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APPENDIX F: Staffing:: Center for Urban Analysis 

}' . M. Lockfeld Project Director May 1973 - current 

R. w. Renshaw Assistant Project Director (acting: May 1973 - Oct. 
1974) Oct. 1974 - Current 

D. M. Wytock Operations Research Analyst Oct. 1973 - current 

S. M. Dunn Operations Research Analyst Oct .. 1973 - current 

W. Hanks Operatio'l"l.s Res.earch Analyst I Octo 1971~ - current 
" (Admin. Analyst I/Planner I Oct. 1973 - Oct. 1974 

C. Hunt Geographic Base File Specialist July 1973 - current 
(Supervising Clerk position) 

G. Olivas Technical Aide July 1973 - current 
(Account Clerk position) 

L. Gama Technical Aide Feb. 1974 - current 
(Account Clerk position) 

. K. Mueller-Sinnnons Technical Ai.de Oct. 1974 - current 
.(Account Clerk posit.ion) 

Former Staf.f: 

R .. Clark Abstract Clerk July 1973 - Jan. 1974 
T Quintel Int. Typist Clerk July 1973 Jan .. 1974 ..... 
C. Chew Account Clerk (extra help) Feb .. 1974 - Oct. 1974 

J. Harwell Int. Typist Clerk (extra help) Oct. 1973 - Jan. 1974 

B. Johnson Int. Typist' Clerk Jan. 1974 - Oct. 1974 

J. Millar Int. Typist Clerk (extra help) Mar. 1974 - Sept. 1974 

C. Baral;wna Int. Typist Clerk Feb. 1974 - Apr~ 1974 

i 

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

1. There is a continuing requirement for all of the property obtained during 
the grant period for on going use within the original purpose of the 
LEAA grant. 

2. The property i,s needed by the Center for Urban Analysis to continue to 
service user agencies with the capabilities exhibited in the demonstration 
projects. The utilized property will support criminal justice agencies 
as ,,7e11 as other goverrunental agency clients of the Center. The funding 
support of the Center are user chargers, plus federal grants for specialized 
portions of work .. ' The agency that will have actual physical possession of 

; the property is the County of Santa Clara, Office of the COUQty Executive. 
,Current projects involving criminal justice agencies include the San Jose 
Police Department, Computer Assisted Public Safety System (for police and 
fire, initially San Jose, subsequently to other jurisdictions), work with 
the Gilroy Police Department, and Countywide CAPER. 

'(1lL/~ 
F. M. Lockf'ld, Project Director 
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This microfiche was produced from documents received for 
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise 

control over the physical condition af the documents submitted, 
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BCS needs you to critique this report. Please take a few moments to fiJI out this card. 

I. How will your agency use this publication (check those which apply)? 

o Budget Preparation o Grant Proposals 
o Duy-To-Day Operations o Trend Analysis 

o Policy Decisions o Public Relations 

o Answer Outside Inquiries o Other (please specify) 

'.' 
2. How can we improve the clarity and readability of this publication (check those which apply)? 

o Table Headings o Chart Headings 

o Tabular Presentation of Data o Graphic Presentation of Data 

o Timeliness of Data o Definitions 
o Narrative Analysis o Other (please specify) 
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INTRODUCTION 

Background 

The Management and Administrative Statistics Component (MAS) of the Bureau of Criminal 

Statistics (BCS) was funded in July 1974 by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to 

collect workload, personnel, and expenditure data from all criminal justice agencies in California. 

ObjectiJ1e 

The primary objective of MAS is to develop and make available an accurate computelized data base 

describing county-level criminal justice workload, personnel, and expenditures on a fiscal year basis. 

These data will be used as a planning tool by national, state, and local criminal justice 

administrators. 

Data Sources, Description. and Limitations 

Workload data (arrests, court dispositions, etc.) shown in this report were obtained from 

information routinely reported to BCS. Personnel data were obtained from various sources: law 

enforcement personnel data from the Uniform Crime Reporting Component of BCS; court 

personnel data from the Judicial Council Report; and probation personnel data from the Salary 

Survey of California Probation Departments published by the California Youth Authority. 

Expenditlil'e figures for all major segments of the criminal justice system were acquired fl'CJm the 

State Controller's Office. Population figures were obtained from the California Department of 

Finance. 

