 127 9 78 70 8 58 57 
Alpine ••• - _ ••••• _ ••• _._ •••• "' __ " -- -i -- -- -- -- -i --Amador ______ • ____ • ____________ MO. 1 -- -- .- 1 Calaveras ____ • ____ • _____ • _________ 2 2 -- 2 2 -- -i -i Dei Norte_. _ •• __ • __ • _____________ 3 3 .- 1 1 --ElDorado __ •• ____________________ 

10 10 -- 6 6 -i 4 4 
flumboldt_. _ ••••• ____ ._._ • ___ ._._ 8 7 1 4 3 4 4 lnyo __ •• __ ._. __ ._ ••• __ ••••• _____ • 3 1 2 3 1 2 -i Lake. ___ ••••• _._ •••• ___ ._. ______ • 7 7 -- 6 6 -- I Lassen_. ___ • ______ ••••• ___ • __ • __ • -- -- -i -i -- -i -- --Mari£osa_. __ • ____ • __ • ___ •• ______ • 1 -7 -4 -4 ~en ocino. ___ • ________ • ______ • ___ 7 -- 3 3 --~odoc •••• _._ ••••• _ •• _ •• _______ ._ 5 5 -- 5 5 -- -' 

_. 
Mono_._._. ___ • _______ • __________ 

36 35 -i -- ii --Monterey •••••••• _'._. __ • ___ ••• ____ 14 13 1 22 
Nevada •• _ •• _. __ ._ ••••••• _ ••• _ •• __ 3 3 .- , 3 3 -- .- --Plunlas_._ •• _ •• __ • ___ ••• ___ • ______ 1 1 _. 1 1 -- -- --San Benito_ •••••••• _._ •• _ •• ___ • ___ 1 1 -- i2 -3 1 1 Santa Cruz __ •• __ • __ ••••• ______ •• __ 34 30 4 19 12 11 Sierra ____ •• _. ___ ._ •••• __ •• _______ 1 1 -- 1 1 _. -- .-Si'kiyou •• ___ ••••••••••• ____ ••• ___ 7 7 -- 3 3 -' f 4 
Trimty __ •••• _ ••••• _________ , •• _., 3 3 _. 2 2 ., 1 1 1ruolurnne •• ___ •• _ •••• __ ••• _ •• _ •• __ 3 3 .- 1 1 .- 2 2 

Female 
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Table 4 
COMMlTTlliG COURT OF FIRST COMMITMENTS PLACED UNDER YOUTH AUTHORITY CUSTODY, 1965-1973 

Juvenile court Criminal court 

Total Total Total SUperior courts Lower courts 

Year Number Percent Number Percent Males Females Number Percent Males Females Males Females 

1965 _____________ . ___________ 
6,190 100.0 4,648 75.1 3,750 898 1,542 24.9 1,294 46 166 36 1966. __________ '" _____________ 5,470 100.0 4,130 75.5 3,305 825 1,340 24.5 1,135 46 143 16 1967 _________________________ 
4,998 100.0 3,571 71.4 2,850 721 1,427 28.6 1,226 41 141 19 1968 _________________________ 4,690 100.0 3,164 67.5 2,530 634 1,526 32.5 1,314 57 129 26 1969 _______________ . _________ 
4,494 100.0 2,779 61.8 2,242 537 1,715 38.2 1,479 77 139 20 1970 _________________________ 
3,746 100.0 2,204 58.8 1,855 349 1,542 41.2 1,319 57 145 21 1971 _________________________ 
3,218 100.0 1,651 51.3 1,397 254 1,567 48.7 1,383 64 100 20 1972 _____ .~ __________________ 2,728 100.0 1,462 53.6 1,267 195 1,266 46.4 1,100 38 109 19 1973 _________________________ 
2,758 100.0 1,464 53.1 1,296 168 1,294 46.9 1,163 40 76 15 

chart V 
COMMITTING COURT OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO THE 

YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1965, 1969 AND 1973 
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AGE 
Table 5 shows the detailed characteristics of age and 

court of commitment for commitments during 1973. 
Table 6 and Chart VI show the comparative statistics on 
the changing age of :ommitment since the beginning of 
the Subsidy program. 

The average age at commitment during 1973 for a 
juvenile court ward was 16.1; for the adult court ward, 
19.1. The average age of all males at commitment was 
17.6; the average age of females, 16.6. Generally, two­
thirds of aU commitments to the Youth Authority were 
within an age range of 15.7 to 19.3 years. The mean age 
of all commitments to the Youth Authority has increased 
from 16.4 in 1965 to 17.5 in 1973. Two factors have 
contributed to the overall increase in mean age: 1) 
the mean age of juvenile court commitments has in-

creased from 15.5 years to 16.1 years; and 2) the overall 
proportion of juvenile court cases has decreased and the 
proportion of adult court cases has increased. Thus, al­
though the mean age of adult court commitments has not 
increased over the past eight years, the overall mean age 
has increased by one year. . 

Chart VI shows the specinc ages at commitment and 
the differences between 1965 and 1973 in the percentage 
of all commitments represented by each of the age 
groups. In summary, the Youth Authority currently has 
fewer commitments in the 17 and under age range than 
was the case in 1965 and more commitments in the 18 
and over age range. This corresponds with the changes 
occurring in court of commitment. 

Table 5 
AGE AT ADMISSION OF FmST COMMITMENTS PLACED UNDER YOUTH AUmORITY CUSTODY, 1973 

BY SEX AND COMMITTING COURT 

-
Males Females 

Total Juvenile court Criminal court Total Juvenile court Criminal court 
Juvenile and 

criminal courts 
~ 

Age at 
admission Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TotaL _____ 2,758 100.0 1,454 100.0 1,294 100.0 2,535 100.0 1,296 100.0 1,239 100.0 223 100.0 
12 years ______ 2 0.1 2 0.1 -- -- 2 0.1 2 0.2 -- -- -6 --13 years ______ 26 0.9 26 1.8 -- ,-- 20 0.8 20 1.5 -- -- 2.7 14 years ______ 97 3.5 97 6.6 -- -- 76 3.0 76 5.9 -- -- 1,1 9.4-15 yem ______ 261 9.5 261 17.8 -- o~i 

223 8.8 223 17.2 -- o~i 
38 17.0 16 years ____ •• 453 16.4 452 30.8 1 399 15.7 398 30.6 1 54 24.2 17 yean ______ 553 20.1 527 36.0 26 2.0 508 20.1 488 37.7 20 1.6 45 20.2 

18 years __ ._ •• 475 17.2 96 6.6 379 29.3 452 17.8 86 6.6 366 29.6 23 10.3 
19 years •••••• 471 17.1 3 0.3 468 36.1 451 ·17.8 3 0.3 448 36.1 20 9.0 20 years ____ ._ 307 11.1 _. -- 307 23.8 297 11.7 -- -- 297 24.0 10 1 4.5 
21 ycars or over 113 4.1 .. .- 113 8.7 107 4.2 -- -- 107 8.6 6 2.7 

Mean age. ___ • 17.5 16.1 19.1 17.6 16.2 19.1 16.6 

Standard 
deviation ___ 1.8 1.1 1.0 1.8 1.1 1.0 1.9 

Year 

1965,. _________ 
1966 __________ 
1967 ___________ 
196L _________ 
1969 ___________ 
1970 ___________ 
1971.. _________ 
1972 __________ 
1973 _______ ~ __ 

chart 

8-14 

15 

16 

l!! 
'" OJ 
>-
.5 17 
OJ 
tlO 

<C 

18 

19 

20-21 

Table 6 
MEAN AGE AT ADMISSION OF FIRST COMMITMENTS PLACED UNDER 

YOUTH AUTHORITY CUSTODY, 1965-1973 
BY SEX AND COMMITTING COURT 

(In Years) 

Males 

Total Juvenile court Criminal court Total Juvenile court Criminal court 

16.4 
16.3 
16.6 
16.8 
17.1 
17.2 
17.5 
17.4 
17.5 

VI 

o 2 

15.5 19.0 16.5 15.5 
15.5 19.0 16.5 15.5 
15.7 19.0 16.8 15.7 
15.7 19.0 16.9 15.7 
15.9 19.1 17.3 15.9 
15.9 19.0 17.3 16.0 
16.0 19.0 17.6 16.0 
16.0 19.1 17.5 16.1 
16.1 19.1 17.6 16.2 

AGE AT ADMISSION OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO THE 
YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1965 AND 1973 

1965 _ 1973 

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 

PERCENT 

19.0 
19.0 
19.0 
19.1 
19.1 
19.1 
19.0 
19.1 
19.1 

18 

... 

Females 

Juvenile and 
criminal courts 

15.7 
15.6 
15.8 
15.9 
16.2 
16.2 
16.5 
16.4 
16.6 

20 22 

19 
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ETl1NIC GROUP 
Tables 7 and 8 and Chart VII present data on the 

fluctuating ethnic group composition of Youth Author­
it)l commitments. In 1973, 45 percent of a11 commitments 
were white, 19 percent were Mexican-American, and 34 
percent were Neg!". In 1965, 51 percent were white, 19 
percent Mexican-American, and 28 percent Negro. Be­
tween these two dates there have been some shifts. The 

Table 7 

proportion of whites committed to the Youth Authority 
increased from 51 percent in 1965 to 57 percent in 1968, 
then decreased to 45 percent in 1973. The proportion of 
Negro commitments was highest in the last two years of 
the period shown. Negro commitments to the Youth 
Authority were appreciably higher in 1973 than in any 
of the other years in the period. 