This initial report contains data dealing with sheriffs' departments, courts, and probation 

departments. Subsequei1t reports will include infonnation on other county agencies (e.g., offices of 

the district attorney, public defender, etc.). 

All data presented in this report are for fiscal years extending from July 1 through June 30 (e.g., 

Fiscal Year 1969 extends from July 1, 1969 through June 30, 1970). This 12-month period defines 

the financial year used by all California counties. Each Fiscal Year will be referred to as FY 

throughout the report. 

Linear projections are shown in charts appropriately placed throughout the text. The validity of any 

given projection is based on the assumption that those factors which operated in the past, and upon 

which the projection is based, will con tinue in the future. Known population shifts, policy changes, 

local programs, and similar factors should be taken into account in interpreting these projections. It 
should be recognized that they represent "best estimates" and actual data may be expected to 

deviate about the projected lines. 



80me agencies were inconsistent in reporting certain data elements or in providing data that could 

be put in formats that would re1lect fiscal year totals. In instances when only calendar year data 

were available, the data were converted to a fiscal year fomlat. Data conversions were performed 

consistently for all jurisdictions. 

The majority of the components in the Bureau update their files only on a calendar year basis. This 

may affect the accuracy of fiscal year totals. (For t!xampJc, if a county is late in reporting data for 

the month of June. it may not be added to the June total because the calendar year total, the focal 

point of in terest, will not be affected.) 

N,(lIre Plans 

An important future goal of MAS is to increase the number of data elements presently available in 

order to pl'Ovide yet more detailed management information to criminal justice administrators. 

Plans have been made to include public defender and district attorney workload, personnel. and 

expenditure da ta, as well as facts concerning eqllipment and facilitks of criminal justice agencies, in 

all suhsequent reports. 

To determine the needs of county administrators, MAS surveyed various county criminal justice 

agc11 ciL's through on-site visits, correspondence, and consultations with experts in county 

government administration. In audition, a critique form for the reader's response is included in the 

front or this report. 

Da(a Reques(s 

All tables in this report include only part of the data elements available from the MAS master file. 

All available dn ta elemen ts are listed in Appendix B. From three to six years of data. depending 

upon the data clemen t, are con tained in the file. A form that may be used to request additional data 

or forecasts is included in Appendix B. 
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SUMMARY COUNTY CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION 

This report presents statewide data in the areas of (I) demographic and economic characteristics, 
and (2) workload, personnel, and expenditure data reported by county-level criminal justice 
agencies. These same data are displayed for the individual counties and, in most instances, include 
FY 1969 through FY 1973. 

Through contact with county administrators, it was ascertained that data on population, assessed 

value, and personal income are needed as input in the county budgetary process. These elements are 

displayed statewide in Table 1 and on a county level in Table 11. 

TABLE 1 

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS 

By Fiscal Year 

-

Percent chunge 

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972·1973 196<)·\97.> 

Population 
(July I) 19,856,000 20,003,000 20,265,000 20,524,000 20,741,000 1.1 4.5 

Assessed 
value per capita $2,625 $2,779 $2,901 

, 
$3,059 $3,244 6.0 2.1.6 

Personal 
income per capita $4,190 $4,441 $4,644 $4,975 $5,484 10.2 .~0.9 

It should be emphasized that the 58 counties of Califomia vary greatly in popUlation and wealth (in 

terms of assessed value and personal income). As indicated in Table 1, California's population has 

been increasing annually at a fairly consistent rate from FY 1969 to FY 1973. During this same 

period, assessed value per capita and personal income per capita have grown more rapidly, inflation 

probably being the largest contributing factor. (For detailed data of this type, refer to the California 

Statistical Abstract, edited by the California Department of Finance.) 
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Sheriffs' Departments 

Because personnel in sheriffs' departments are, to a variable extent. dealing with civil as well as 

criminal matters, no conclusions regarding the relationship between the arrest figures of Table 2 and 

the personnel and expenditure figures of Table 3 can be drawn. 

TABLE 2 

ARRESTS REPORTED BY SHERIFFS' DEPARTMENTS 

By Fiscal Year 

.~ .. -::;:.--:.. c---.. - ---.--,-",~-- . ..,. ... ",»-"- ... , <,'" .... " --,-,~ _"' ___ - . - '~ ..... --<_. ,-->;C, ~ " _ ...... ~,.,. .. 'c,. ~_, 

Percen t change 

Total arrests 

Adult 
(i(!lony 
M isdcnll'anor 

J uYenill' 
Felony lewl 
Misdemeanor level 
Delinquent tendencic s 

1%9 

279,796 

IH6,912 
47,196 

139,716 

92,H84 
22.144 
IO,77t 
59,969 

1970 1971 

316,307 346,909 

221,934 256,426 
55,712 57,542 

166,222 19X,8H4 

94,373 IJO,4X3 
24,102 23,944 
11,597 11,85 I 
58,674 54,688 

1972 1973 1972-1973 

310,421 . 375,839 21.1 

222,066 279,759 26.0 
57,693 60,991 5.7 

164,373 218,76X 33.1 

HX,355 %,080 8.7 
26,IHO 30,690 17.2 
20,013 33,003 64.9 
42,162 32,387 -23.2 

II Data for I.Y 196') 111111 l· Y 197.1 al'l) Hot cOlTIparahl~ for juveniles due ttl changes in offense groupings as or April 1972, 

1%9-1973 

34.3 

49.7 
29.2 
56.6 

3.4 
- a 

-
-

Arrests by sheriff's' departmcn ts in the state are subject to legislative and policy changes and their 

trends have varieu considerably over the fou;-year period represented in Table 2. With the exception 

0(' FY 1972, tolal arrests. total adult arrests, and auult misdemeanor arrests have increased each 

year since FY 1%9. Thl' FY 1972 decrease was in the adult misdemeanor category and was 

substantially inl1uenced by three factors. There was an emphasis on the U:\l' of detoxification 

centers for persons arrested for drunkenness (Penal Code, Section 647ft). Due to late reporting, 

urrl'sts for the month of June in the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department were included in FY 

1973 ra ther than FY 1972 counts. Also, felony and misdemeanor arrests made by the California 

Highway Patrol during the first ~ix months of calendar year 1973 were tallied in FY 1973. The last 

two factors resulted in FY 1972 data being placed in FY 1973 counts. 
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It is interesting to note that while adult arrests increased 50 percent over the four- year period, the 

number of juvenile arrests only rose 3 percent. Total juvenile arrests fluctuated in a slightly 

different pattern than did adult arrests, with a decrease in both FY 197 I and FY 1972. The major 

factor influencing the marked decrease in arrests for delinquen t tendencies and the corresponding 

increase in felony level and misdemeanor level arrests in FY 1972 and FY 1973 was coding changes 

within BCS. These changes elevated certain offenses previously coded as delinquent tendencies to 

misdemeanors or felonies. These coding changes went into effect in April 1972 and involved such 

crimes as arson, liquor law violations, and glue sniffing. 

____ Actual 

___ -Estim~tcd 

375 

300 

225 

150 

75 

CHART 1 

PROJECTIONS OF 

ADULT AND JUVENILE ARRESTS BY SHERIFFS' DEPARTMENT 

Adult Arrests 

=-=:-=::-:== __ .... =-=-:..::-:.:-:::-'---______ lot -----
Juvenile Arrests 

Some of the data of Table 2, adult and juvenile arrests specifically, are shown in Chart 1 and are 

projected for FY 1974 and FY 1975. 

5 



Table 3 shows that the total number of personnel in sheriffs' departments has increased 18 percent 

from FY 1969 to FY 1973, with a 4 percent increase from FY 1972 to FY 1973. The ratio of 

sworn to civilian p~rsonnel has remained fairly constant (approximately 3 to 1) in each of the five 

fiscal years. During the same period, expenditures increased 93 percent. 

TABLE 3 

SHERIFFS' DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL AND EXPENDITURES 

By Fiscal Year 

Percen t change 

J969 1970 1971 1.972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973 

Totnl personnel 15,708 16,973 17,214 n,961 18,586 3.5 18.3 
Sworn 12,048 12,789 13,014 13,398 13,856 3.4 14.8 
Civilian 3,660 4,184 4,200 4,563 4,730 3.7 29.2 

Totnl expenditures 
(in 1,000s) $136,098 $162,958 $188,444 $231,091 $262,878 13.8 93.2 

••• 
Persons ill County Detention 

A count of all persons in county de ten tion, with the exception of those in juvenile halls, camps, 

ranches, homes, and schools, is taken annually on the last Thursday of September. A count of 

persons in these facilities is taken on the last day of December of each year. 