ETHNIC GROUP OF FIRST COMMITMENTS PLACED UNDER YOUTH AUTHORITY CUSTODY, 1973 
BY SEX AND COMMITTING COURT 

Males Females 

Ethnic group Total Total Juvenile court Criminal court 
Juvenile and 

criminal courts 

Number Percent Number !'ercent Number Percent , Number Percent Number Percent 

'l'otaL ____________________ 
2,758 100.0 2,535 100.0 1,296 100.0 1,239 100.0 223 100.0 

White __________________ 1,229 44.6 1,120 44.2 557 43.0 563 45.4 109 48.9 
Mexicnn-American _______ 520 18.8 486 19.2 262 20.2 224 18.1 34 15.2 Negro ______ .-_____ ._. __ 934 33.9 864 34.1 441 34.0 423 34.2 70 31.4 Other __________________ 75 2.7 65 2.5 36 2.8 29 2.3 10 4.5 

TableS 
ETHNIC GROUP OF FIRST COMMITMENTS PLACED UNDER YOUTH AUTHORITY CUSTODY, 1965-1973 

Total White Mexican-American Negro Other 
Yellr 

Number PerC!!}l" Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1965 _____________________ 
6,190 100.0 3,188 51.5 1,153 18.6 1,728 27.9 121 2.0 1966 ______________________ 
5,470 100.0 2,855 52.8 970 17.7 1,509 27.6 106 '1.9 1967 _____________________ 
4,998 100.0 2,738 54.8 854 17.1 1,299 26.0 107 2.1 1968. ____________________ 
4690 100.0 2,670 56.9 736 15.7 1,208 25.8 76 1.6 1969. ____________________ 
4:494- 100.0 2,409 53.6 750 16.7 1,253 27.9 82 1.8 1970 ______ • ______________ 
3,746 100.0 2,077 55.4 657 17.5 927 24.8 85 2.3 1971 _________ ~ ___________ 
3,218 100.0 1,673 52.0 612 19.0 832 25.9 101 3.1 1972 ______ • ______________ 
2,728 100.0 1,326 48.6 534 19.6 800 29.3 68 2.5 1973 _________ • ___________ 
2,758 100.0 1,229 44.6 520 18.8 934 33.9 75 2.7 

VII ETHNIC GROUP OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1965 AND 1973 

1965 
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Mexican· 
c.. American ;:) 
0 
0::: 
C!) 

c.:> 
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OFFENSE 
Tables 9 and 10 and Chart VIII summarize the 

changes in commitment offense patterns since 1965. 
These trends show that since 1965 the proportion of 
commitments to the Youth Authority for violent type 
offenses has more than doubled-from 15 percent in 
1965 to 34 percent in 1973. Welfare and Institutions 
Code offenses continue to decline. The proportion of 

_ 1973 

\\ 

30 40 50 60 70 

PERCENT 

offenses against property, which had declined steadily 
from 40 percent in 1965 to 30 percent in 1970, has risen 
to 36 percent. The proportion of commitments for nar­
cotics and drug offenses, which had more than tripled be­
tween 1965 and 1969, dropped to the lowest level since 
1965. 
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Table 9 
OFFENSE OR REASON FOR COMMITMENT OF FmST COMMITMENTS PLACED 

UNDER YOUTH AUTHORITY CUSTODY, 1973 
BY SEX AND COMMITTING COURT 

: -
Males 

Total Total Juvenile court Criminal court 

Offense or reason for 
commitment Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TotaL._ •••••• _ •• _._._ ._ 2,758 100.0 2,535 100.0 1,296 100.0 1,239 100.0 

Homicide ••••• _. ~ ••••• ~ ••• l1l 4.0 103 4.1 67 5.2 36 2.9 
Robbery .................. __ 524 19.0 508 20.0 239 18.4 269 21. 7 
Assault and battery ___ ••••• 292 10.6 260 10.3 168 13.0 92 7.4 
Burglary •••••••••• _ •••• _ •• 534 19.4 529 20.9 196 15.1 333 26.9 

Theft (except auto) •••••• _ .. 225 8.2 209 8.2 76 5.9 133 10.7 
A'lto·theft •••••• _ ••••••••• 212 7.7 205 8.1 111 8.6 94 7.6 
Fllrgeg and checks •••••••• 34 1.2 23 0.9 3 0.2 20 1.6 
5-tX 0 enSc8 ••••• _._ •• _ •••• 111 4.0 107 4.2 73 5.6 34 2.8 . 
Narcotics and dru~s •••••••• 258 9.4 229 9.0 64 4.9 165 13.3 
Road and driving aws •••••• 18 0.6 17 0.7 10 0.8 7 0.6 
Escnpe from county facilitics 136 4.9 123 4.9 108 8.3 15 1.2 
County camp failure _____ •• 25 0.9 23 0.9 23 1.8 .- --
IllcorrifibJe and runaway ••• 66 2.4 31 1.2 31 2.4 .- .. 
Fostcr lome failure ________ 77 2.8 53 2.1 53 4.1 .. 
Other ._ •• ___ ••••••• _ •••• _. 135 4.9 115 4.5 7-4 5.7 4i 3.3 

Table 10 
OFFENSE OR REASON FOR COMMITMENT OF FIRST COMMITMENTS PLACED 

UNDER YOUTH AUTHORITY CUSTODY, ALTERNATE YEAnS, 1965-1973 . 
1965 1967 t969 1971 

Offense or reason 
for commitml!llt 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent' Number Percent 

Total, all offellses __ ••• _. __ • 6,190 100.0 4,998 100.0 4,494 100.0 3,218 100.0 

Violent type offenses •• _. ___ 942 15.2 764 15.3 860 19.1 774 24.1 

Homicidc_ ._. __ ••• _____ • 54 0.9 48 1.0 69 1.5 73 2.3 
Flobbery __ •• __ •• _ •• _._._ 445 7.2 372 7.4 457 10.2 427 13.3 
ASSllult and battery_ •• _ •• 443 7.2 344 6.9 334 7.4 274 8.5 

Property type offenses •• _ ••• 2,476 40.0 1,837 36.8 1,360 30.3 1,098 34.1 

:Sur~lal'Y •• _ •••••• __ ••••• 1,004 16.2 793 15.9 539 13.1 533 16.6 
Thc t (except auto)._ •••• 507 8.2 367 7.3 285 6.3 252 7.8 
Auto theft ••• __ ••••••••• 809 13.1 567 11.4 389 8.6 247 7.7 
Forgery and checks_ ••••• 156 2.5 110 2.2 97 2.2 66 2.0 

Narcotic lind drug offenses •• 352 5.7 660 ' 13.2 844 18.8 605 18.8 
W & r Code offenses •• _._ •• 1,703 27.S 1,245 24.9 974 21.7 449 13.9 
All other offenses._ ••••• __ • 717 11.6 492 9.8 456 10.1 292 9.1 

Note: Percontaget may not add due to independent fOunding. 

Females 

Juvenile !\.nd 
criminal courts 

Number Percent 

223 100.0 

8 3.6 
16 7.2 
32 14.4 
5 2.2 

16 7.2 
7 3.1 

11 4.9 
4 1.8 

29 13.0 
1 0.4 

13 5.8 
2 0.9 

35 15.7 
24 10.8 
20 9.0 

1973 

Number Percent 

2,758 100.0 

927 33.6 

111 4.0 
524 19.0 
292 10.6 

1,005 36.4 

534 19.4 
225 8.2 
212 7.7 
34 1.2 

258 9.4 
288 10.4 
280 10.2 

chart VIII OFFENSE GROUP OF FIRST COMMlrMENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1965 AND 1973 
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1965 

o 10 

The extent of prior delinquent conduct on the part of 
wards committed to the Youth Authority is shown in 
Table 11. The definition of prior delinquent conduct is 
any police contact or any delinquent or criminal com­
mitment to a juvenile hall, ranch, camp, or county jail. 
In 1965 the proportion of wards eommitted to the Youth 
Authority with no history of prior delinquency was 3.9 
percent and the proportion with two or more prior com­
mitments was 15.1 percent. In 1973 the proportion of 
wards with no record was 4.8 percent, and the proportion 
with two or more prior commitments increased to 21 
percent. 

20 

1973 
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PERCENT 

ACHIEVEMENT TEST GRADES 
Table 12 shows the achievement test grades for wards 

tested on their first admission to Youth Authority recep­
tion centers. The standard tests employed are the Gates­
MacGinitie Reading Vocabulary and Reading Compre­
hension and the Comprehensive Test of Basic Sldlls­
Arithmetic. 

The mean grade level on all of these tests appeared to 
drop somewhat between 1972 and 1973, but none of 
these drops are statistically significant. 
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Table 11 
PRIOR RECORD OF FIRST COMMITMENTS PLACED UNDER YOUTH AUTHORITY 

CUSTODY, ALTERNATE YEARS, 1965-1973 
: .. 

1965 1967 1969 1971 1973 . 
Prior record 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total. __________________ 6,190 100.0 4,998 100.0 4,494 100.0 3,218 100.0 2,758 .100.0 
None or unknown __ • _______ 242 3.9 190 3.8 161 3.6 116 3.6 133 4.8 
Delinquent contacts without commitments ____________ 2,731 44.1 2,367 47.4 2,163 48.1 1,297 40.3 1,203 43.6 
One prior commitment _____ 2,281 36.9 1,805 36.1 1,485 33.1 1,058 32.9 843 30.6 
Two or more prior commit· 

menU_. _. __ ••• _. _ •• __ ., 936 15.1 636 12.7 685 15.2 747 23.2 579 21.0 

Table 12 
ACHIEVEMENT TEST GRADES OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO YOUTH AUTHORITY 

RECEPTION CENTERS, 1972 AND 1973 
BY TYPE OF TEST 

= 
Gntes-MacGinitie Gates-MacGinitie Comprehensive Test of Basic 

Reading Vocabulary Reading Comprehension Skills-Arithmetic 

1972 1973 1972 1973 1972 1973 

Achievement test grade 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TotaL._. _____________________ 2,728 100.0 2,'758 100.0 2,728 100. CI Y-;;8- 100.0 2,728 100.0 2,758 100.0 
Not reported ________________ 242 8.9 243 8.8 282 10.3 255 9.2 180 6.6 242 8.8 

Total, less not reported ________ • 2,486 100.0 2,515 100.0 2,446 100.0 2,503 100.0 2,548 100.0 2,516 100.0 
Below Grade 3 ________________ 136 5.5 149 5.9 143 5.9 162 6.5 105 4.1 186 7.4 
Grades 3-5._. __________ . __ ._._ 740 29.8 781 31.1 660 27.0 652 26.0 1,236 48.5 1,241 49.3 
Grades 6-8._. __ .. ____ . __ ... __ . 815 32.8 804 32.0 681 27.8 662 26.4 900 35.3 770 30.6 
Grades 9-1L._ ..• ~_ ... _._ .. ___ 470 18.9 454 18.0 607 24.8 700 28.0 230 9.1 245 9.7 
Grade 12 and above •••••• _ •••• _ 325 13.0 327 13.0 355 14.5 327 13.1 77 3.0 74 3.0 

Mean grade leveL. __ .. ". ______ 7.7 7.5 8.8 8.0 6.2 5.9 
Standard deviation. _____ • ______ 3.5 3.3 3.6 3.5 2.4 2.5 
Mean age ••• __________ ••• _. __ • 17.4 17.5 17.4 17.5 17.4 17.5 

section 5 > THE MOVEMENT OF POPULATION 

YOUTIIS UNDER COMMITMENT 
Table 13 shows the total number of youths under com' 

mitment as of December 31, 1965 and 1973. On Decem· 
ber 31, 1965 the Youth Authority had 21,641 wards 
under commitment. At the cnd of 1973 there were only 

14,389 wards under commitment, a decrease of 33.5 per· 
ci::nt. The decrease for wards in institutions was 32 
percent; for wards on parole, 34 percent. 

Table 13 
YOUTHS UNDER COMMITMENT TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY ON DECEMBER 31, 1965 AND 1973 

BY TYPE OF CUSTODY 

1965 1973 Change 

Type of custody Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TotaL __________________ • _______________ 21,641 100.0 1.4,389 100.0 -7,252 -33.5 
In institutions _________________ • ___________ 6,369 29.4 4,306 29.9 -2,063 -32.4 

CYA institutions _______________________ !_ 4,964 22.9 4,1.17 28.6 -847 -17.1 
CDC institutions ________________________ 1,297 6.0 44 0.3 -1,253 -96.6 
DOH and county jaiL _____ • _____________ 108 0.5 145 1.0 37 34.3 Parole guests • _________________________ • (8) -- (131) -- -- --

Off institution b ___________________________ 68 0.3 219 1.5 151 222.1 
On parole _______________ ._. _______________ 

14,996 69.3 9,847 68.5 -5,149 -34.3 

California supervision ______ ._._._._. _____ 14,407 66.6 9,519 66.2 -4,88B -33.9 
California commitments __ • _____ ••• _._ •• 14,185 65.6 9,320 64.8 -4,865 -34.3 
Courtesy cases. ____ • _. ______ • __________ 222 1.0 199 1.4 -23 -10.4 

Out-of'state supervision ____ ._ •• _. __ • _____ 589 2.7 328 2.3 -261 -44.3 
Off parole c. ___ ._. _______________________ • 208 1.0 17 0.1 -191 -91.8 

• Parole guest. in institution. are not counted in institutional or grand total. as they appear in parole total. 
b Include. escape, (urloul!h, and out-to-court. 
• Parole revoked-awaitmg discharge or return to in.titution. 

PAROLE RETURNS TO INSTITUTIONS 
The number of parole violators returned to institutions 

between 1965 and 1973 is shown in Table 14. The de· 
crease in parole violators returned to institutions, from 
about 4,000 in 1965 to about 1,700 in 1973, reflects de· 
clines in first admissions and parole violation rates. The 
decreasing parole violation rates are due to procedural 
changes and to strengthened parole services in the com' 
munity. 

Table 14 

There has been an increase in the percent of wards 
returned to institutions from parole with new court com· 
mitments, from 28 percent in 1965 to 35 percent in 1973. 
Thus, in recent years a larger proportion of parole viola· 
tors are being returned to Youth Authority institutions 
with new court commitments rather than by the Youth 
Authority Board. 

PAROLE VIOLATOR RETURNS ADMITTED TO INSTITUTIONS, 1965-1973 
BY TYPE OF RETURN 

, 
Parole return without new commitment Parole return with new commitment 

Year Total Total Total I 
Number Percent Number Percent Males Females Number Percent Males Females 

1965_. ____ ._. __ . _________ 3,957 100.0 2,858 72.2 2,427 431 1,099 27.8 1,066 33 
1966 _______ .. _____ ._ .. ____ 4,197 100.0 2,913 69.4 2,425 488 1,284 30.6 1,238 46 
1967 ______ . ___ . __________ 4,246 100.0 3,020 71.1 2,510 510 1,226 28.9 1,174 52 
1968 __ . __ . ______ . _____ .. _ 3,881 100.0 2,652 68.3 2,228 424 1,229 31.7 1,178 51 
1969 ______ . __ ._. _________ 3,534 100.0 2,425 68.6 2,035 390 1,109 31.4 1,051 58 
1970 _____ ._. __ . ____ .. __ ._ 2,826 100.0 1,937 68.5 1,654 283 889 31.5 842 47 
1971 ___ . _______ ._. ___ . ___ 2,226 100.0 1,397 62.8 1,212 185 &2,9 37.2 783 46 
1972 ______ .. ___ ._ .. _ .... _ 1,929 100.0 1,163 60.3 1,049 114 766 39.7 738 28 
1973 _________ . _______ .. __ 1,698 100.0 1,096 64.5 991 105 602 35.S 578 24 , 
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Table 15 
INSTITUTIONAL ADMISSIONS AND DEPARTURES OF YOUTH AUTHORITY WARDS, 1973 

Admissions Departures 

Returns Parole 
Pop. 
~tart First 

of admis- Es- Trans- Calif. O.S. Trans- Es-
Institution year Total sions Parole cape fers Other· Total supv. supv. fers cape 

TotaL ______________________ 4,105 16,884 2,758 1,698 531 7,984 3,913 16,552 3,916 88 7,984 493 
Males ____________________ 3,784 15,742 2,535 1,569 500 7,639 3,499 15,395 3,585 77 7,639 471 Females __________________ 321 1,142 223 129 31 345 414 1,157 331 11 345 22 

C.Y.A. Institutions __________ 3,941 16,260 2,757 1,695 380 7,538 3,890 15,953 3,867 86 7,587 411 
Males ____________________ 3,625 15,136 2,534 1,566 355 7,205 3,476 14,813 3,537 76 7,251 393 Females __________________ 316 1,124 223 129 25 333 414 1,140 330 10 336 18 

Receptidn.Centers ___________ 602 8,375 2,757 1,554 161 1,003 2,900 8,381 387 13 5,013 67 NRCC-Milles ____________ 249 2,988 1,017 469 60 429 1,013 3,024 88 4 1,918 29 
NRCC-Females __________ 28 314 81 46 11 21 155 307 38 -7 96 3 SRCC-Males _____________ 280 4,632 1,517 956 89 531 1,539 4,604 217 2,801 35 
VRCC-Females __________ 45 432 142 81 1 21 187 437 44 2 195 --SRCC-Females _________ ~_ 

° 9 '-- 2 -- I 6 9 -- -- .. 3 --
Schools & Camps-Males _____ 3,096 7,516 -- 14i 206 6,245 924 7,185 3,232 65 2,532 329 Nelles ____________________ 310 662 -- 5 11 532 114 601 374 6 96 8 Close _____________________ 312 618 -- 3 15 486 114 592 335 12 100 15 

Holton ___________________ 337 663 -- 11 29 557 66 619 341 9 147 37 . Nelson ___________________ 272 1,401 -- 25 53 1,266 58 1,361 220 3 1,009 67 Preston ________________ ."_ 362 802 -- 4 54 642 102 736 264 8 283 58 
Youth Training SchooL __ ~_ 976 1,614 -- 80 36 1,237 261 1,540 741 20 462 27 Ventura __________________ 145 261 -- 7 1 231 22 .223 134 2 53 12 So. Drug Center ___________ 11 309 -- I 1 261 46 307 224 -- 31 7 SPACE ___________________ 

° 14 -- -- -- 11 3 6 1 -- 2 --Los Guilucos ______________ 62 12 -- -- -- 3 9 74 40 -- 24 
25 Ben Lomond ______________ 60 239 -- 2 -- 212 25 227 111 1 64 Mt. Bullion _______________ 65 237 .- - -- -- 190 47 235 110 -- 59 17 Oak Glen _________________ 61 239 -- 3 6 211 19 230 118 2 72 19 Pine Grove ________________ 62 239 -- -- -- 223 16 230 107 1 77 21 

Washington Ridge _________ 61 205 -- -- -- 183 22 204 112 1 53 16 
Schools-Females ____________ 243 369 -- -- 13 290 66 387 248 8 42 15 Ventura __________________ 175 329 -- -- 9 276 44 280 191 5 26 10 
SCDC~ ___________________ 

° 20 -- -- -- 9 11 20 7 -- I 1 SPACE ___________________ 

° 5 -- -- -- I 4 4 SO -- is --Los Guilucos ______________ 68 15 -- -- 4 4 7 83 3 4 
C.D.C. Institutions __________ 49 150 1 3 -- 128 18 155 22 1 107 --

Reception Centers _________ 1 14 1 -- -- 13 -- 15 -- -i 14 --Facihties __________________ 48 136 -- 3 -- 115 18 140 22 93 --Deuel Voc. Inst. _________ 21 63 -- -- -- 52 11 64 3 -- 48 --Other CDC-Males ______ 26 70 3 -- 60 7 75 19 -- 45 --CDC-Females __________ 1 3 -- -- -- 3 -- I -- I -- --
Other Institutions ________ . __ 115 474 -- -- lSI 318 5 444 27 1 290 82 

Dept. of Health ___________ 81 256 -- -- 22 230 4 227 20 -- 119 76 
Males __________________ 77 246 -- -- 21 221 4 214 19 -- 112 72 Females ________________ 4 10 -- -- I 9 -- 13 1 -- 7 4 

County JaiL _____________ 34 218 -- -- 129 88 1 217 7 1 171 6 
Males __________________ 34 213 -- -- 124 88 1 214 7 1 169 6 Females ________________ 0 5 -- -- 5 -- -- 3 -- -- 2 --

• IncludeB furlough. out-of-court. gU.eBt. and di.charge at departure. 
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INSTITU:IIONAL ADMISSIONS AND 
DEPARTURES 

Table 15 details the admissions to and departures from 
Youth Authority institutions for the calendar year 1973. 
Each Youth Authority institution is shown, as are the 
institutions of the Department of Corrections where 
Youth Authority wards are housed. 

The ward population in all institutions was 4,105 at 
theber,inning of the year and increased to 4,437 by the 
end of ,~he year. In institutions operated by the Depart­
ment ol~ Corrections the number of Youth Authority 
wards Wl'S less than 50. 

Table 16 

AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION 
Table 16 and Chart IX show the average daily popula­

tion of Youth Authority wards in institutions over the 
past nine years. Most of the institutions show .overall 
reductions in the average daily population over the years. 
The exceptions are the Department of Health and county 
jails, which had a record average population of 135 
wards in 1973 003 in DOH and 32 in county jails). 
This was due primarily to a specialized program for 
Youth Authority wards set up at Atascadero State Hos­
pital during 1973. The greatest change in average daily 
population is the decrease in the number of wards housed 
in facilities operated by the Department of Corrections, 
from 1,536 in 1965 to 54 in 1973. 

AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION OF YOUTH AUTHORITY WARDS IN INSTITUTIONS, 1965-1973 

Institution 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 

TotaL _____________________________ 6,893 6,544 6,600 6,577 6,372 5,961 5;185 4,291 4,343 

CYA Reception Centers _______________ 779 746 697 704 706 620 647 614 590 
Northern Reception Center-Males ___ 264 254 236 239 234 190 218 219 206 
Northern Reception Center-Females_ 59 61 63 61 51 40 32 26 34 
Southern Reception Center-Males ___ 382 354 321 335 348 326 340 333 303 
Ventura Reception Center-Females __ 74 77 77 69 73 64 57 36 47 

CYA Schools-Males _________ · _________ 3,504 3,612 3,699 3,786 3,886 3,687 3,411 2,945 2,990 
Fricot (closed 6-71) ___ -. _____________ 216 219 187 164 169 164 29 -- --Fred C. Nelles ______________________ 611 636 S46 566 588 486 437 393 363 
O. H. Close (opened 7-66) ____________ -- 83 369 363 369 359 344 347 334 
Paso Robles (closed 6-72) ____________ 511 524 443 433 404 363 269 29 --Karl Holton (opened 7-67) ___________ -- -- 74 205 344 383 378 363 381 
DeWitt Nelson (opened 12-71) _______ -- -- -- -- -- 749 

2 233 319 Preston ____________________________ 
918 935 876 848 822 690 377 384 

Youth Training SchooL _____________ 1,248 1,215 1,204 1,207 1,190 1,178 1,176 995 1,041 
Ventura (Co-ed 10-70) _______________ -- -- -- -- -- 5 54 138 147 
Los Guilucos (Co-ed 2-71) (Closed 6-73) -- -- -- -- -- -- 32 70 12 
SCDC (0Ccened 11-72) _______________ -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 8 
SPACE opened 11-73)-------------- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- I 

CYA Camps-Males __________________ 353 323 275 '251 280 283 306 290 350 
Ben Lomond _______________________ 73 63 58 59 71 74 79 71 70 
Mt. Bullion ________________________ 119 113 83 77 76 70 76 67 72 
Pine Grove _________________________ 66 60 56 41 59 68 73 63 68 
Washington Ridge __________________ 95 87 78 74 74 71 78 67 69 
Oak Glen (opened 9-72) _____________ -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 22 71 

CYA Schools-Females ________________ 606 613 607 592 599 505 379 286 224 
Los Guilucos (closed 6-73) ___________ 230 244 241 225 205 177 143 9Z 14 Ventura ___________________________ 376 369 366 367 394 328 236 194 209 
SCDC (0Ccened 11-72) _______________ -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- I 
SPACE opened 11-73)-------------- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

Department of Corrections ________ . ____ 1,536 1,153 1,224 1,157 852 820 362 61 54 

DOH and county jaiL ________________ 115 97 98 87 49 46 80 95 135 

-
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chart IX 
AVERAGE DAILY POPUUlTION OF YOUTH AUTHORITY WARDS 
IN INSTITUTIONS, 1965 THROUGH 1973 
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Table 17 and Chart X show the changes in average 
length of institutional stay between 1965 and 1973. This 
length of stay includes time spent in the clinics for diag­
nosis. The general trend h~s been toward longer periods 
of confinement. The length of stay for all wards in all 
types of institutions rose from 9.4 months in 1965 to 11.6 
months in 1973. For nlales, the length of stay increased 
from 9.6 months in 1965 to 11.6 months in 1973; for 
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CALENDAR YEAR 

THE LENGTH OF INSTITUTIONAL 
STAY 

females, from 7.9 months to 11.2 months. , 
Institutional length of stay is affected by such factors 

as changes in Youth Authority Board policy, changes in 
characteristics of the wards, institutional population pres­
sures, and changing emphases in programming. All of 
these factors have probably played a part in the increas­
ing length of stay at Youth Authority facilities. 

, 
\ 

j 
1 
.J 

1 
~ 

'J 
I , 
I ._,-

Table 17 
MEAN LENGTH OF STAY OF WARDS IN YOUTH AUTHORITY AND DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

INSTITUTIONS PRIOR TO RELEASE ON PAROLE, 1965-1973 
BY INSTITUTION OF RELEASE 

(In Months) 

Institution of rdease • 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 

Total b ___ • ___________________________ 
9.4 9.4 9.6 10.2 10.2 

~ales ______ ~ ______________________ 
9.6 9.5 9.8 10.3 10.5 Females ___________________________ 
7.9 8.5 8.6 9.1 8.7 

CYA Institutions D ___________________ 8.6 8.6 9.2 9.8 9.7 
Scho?ls and Camls (Males) __________ 8.8 8.6 9.4 10.0 9.9 Fncot (closed -71) _______________ 12.4 10.5 12.6 14.9 13.7 Fred C. Nelles ____________________ 8.1 8.6 10.6 10.4 9.1 

O. H. Close (opened 7-66) __________ -- -- 9.0 11.1 9.3 
Paso Robles (closed 6-72) __________ 7.8 7.3 8.3 8.3 9.3 
Karl Holton (opened 7-67) _________ -- -- -- 9.1 8.9 
DeWitt Nelson (opened 12-71) _____ -- -- -- -- --Preston __________________________ 

9.0 8.4 9.2 10.0 10.1 
Youth Training SchooL ___________ 10.4 10.5 10.9 11.1 11. 7 
Ventura (Co-ed 10-70) _____________ -- -- -- -- --Los Guilucos (Co-ed 2-71) (closed 6-73) __________________________ 

-- -- -- -- --Camps _______________ . ___________ 6.4 6.1 6.7 6.8 6.8 Schools (Females) ___________________ 7.8 8.4 8.4 9.0 8.6 
Los Guilucos (closed 6-73) _________ 9.1 9.8 10.4 11.4 10.6 Ventura _________________________ 

7.2 7.8 7.4 8.0 7.7 

CDC Institutions __________________ --- 13.7 14.2 12.1 12.7 15.1 

• Includes time in clinic. 
b Includes all institutions operating durin!! periods shown. 
• Excludes scnc and SPACE programs In the detail. Inchlded in total. 

chart X 
MEAN LENGTH OF STAY OF YOUTH AUTHORITY WARDS IN 
INSTITUTIONS, 1965 THROUGH 1973 

1970 1971 1972 1973 
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section 7 PAROLE POPULATION MOVEMENT 
AND LENGTH OF STAY ON PAROLE 

PAROLE POPULATION MOVEMENT 
Table 18 is a summary of the parole movements for 

the calendar years 1972 and 1973. In line with the de­
cline in commitments, the number released to parole 
declined by 18 percent from 1972 to 1973. The number 
removed from parole decreased by about 7 percent and 
the number revoked by about 12 percent. 

WARDS REMOVED FROM PAROLE 
Table 19 shows that a total of 6,088 wards were re­

moved from parole, 45 percent for non-violational rea­
sons, and the remainder for violational reasons. Of the 
violators, 28 percent were returned and 27 percent were 

Table 18 

discharged from violation status, mostly to other juris­
dictions. 

Adult court (older) males had a lower violation rate 
(51 percent) than did juvenile court (younger) males 
(62 percent). Females had the lowest violation rate of 
all-40 percent. The violation rate for first admissions 
was somewhat lower than that for re-admissions, 53 per­
cent and 58 percent respectively. 

Table 20 is a summary of violation rates from 1965 
through 1973, showing a consistent decline from 66 per­
cent in 1968 to 55 percent in 1973. 

YOUTH AUTHORITY PAROLE MOVEMENTS, 1972 AND 1973 
BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 

Parole movements 1972 1973 Percent change 

Total paroles, beginning of year ___________________________________ _ 13,359 11,852 -11.3 

5,245 4,288 -18.2 
4,890 4,004 -18.1 

230 207 -10.0 

lteceived on parole ___________________________ ~ _________________ _ 
lteleased from institutions ____________________________________ _ 
Received from other states ____________________________________ _ 
Reinstated and other· ________________________________________ _ 125 77 -38.4 

6,752 6,293 -6.8 
1,939 1,702 -12.2 
4,813 4,591 -4.6 

Removed from parole ______________________________________ ~ ___ _ 
Revoked ____________________________________________________ _ 
Discharged and other ________________________________________ _ 

Total paroles, end of year _________________________________________ ~ 11,852 9,847 -16.9 

California supervision, beginning of year ____________________________ _ 12,967 11,495 -11.4 

5,215 4,265 -18.2 
5,125 4,198 -18.1 

90 67 -25.6 

Received _________________________________ ~ ____________________ _ 
New cases __________________________________________________ _ 

Transferred to California supervision from out~f-state supervision __ 

6,687 6,241 -6.7 
1,929 1,693 -12.2 
4,604 4,380 -4.9 

154 168 +9.1 

Removed _____________________________________________________ _ 
Revoked __ • ___ • ____ ._. ______________________________________ _ 
Discharged and other ______________________ • _________ • ________ _ 
Transferred to out~f-state supervision __________________________ _ 

California supervision, end of year _______________________ • _________ _ 11,495 9,519 -17.2 

Out~f-.tate supervision, beginning of year __________________________ _ 392 357 -8.9 
lteceived ____ ._ ••• _________ • ___________________________________ _ 

274 258 -5.8 Newcases __________________________________________________ _ 
120 90 -25.0 

Transferred from California supervision to out~f-state supervision __ 154 168 +9.1 
Removed. ______ • __________________________ • __________________ _ 

309 287 -7.1 Ftevoked _____________ • ______ • _______________________________ _ 
10 9 -10,0 

209 211 +1,,0 
90 67 -25.6 

Discharged _____ • ________________________ • ________ • ___ • ____ •• _ 
Tranaferred to Califor.nia supervision ______ .. ___ • ___________ •••••• 

Out~f-state supervision, cod ofyear __ •• __ • __ ••••• _._ ••• ______ • ____ _ 357 328 -8.1 

• Includes relea.ea to parole from furlough. out·to<ourt or escape status. 

Table 19 
WARDS REMOVED FROM PAROLE, 1973 

BY TYPE OF REMOVAL, COURT AND SEX, AND ADMISSION STATUS 

Admission status 

Total First admission Ftc-admission 

Type of removal Number Percent Number 

Total wards removed from parole ____ ~ _______ 6,088 100.0 3,476 

Non-violators discharged __________________ 2,731 44.9 1,643 
Violators ________________________________ 3,357 55.1 1,833 

Revoked for return. ____________________ 1,702 27,9 983 Discharged ____________________________ 1,655 27.2 850 

Males-Juvenile court ______________________ 3,063 100.0 1,648 

Non-violators discharged ____ Q _____________ 1,179 38.5 641 
Violators ________________________________ 1,884 61.5 1,007 

Revoked for return _____________________ 1,165 38.0 661 
Discharged ____________________________ 719 23.5 346 

Males-Criminal court. ____________________ 2,313 100.0 1,406 

Non-violators discharged __________________ 1,125 48.6 747 
Violators _______________________________ 1,188 51.4 659 

Revoked for return ____________________ 405 17.5 233 
Discharged _______________ • ____________ 783 33.9 426 

Females-TotaL _________________ • _____ - _ -_ 712 100.0 422 

Non-violators discharged __________________ 427 60.0 255 

Violators _________________ • __________ --- 285 40.0 167 
Revoked for return _____________________ 132 18.5 89 Discharged ____________________________ 153 21.5 78 

Table 20 
WARDS REMOVED FROM PAROLE, 1965-1973 

BY TYPE OF REMOVAL 

Total Non-violators Total 

Percent Number Percent 

100.0 2,612 100.0 

47.3 1,088 41.7 

52.7 1,524 58.3 
28.3 719 27.5 
24.4 80S 30.8 

100.0 1,415 100.0 

38.9 538 38.0 

61.1 877 62.0 
40.1 504 35.6 
21.0 373 26.4 

100.0 907 100.0 

53.1 378 41. 7 

46.9 529 58.3 
16.6 172 19.0 
30.3 357 39.3 

100.0 290 100.0 

60.4 172 59.3 

39.6 118 40.7 
21.1 43 14.8 
18.5 75 25.9 

Violators 

Ftevoked Discharged 

Year Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1965 _____________________ 
9,005 100.0 3,228 35.8 5,777 64.2 4,133 45.9 1,644 18.3 1966 _____________________ 
9,336 10000 3,469 37.2 5,867 62.8 4,327 46.3 1,540 16,5 1967_. ___________________ 
9,642 100.0 3,473 36.0 6,169 64.0 4,396 45.6 1,773 18.4 1968 _____________________ 
8,975 100.0 3,028 33.7 5,947 66.3 4,064 45.3 1,883 21.0 1969 _____________________ 
8,585 100.0 3,041 35.4 5,544 64.6 3,571 41.6 1,973 23.0 1970 ________________ • ____ 
7,409 100.0 2,748 37.1 4,661 62.9 2,830 38.2 1,831 24.7 1971 _____________________ 
6,920 100.0 2,995 43.3 3,925 56.7 2,221 32.1 1,704 24.6 

1972. _________ ._. ________ 6,478 100.0 2,878 44.4 3,600 55.6 1,939 29.9 1,661 25.7 1973 __________________ • __ 
6,~88 100.0 2,731 44.9 3,357 55,1 1,702 27.9 1,655 28.2 
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LENGTH OF STAY ON PAROLE 
Table 21 and Chart XI show the mean length of stay 

on parole and how it has increased consistently since 
1965; from 17.1 months in 1965 to 25.9 months in 1973. 
For non-violators, the increase was from 25 months to 31 
months; for violators. from 13 to 22 months. 

Several factors contribute to the increase in length of 
stay on parole, and these are somewhat different for each 
of the three groups shown. The use of temporary deten­
tion has reduced the urgency for parole revocation for 
wards in stressful situations. Smaller caseloads and in­
creased caseload services have facilitated maintaining mar­
ginally functioning youths on parole. The longer time on 
parole before a violational discharge may also reflect time 
spent in local custody, for which parole is no longer rou­
tinely revoked. 

Table 21 

PAROLE VIOLATION OFFENSES 
Table 2:~ shows the type of offenses lodged against 

parole violators and the dispositions of the parole v;ola­
tions., Of the total placed on violation during 1973, 60 
percent were returned to parole and 40 percent were 
removed from parole. Generally, wards with less serious 
types of parole violation offenses are returned to parole, 
whereas wards with the more serious or assaultive type 
offenses are removed. However, when charges for a seri­
ous offense are dismissed, a ward may also be returned 
to parole. 

MEAN LENGTH OF STAY ON PAROLE FOR WARDS REMOVED FROM PAROLE, 1965-1973 
BY TYPE OF REMOVAL AND SEX 

(In Months) 

Type of removal 

Non-violators 
Violators removed from parole 

removed 
Year Total from parole Total Revoked Discharged 

Total 1965. __________________ 
17.1 24.9 12.8 10.1 19.7 1966. __ .• ______________ 
17.5 25.4 12.8 10.4 19.6 1967_ •• ________________ 
17.9 25.1 13.9 11.3 20.3 1968 ___________________ 
18.3 25.9 14.4 11.1 21.4 1969 ___________________ 
19.4 26.5 15.6 11.5 22.9 1970 ___________________ 
21.2 27.9 17.2 12.2 24.9 1971 ___________________ 
22.9 28.4 18.7 12.7 26.5 1972. __________________ 
24.2 29.4 20.0 13.9 27.1 1973 ___________________ 
25.9 30.5 22.2 15.2 29.4 

Males 1965. __ • _____ ._. _______ 16.4 23.9 12.6 10.1 18.7 1966 •• _________________ 
16.7 24.3 12.6 10.4 IS.5 1967 _________ ._. _______ 
17.3 24.3 13.7 11.3 19.3 1968_ •••. _. __________ ._ 17.7 25.2 14.3 11.2 20.8 1969 ___________________ 
18.8 25.8 15.4 11.5 22.0 1970 _______ ._. _____ • ___ 
20.1 26.7 16.7 12.1 23.7 1971 ••.• _. __________ .• _ 21.9 27.4 18.1 12.5 25.5 1972_. __ . ___ . ____ •. ____ 23.1 28.3 19.3 13.7 25.9 1973 •• _ •••. ____________ 25.0 29.6 21.6 15.0 28.5 

Females I 1965 __ •. _______________ 
22.0 29.2 14.7 10.1 32.4 1966_. ________ . ________ 
22.2 29.9 14.4 10.3 32.5 1967. ___ . _____ . ________ 21. 7 28.4 15.1 11.0 31. 7 1968 ______ • ____________ 
21. 7 28.9 15.1 10.9 28.5 1969. _____ •...• ___ ~_. __ 23.2 29.2 17.2 11.9 32.2 1970 ••••• ___ . __________ 27.0 32.7 21.0 12.8 34.5 1971 •.. __ . __ . __________ 
28.6 32.2 23.5 14.0 35.9 1972. _______ • ___ • ______ 32.0 34.6 27.9 16.2 38.5 1973 __ •. ___ •• __________ 
32.7 35.4 28.8 17.0 38.9 

chart XI 
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MEAN LENGTH OF STAY ON PAROLE, 1965 THROUGH 1973 
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PAROLE VIOLATION OFFENSES OF WARDS REMOVED FROM VIOLATION STATUS, 1973 
BY TYPE OF REMOVAL 

Removed {-pm parole 

Continued 
Total on parole Total Revoked . 

1973 

Discharged 
after violation 

Parole violation offense Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1rotal _____________________________________ 
8,359 100.0 5,002 59.8 3,357 40.2 1,702 20.4 1,655 19.8 

Homicide _____________________________ -- - - - --- 79 100.0 16 20.3 63 79.7 13 16.4 50 63.3 
Robbery _______ :. __________________ - - - - -- - -- - -- 506 100.0 137 27.1 369 72.9 146 28.8 223 44.1 
Assault ,and battery __________________ ---------- 692 100.0 401 57.9 291 42.1 197 28.5 94 13.6 Burylary ______________________________________ 

1,023 100.0 493 48.2 530 51.8 290 28.3 240 23.5 
The t (except auto) ____________________________ 936 100.0 614 65.6 322 34.4 201 21.5 121 12.9 

Auto theft _____________________ ---- - - - ----" - -- 477 100.0 267' 56.0 210 44.0 142 29.8 68 14.2 
Forgery and checks _______________________ ~ ____ 177 100.0 103 58.2 74 41..8 24 13.6 50 28.2 
Sex offenses _____________________ - --- -- --,--"- -- 206 100,.0 117 56.8 . 89 ,43.2 . 37 18.0 52 25.2 
Narcotics and drugs ______ " _____________________ 1,108 100.0 724 65.3 384 34.7 161 14.6 223 20.1 
Road and driving laws __________________________ 774 Hio.o 681 88.0 93 12.0 48 6.2 45 5.8 
VVeapons _____________________________________ 

173 100.0 90 52.0 83 48.0 68 39.3 15 8.7 
Disorderly conducL __________________ - - - ------- 578 100.0 489 84.6 89 15.4 61 10.6 28 4.8 
Trespass and mal. mischieL _____________________ 163 100.0 129 79.1 34 20.9 21 12.9 13 8.0 
Tecnnical violations ____________ - - --- --- - - -- - - -- 1,079 100.0 443 41.1 636 58.9 243 22.5 393 36.4 Other ________________________________________ 

388 100.0 298 76.8 90 23.2 S~ 12.9 40 10.3 
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section 8) 

Parole perfoI'ltlance can be measured in a number of 
ways; however, the two most common approaches are the 
cross-sectional and the longitudinal. The cross-sectional 
approach to parole performance was presented in the 
previous section. In that method, all of the wards removed 
from parole during a calendar year are categorized by 
reasons for removal. The total number removed repre­
sents 100 percent and the reasons for removal always add 
to 100 percent. That approach to parole performance 
does not take into account any changes in the character­
istics of case10ads over time and does not equalize the 
exposure time on parole. 

The longitudinal approach to parole violation, which 
is discussed in this section, is one in which a release 
cohort of parolees is selected and followed for a pre­
determined period. Table 23 shows a long-term cohort 
approach and tables 24, 25, and 26 show a short-term 
cohort approach. 

LONG·TERM COHORT 

This longitudinal parole performance measure is con­
structed by taking all of the parole releases for a yearly 

PAROLE PERFORMANCE 

period and following these throughout their parole peri­
od. This approach approximates a tltrue" violation rate as 
a result of determining the unltimate success/failure of 
each case. As a rule, this takes more than five years to 
achieve and thus is not a good method to employ when 
the need for timely recidivism data is acute. 

In constructing the present long-term cohort, the cal­
endar years 1968 and 1969 were used, and the violation 
status was calculated as of December 31, 1973. As shown 
in Table 23, of the total number of cases released to 
parole in 1968 and 1969, 404 were still on active parole 
as of Decfmber 31, 1973, and 5,167 had been discharged 
as non-violators. The remaining 9,183 or 62.3 percent 
were violators, since they had either been returned to a 
Youth Authority institution or had been discharged under 
a violational status. The violation rate was highest for 
juvenile court males and lowest for criminal court females. 

Table 23 
VIOLATION STATUS OF WARDS RELEASED TO CALIFORNIA PAROLE SUPERVISION IN 1968 AND 1969' 

BY COURT AND SEX 

Violation status as of December 31, 1973 

Non-violators Violators 

Total Active Discharged Total Revok.ed Discharged 

Court and sex Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total wards ___________________ 14,754 100.0 404 
! 

2.7/ 5,167 35.0 9,183 62.3 5,767 39.1 3,416 73.2 
Mllles ______________________ 

12,722 100.0 298 2.3 4,267 33.5 8,157 64.2 5,022 39.5 3,135 24.7 Juvenile court _____________ 8,369 100.0 184 2.2 2,365 28.3 5,820 69.5 4,316 51.6 1,504 17.9 Criminal court _____________ 4,353 100.0 114 2.6 1,902 43.7 2,337 53.7 706 16.2 1,631 37.5 
Females ________ • ___________ 2,032 100.0 106 5.2 900 44.3 1,026 50.5 745 36.7 281 13.8 

Juvenile court _____________ 1,812 100.0 103 5.7 " 772 42.6 937 51.7 709 39.1 228 12.6 Crlminal court _____________ 220 100.0 3 1.4 128 58.2 89 40.4 36 16.3 53 24.1 

• Ollly tho Rut rc1~.e to parole was counted for ward. with more than one relea.e to parole in the two-year time period shown. 
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Table 24 
VIOLATION STATUS OF WARDS RELEASED TO CALIFORNIA PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1960-1972 

(Showing percent revoked or discharged for a violation committed within 15 months of parole exposure) 

Males 

Total Total Juvenile court Criminal court 

Revoked or Revoked or Revoked or Revoked or 
discharged discharged discharged discharged 

Num- Num- Num- Num-
ber ber ber ber 
re- Num- Per- re- Num- Per- re- Num- Per- re- Num- Per-

Year of release le3sed ber cent leased ber cent leased ber cent leased ber cent 

1960 ________________ 
5,934 2,646 44.6 5,132 2,430 47.3 3,518 1,784 50.7 1,614 646 40.0 1961 ________________ 
6,679 3,035 45.4 5,873 2,784 47.4 4,116 2,126 51.7 1,757 658 37.5 1962 ________________ 
7,402 3,462 46.8 6,462 3,133 48.5 4,479 2,361 52.7 1,983 772 38.9 1963 ______ ~ _________ 
8,004 3,70.3 46.3 6,926 3,341 48.2 4,949 2,651 53.6 1,977 690 34.9 1964 ________________ 
8,709 4,041 46.4 7,459 3,603 48.3 5,438 2,867 52.7 2,021 736 36.4 1965 _________________ 
9,720 4,339 44.6 8,378 3,908 46.6 6,218 3,212 51.7 2,160 696 32.2 1966 _________________ 9,098 4,148 45.6 7,831 3,708 47.4 5,766 3,016 52.3 2,065 692 33.5 1967 ________________ 
8,615 3,974 46.1 7,357 3,538 48.1 5,331 2,820 52.9 2,026 718 35.4 1968 ________________ 
8,377 3,795 45.3 7,]77 3,376 47.0 5,014 2,634 52.5 2,163 742 34.3 1969 ________________ 
7,980 3,199 40.1 6,901 2,850 41.3 4,406 2,143 48.6 2,495 707 28.3 1970 ________________ 6,549 2,331 35.6 5,689 2,123 37.3 .3,640 1,621 44.5 2,049 502 24.5 1971 ________________ 
6,078 1,992 32.8 5,474 1,867 34.1 3,184 1,301 40.7 2,290 566 24.7 1972· _______________ 
5,461 1,784 32.7 4,928 1,684 34.2 2,671 1,124 42.1 2,257 560 24.8 

• Wards released to parole in the 12-month period between July 1. 1971 and June 30,1972. 

Table 25 
TIME ON PAROLE PRIOR TO VIOLATION FOR WARDS RELEASED TO 

CALIFORNIA PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1971-72' 

Females 

Juvenile and 
criminal courts 

Revoked or 

Num-
discharged 

ber 
re- Num- Per-

leased ber cent 

802 216 26.9 
806 251 31.1 
940 329 35.0 

1,078 362 33.6 
1,250 438 35.0 
1,342 431 32.1 
1,267 440 34.7 
1,258 436 34.7 
1,200 419 34.9 
1,079 349 32.3 

860 208 24.2 
604 125 20.7 
533 100 18.8 

(Showing percent revoked or discharged for a violation committed within 15 months of parole exposure) 

Males Females 

Total revoked Juvenile and 
or discharged Total Juvenile court Criminal court criminal courts 

Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu-
Time on parole lative lative lative lative lative lative lative lative lative lative 

to nearest month Num- num- per- Num- num- per- Num- num- per- Num- num- per- Num- num- per-
prior to violation ber ber cent ber ber cent ber ber cent ber ber cent ber ber cent 

Less than U month ___ 20 20 0.4 18 18 0.4 15 15 0.6 3 3 0.1 2 2 0.4 
1 month __________ 127 147 2.7 116 134 2.7 84 99 3.7 32 35 1.6 11 13 2.4 
2 months _________ 172 319 5.8 161 295 6.0 121 220 8.2 40 75 3.3 11 24 4.5 
3 months _________ 193 .512 9.4 187 482 9.8 115 335 12.5 72 147 6.5 6 30 5.6 
4 months ________ .. 178 690 12.6 169 651 13.2 111 446 16.7 58 205 9.1 9 39 7.3 
5 months _________ 116 866 15.9 167 818 16.6 121 567 21.2 46 251 11.1 9 48 9.0 
6 months _________ 13$ 1,001 18.3 127 945 19.2 81 648 24.3 46 297 13.2 8 56 10.5 
7 months _________ 140 1,141 20.9 131 1,076 21.8 80 728 27.3 51 348 15.4 9 65 12.2 
8 months _________ 119 1,260 23.1 112 1,188 24.1 75 803 30.1 37 385 17.1 7 72 13.5 
9 months _________ 101 1,361 24.9 97 1,285 26.1 64 867 32.5 33 418 18.5 4 76 14.3 

10 months _________ 95 1,456 26.7 90 1,375 27.9 63 930 34.8 27 445 19.7 5 81 15.2 
11 months _________ 60 1,516 27.8 54 1,429 29.0 32 962 36.0 22 467 20.7 6 87 16.3 
12 months _________ 87 1,603 29.4 82 1,511 30.7 53 1,015 38.0 29 496 22.0 5 92 17.3 
13 months _________ 53 1,656 30.3 49 1,560 31.7 33 1,048 39.2 16 512 22.7 4 96 18.0 
14 months _________ 68 1,724 31.6 67 1,627 33.0 44 1,092 40.9 23 535 23.7 1 97 18.2 
15 months _________ 60 1,784 32.7 57 1,684 34.2 32 1,124 42.1 25 560 24.8 3 100 18.8 

Total number of wards paroled ____________ 5,461 4,928 2,671 2,257 533 

'Wards released to parole in the 12-month period between July 1, 1971 end June 30,1972. 
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SHORT·TERM COHORT 

TIlC.l short-term approach to parole performance is simi· 
lar in methodology to the long-tenn, but the parole ex· 
posUte period is shortened to 15 months. Using the 15 
month exposure period results in a lower violation rate 
than if II longer period of time were used, but this ap­
proach does have the advantage of arriving at a violation 
figure without waiting years for all parole cases to reach 
a point of termination. 

Table 26 

Table 24 shows the parole follow-up on a 15 months 
exposure basis for each calendar year from 1960 through 
1972. Between the years 1960 and 1968, the 15 months 
parole violation rate remained very stable at about 45 
percent. Since then, the rate has decreased and the latest 
period shows a 32.7 percent violation rate. The lower 
rate in the more recent years is apparent for both males 
and females and for both juvenile and criminal court. 

VIOI,ATION STATUS OF WARDS RELEASED TO CALIFORNIA PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1971-72' 
BY INSTITUTION OF RELEASE AND COURT OF COMMITMENT 

(Showing percent revoked or discharged for a violation committed within 15 months of parole exposure) 
r::.:::~:.. ~_. __ ... -. -

Total Juvenile court Criminal court 

Number Number Number 
Number of Percent Number of Percent Number of Percent 

Institution of release released violators violators released violators violators released violators violators 

-' 
rotnl ••• A ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5,461 1,784 32.7 3,087 1,207 39.1 2,374 577 24.3 

~~Ie! ••••••••••••••••.••••••••••• 4,928 1,684 34.2 2,671 1,124 42.1 2,257 560 24.8 
Femlllc8 •••••••••••••••••••••••• _. 533 100 18.8 416 83 20.0 117 17 14.5 

eYA Institutions •••••••••••••••••••• 5,286 1,720 32.5 3,067 1,202 39.2 2,219 518 23.3 

Reception Centers ••••••••• _ ••••••• 639 223 34.9 394 163 41.4 245 60 24.5 
Northern Reception Center-Males 180 70 38.9 115 53 46.1 65 17 26.2 
Northern Rc:ception Center-Fe· 

I lnltlea •••••••••••••••••••• _ ••• 51 14 27.5 40 13 32.5 1l 9.1 
Southern Reception Center-Males 350 126 36.0 200 88 44.0 150 38 25.3 
Ventura Reception Center-Females 58 13 22.4 39 9 23.1 19 4 21.1 

School~-Mnlcs •••••• " •••• " •••••••• 3,673 1,286 35.0 2,221 951 42.8 1,452 335 23.1 
Fred C. Nelles School. ••••••• _._. 558 274 49.1 532 266 50.0 26 8 30.8 
O. H. Close School ••• n ••••••••• _ 437 192 43.9 403 190 47.1 34 2 5.9 
PIIIO Robles SchooL ••••••••••• __ 250 113 45.2 234 108 46.2 16 5 31.3 
Karllloiton Schoo!. •• _"w •••• _ •• " 438 123 28.1 333 106 31.8 105 17 16.2 
DeWitt Nelson School •••••••••••• 40 5 12.5 15 3 20.0 25 2 8.0 
Preston School of Industry •• " ••••• 724 227 31.4 262 116 44.3 462 111 24.0 
Youth Trllinin¥ School ••••••••••• 1,127 328 29.1 392 148 37.8 735 180 24.5 
VcnturII Schoo •••••••• _ ••••• _ ••• S5 15 27.3 28 7 25.0 27 8 29.6 
Los Guiluella School •• ~ ••••••••••• 44 9 20.5 22 7 31.8 22 2 9.1 

Cnn\pa~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• _ •• SS5 138 24.9 117 27 23.1 438 111 25.3 
Den Lomond ••••• _ •••••••••••••• 135 30 22.2 30 5 16.7 105 25 23.8 
Mt. Dullion_ •••••••••••••••••••• 146 49 33.6 34 11 32.4 112 38 33.9 
l'ine Grove ...................... 126 26 20.6 20 3 15.0 106 23 21. 7 
Wltlhingtol1 Ridge ••••••••••••••• 148 33 22.3 33 8 24.2 115 25 21.7 

Schools-Femnles ••••••••••••• _ •••• 419 73 17.4 335 61 18.2 84 12 14.3 
Los (juiluco$ School •••••••••••••• 189 31 16.4 161 25 15.5 28 6 21.4 
Ventura School •••••••••••••••••• ~30 42 18.3 174 36 20.7 S6 6 10.7 

t 

CDC Inatitution.n •••••••••••••••••• 151 58 38.4 6 2 33.3. 145 56 38.6 
M"'lcs"' .................. O'\ ..... "' ..................... 'A ........ 146 58 39.7 4 2 50.0 142 56 39.4 
F~ml\h: ••••••••• u •••••••••••••••• 5 . , .. 2 .. .. 3 -. --

Other IMtitutioos b •••• H •••••••••••• 24 6 25.0 1-1 3 21.4 10 3 30.0 
1\b.\es ........................... _. 24 6 25.0 14 3 21.4 10 3 30.0 
l .. c:mates .............. ~ ••• ""._ ................................... _ .. .. .. .- .. .. .- .. .. 

• W."II rcl~Mcd to \\Alole b~t"c.n )lIly 1. 1971 and June 301 1972. 
b 11\(h\d~_ rdellu rrom county lalb, DOH, and AwaldllR dehvery lutUI. 

Table 25 shows the length of stay on parole prior to 
violation for those undergoing a 15 month exposure 
period. This table indicates that the critical parole period 
is in the early months of the paroJe experience. 

Table 26 and Chart XII show the violation status of 
the wards. paroled between July I, 1971 and June 30, 
1972 by institution of release. The chart shows that the 
violation rates for the various schools range from a high 
of 49 percent at Nelles to a low of 16 percent at Los 

Guilucos. Because (If the fact that there are selection 
factors that determine which wards are sent to which 
schools, it is unfair to compare violation rates simply on 
the basis of the school without taking into consideration 
the population which they handle. Schools handling 
younger males will have higher violation rutes than those 
handling older males, and schools for females will out· 
perform schools for males in terms of the violation rates. 

chart XII VIOLATION STATUS OF WARDS RELEASED TO CALIFORNIA PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1971-72" 
By Institution of Release 
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section 9 > WNG TERM TRENDS 

INSTITUTIONAL TRENDS 

The trends in the movement of population in institu­
tions housing Youth Authority wards are shown in 
Table 27. On January 1, 1959, there were 4,015 wards 
in institutions. This increased to a maximum of 6,656 in 
1964 and then declined to 4,105 in 1973. At first the de­
crease was gradual, then it accelerated, with institutional 
population declining by about 200 in 1968, 400 in 1969, 
and, finally, by over 1,000 in 1971. During 1972 the in­
stitutional population declined by about 450. In 1973, 
however, the institutional population increased by over 
300. Further increases are anticipated as the average 
length of institutional stay becomes longer. 

PAROLE TRENDS 

Table 28 shows the trends in the movement of the 
Youth Authority parole population between 1959 and 
1973. On January 1, 1959, there were 9,255 wards on 
parole. This increased to a maximum of 15,320 in 1967 
and then decreased to 11,852 at the beginning of 1973. 
By December 31, 1973, the parole population had de­
creased to 9,847 wards. Further decreases are anticipated 
as the effect of declining commitments reaches the pa­
role population. 

Table 27 
MOVEMENT OF POPULATION IN INSTITUTIONS I-IOUSING YOUTH AUTHORITY WARDS', 1959-1973 

Movement 1959 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 . 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 

Population, January 1. 4,015 4,245 4,853 5,767 6,040 6,656 6,536 6,377 6,421 6,542 6,317 5,908 5,580 4,552 4,105 
Received _____________ 6,465 7,290 8,544 9,575 10,586 10,647 12,437 12,147 12,506 .13,076 13,405 13,624 11,920 9,639 8,668 

Cqmmitted by court 4,031 4,562 5,319 5,198 5,719 5,474 6,174 5,458 4,994 4,689 4,493 3,746 3,218 2,728 2,758 
Returned from parole 2,109 2,308 2,706 2,991 3,464 3,706 3,957 4,197 4,246 3,881 3,535 2,826 2,226 1,929 1,698 
Returned from fur-lough b __________ 

179 -- -- 847 772 726 954 929 1,227 1,578 2,014 2,040 1,822 882 433 
Returned from escape 257 269 262 209 206 210 327 612 452 687 871 833 840 502 
Parole detention 0 ___ -- -- 250 277 --

535 
580 664 767 1,627 1,757 3,201 2,902 2,642 2,621 Other _____________ 

146 163 422 562 572 660 849 919 940 919 618 656 

Released _____________ 6,235 6,682 7,625 9,302 9,970 10,767 12,596 12,103 12,385 13,301 13,814 13,952 12,948 10,086 8,336 

Paroled ____________ 
To California su-

5,812 6,186 6,980 7,761 8,448 9,131 10,152 9,455 8,940 8,621 8,149 6,640 6,138 4,890 4,004 
pervision _______ 5,471 

To out-of-state su-
5,852 6,625 7,365 8,041 8,746 9,815 9,128 8,661 8,372 7,905 6,453 5,969 4,773 3,916 

pervision _______ 341 334 355 396 407 385 337 327 279 249 244 187 169 117 88 Furloughed b _______ -- 275 -- 883 796 769 983 981 1,317 1,720 2,245 2,280 2,098 993 524. 
Escaged ____ • ______ 202 286 288 217 222 208 m 610 428 669 826 891 857 493 
Disc arged or other-

221 221 359 170 509 645 667 674 771 952 1,010 1,046 913 687 712 wise released _____ 
Parole detention 0 __ -- -- .- -- -- -- 586 660 747 1,580 1,741 3,160 2,908 2,659 2,603 

r 

POff_l~~~~~: ?~~~~~~~_ " 
4,245 4,853 5,772 6,040 6,656 6,536 6,377 6,421 6,542 6,317 5,908 5,580 4,552 4,105 4,437 

Net change during trear 230 608 919 273 616 -120 -159 44 121 -225 -409 -328 -1,028 -447 332 
Percent change rom 

5.7 14.3 13.9 4.7 10.2 -1.8 -2.4 0.7 1.9 -3.4 -6.5 -5.6 -18.4 -9.8 8.1 prior year __________ 

• Includ ... U WArd. placed by Youth Authority in state and local institutions. 
b ~'rom 1957 througli 1961 wards on furlough wete considered part of the resident po\,ulation; movementa to and from furlough during these years are therefore not shown as 

population movements. Beginning ill 1962, ward. on furlough were ehangcd from an Institution to an off.institution statu •• Affected were five wards on furlough at the end of 
1961 • 

• PArole detention CalC I in in.titution. were Included in "other" figure. prior to 1965. Exclude. parole guelt tranden. 
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Table 28 
MOVEMENT OF YOUTH AUTHORITY PAROLE POPULATION, 1959-1973 

Movement 

On parole, January L_ 

Received on,parole ____ 

Removed from parole_ 

Ordered returned ___ 
Discharged _________ 

Not on violation __ 
On violation ______ 

On parole, December 31 

Net change during year 

Perc~nt change from 
prior year,, _________ 

II) 
'CI 
C 

24 

21 

18 

15 

!1i 12 
o 

..... 

1959 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 

9,255 10,057 10,645 11,491 12,221 12,834 13,660 14,996 15,320 

6,111 6,567 7,420 8,137 8,862 9,568 10,633 9,919 9,370 

5,309 5,979 6,574 7,407 8,249 8,742 9,297 9,595 9,912 

2,256 2,412 2,874 3,191 3,595 3,882 4,133 4,327 4,396 
3,053 3,5M 3,700 4,216 4,654 4,860 5,164 5,268 5,516 
1,968 2,397 2,448 2,720 3,110 3,351 3,520 3,728 .3,743 
1,085 1,170 1,252 1,496 1,544 1,509 1,644 1,540 1,773 

10,057 10,645 11,491 12,221 12,834 13,660 14,996 15,320 14,778 

802 58 846 730 613 826 1,336 324 -542 

8.7 5.8 7.9 6.4 5.0 6.4 9.8 2.2 -3.5 

XIII INSTITUTIONAL AND PAROLE POPULATION 
December 31, 1959 through 1973 

...... ....... ... •• • ...... ..... 
All Wards --... ...... 
o •••• .. ' ... .... ~ 
.. " ..... 

." -
~ On Parole ~ -...",.,.,.. -~ ~ ~ 

9 

~ In Institutions 

1968 

14,778 

9,103 

9,235 

4,064 
5,171 
3,288 
1,883 

14,646 

-132 

-:-0.9 

...... 

6 
,II-"~ ~---'~-',,-, .. .. ,-' ----1-"11-' r-' 

1-',11-" 

3 

o 

1969 1970 

14,646 14,463 

8,671 7,061 

8,854 7,589 

3,601 2,802 
5,253 4,787 
3,280 2,956 
1,973 1,831 

14,463 13,935 

-183 -528 

-1.2 -3.7 

)0 ....... 

• •• . ... 

-

--- 1-----4 

1971 1972 1973 

13,935 13,359 11,852 

6,543 5,245 4,288 

7,119 6,752 6,293 

2,221 1,939 1,702 
4,898 4,813 4,591 
3,194 3,152 2,936 
1,704 1,661 1,655 

13,359 11,852 9,847 

-576 -1,507 -2,005 

-4.1 .... U.3 -16.9 

-. • • ••• 
••• ...... 

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

1959 60 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72 1973 

DECEMBER 31, OF CALENDAR YEAR 
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eVA institutions 

RECEPTION CENTERS 

NORTHERN RECEPTION 
CENTER-CLINIC 

Sacramento 

SOUTHERN RECEPTION 
CENTER-CLINIC 

Norwalk 

VENTURA RECEPTION 
CENTER·CLINIC 

Camarillo 

INSTITUTIONS 

FRED C. NELLES SCHOOL 
Whittier 

O. H. CLOSE SCHOOL 
Stockton 

CV A parole offices 

REGION I 

SAN FRANCISCO 
(HEADQUARTERS) 

2300 Stockton, Room 360 

SA~ FRANCISCO 
333 Randolph Street, Room 200 

SAN FRANCISCO GGI 
B55 Page Street 

SAN FRANCISCO 
COMMUNITY CENTER 

B65 Page Street 

SAN JOSE 
1661 West San Carlos, Room 205 

SANTA CRUZ 
55 River Street, Room 20 I 

SANTA ROSA 
800 College Avenue 

OAKLAND 
235 Twelfth Street, Room 100B 

HAYWARD 
22628 Foothill Boulevard 

mCHMOND 
12730 San Pablo 

REGION II 

SACRAMENTO 
(HEADQUARTERS) 

2955 Ramona Avenue 

FRESNO 
2550 Mariposa Street, Room 2014 

SACRAMENTO 
3600 Fifth Avenue 

PASO ROBLES SCHOOL 
Paso Robles 

KARL HOLTON SCHOOL 
Slockton 

DeWITT NELSON TRAINING 
CENTER 
Stockton 

PRESTON SCHOOL OF 
INDUSTRY 

lone 

YOUTH TRAINING SCHOOL 
Ontario 

VENTURA SCHOOL 
Camarillo 

SOUTHERN COMMUNITY 
DRUG CENTER 

Norwalk 

SACRAMENTO COMMUNITY 
TREATMENT PROJECT 

3610 Fifth Avenue 

STOCKTON 
1325 No. Center St., Suite 1 

STOCKTON COMMUNITY 
CENTER 

609 So. San Joaquin Street 

WEST SACRAMENTO 
1700 South River Road 

REGION III 

GLENDALE (HEADQUARTERS) 
512 E. Wilson Avenue, Room 201 

COVINA 
309 East Rowland Street 

CULVER CITY 
11261 W. Washington Boulevard 

EL MONTE 
'3225 N. Tyler Avenue, Room 201 

ESPERANZA COMMUNITY 
CENTER 

3665 E. Whittier Boulevard 
Los Angeles 

JEFFERSON COMMUNITY 
CENTER 

4319 W. Jefi'eJ.'SOn Boulevard 
Los Angefes 

LOS ANGELES (SOCORRO) 
5106 Huntington Drive 

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY 
B737 Van Nuys Boulevard 
Panorama City 

COMPTON 
2007 E. Compton Boulevard 

SOCIAL, PERSONAL, AND 
COMMUNITY EXPERIENCE 
PROJECT 

Los Angeles 

CONSERVATION CAMPS 

BEN LOMOND 
Santa Cruz 

MT. BULLION 
Mariposa 

OAK GLEN 
Yucaipa 

PINE GROVE 
Pine Grove 

WASHINGTON RIDGE 
Nevada City 

LONG BEACH 
230 E. Fourth Street, Room 213 

LOS ANGELES SOUTH 
251 West B5th Place 

UJIMA COMMUNITY CENTER 
10323 S. Figueroa Street 
Los Angeles 

WATTS COMMUNITY CENTER 
9110 South Central Avenue 
Los Angeles 

REGION IV 

TUSTIN (HEADQUARTERS) 
1 B002 Irvine Boulevard, Suite B·3 

BAKERSFIELD 
516 Kentucky Street 

LA MESA 
B265 Commercial Street, No. 11 

RIVERSIDE 
3931 Orange Street, Suite 29 

SAN BERNARDINO 
303 W. Third Street, Room 30 

SAN DIEGO 
2139 Fifth Avenue 

/ 

SAN DIEGO (PARK CENTRE) 
4082 Centre 

ORANGE CGlC ;Y 
2B Civic Centel t'laza 
No. 631 and 825 
Santa Ana 

SANTA BARBARA 
928 Carpinteria Street, Suite I 

A86092-958 3"74 4M 

SANTA ROSA 
I SACRAMENTO 

:'f 
" 
Ii 

< RICHMOND ---=~ 

SAN FRANCISCO --... -
OAKLAND ---'1i 

HAYW}.:RD 
KARL HOLTON 

O. H. CLOSE 
VEWITT NELSON 

BEN LOMOND 
SANTA CRUZ---J 

,1/ 

q il£ornia Youth Authority Facilities 

WASHINGTON RIDGE 

,..--- STOCKTON 

COMPTON ------

COVINA--------''-''''' 

CENTRAL OFFICE 

RECEPTION CENTER CLINIC 

INSTITUTION 

CONSERVATION CAMP 

PAROLE OFFICE 

SAN :FERNANDO. VALLEY 

LOS ANGELES 
,..---~ GLENDALE 

,----EL MONTE 

--NELLES 

YOUTH TRAINING 
SCHOOL 

SOUTHERN COMMUNITY DRUG CENTER 
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