While the toeal number of persons in county detention has decreased each year since FY 1969, 

adult and juvenile subtotals have not followed this consistent trend (Table 4). With respect to 

adults, the number of persons in detention decreased 12 percent from FY 1969 to FY 1973, with a 

9 percent decrease occurring from FY 1972 to FY 1973. The same overall pattern is evident in the 

subcategories of adults in county jails, and city and county camps. 
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TABLE 4 

ONE DAY COUNTS OF PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTIONu 

Percent change 

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973 

Total in detention 32,360 32,279 30,779 30,524 29,190 -4.4 -9.8 

Adult 25,367 25,893 25,557 24,736 22,446 -9.3 -11.5 
County jails 17,987 17,819 17,249 17,856 16,130 -9.7 -10.3 
City and county camps 7,380 8,074 8,308 6,880 6,316 -8.2 -14.4 

Juvenile 6,993 6,386 5,222 5,788 6,744 16.5 -3.6 
County jail~b 267 214 75 III 48 -56.8 -82.0 
Juvenile halls 4,121 3,519 3,006 3,253 3,982 22.4 -3.4 
Juvenile camps, ranches, 

homes, and schools 2,605 2,650 2,136 2,420 2,708 11.9 3.8 
City and county campsb - 3 5 4 6 - -

acounts were taken on the last Thursday of September for each year except for juvenile halls, camps, ranches, homes, and schools 
which were taken December 31 of each year. 

bJuveniles in these facilities are under temporary custody and cannot, by law, be sentenced to them. 
Note: Percent change is not computed on numbers of 25 or less . 

With respect to juveniles, the number of persons in county detention also decreased from FY 1969 

to FY 1973, but to a lesser extent (4 percent). However, from FY 1972 to FY 1973, the number of 

juveniles in detention increased by 17 percent. This one-year increase is almost entirely attributable 

to both the "juvenile halls" and the "juvenile camps, ranches, homes, and schools" categories. (The 

number of juveniles involved in the 82 percent decrease from FY 1969 to FY 1973 in the jail 

category is too small to have more than a negligible influence on the overall juvenile percent 
change.) 

Stated differently, since FY 1969 the number of adults in detention has tended to decrease, more 

pronouncedly from FY 1971 to FY 1973. On the other hand, the number of juveniles decreased 

quite sharply from FY 1969 to FY 1971 and has increased almost as sharply from FY 1971 to FY 
1973 . 

These data, and two-year projections of these data, are shown in Chart 2. 
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PROJECTIONS OF 

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION 
ONE DAY COUNT 
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FISCAL YEAR 

••• 
COllrts 

Because of the redesign of the court workload datu program, only FY 1968 through FY 1972 data 

arc available for inclusion in this report. 

Since criminal proceedings make up less than one-half of the superior and lower court workload, it 

is not valid to rela te the total personnel and expenditure trends of Table 7 to the criminal workload 

trends of Tables 5 and 6. 
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TABLE 5 

FELONY DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF IN SUPERIOR COURT 
AND MEDIAN TIME FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION 

By Fiscal Year 

-

Percent change 

1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1971-1972 1968-1972 

Total defendants 52,078 59,828 64,180 60,089 52,741 -12.2 1.3 

Not convicted 7,384 9,470 9,567 8,044 7,201 -10.5 -2.5 
Dismissed 3,949 5,453 5,443 4,891 4,358 -10.9 10.4 
Acquitted 3,435 4,017 4,124 3,153 2,843 -9.8 -17.2 

Convicted 44,694 50,358 54,613 52,045 45,540 -12.5 1.9 
Guilty plea 32,221 36,536 41,338 42,499 38,015 -10.6 18.0 
Trial 12,473 13,822 13,275 9,546 7,525 -21.2 -40.0 

Median time filing to 
disposition (in months) 2.4 2.5 2.5 2.4 2.4 0.0 0.0 

The total number of felony defendants disposed of in superior courts, as shown in Table 5, peaked 

in FY 1970 and has decreased since then. There are two main reasons for this. The first is the 

increased usage of Penal Code, Section 17(b) which allows for certain felonies to be prosecuted as 

misdemeanors. These felonies therefore are adjudicated in lower court. The second reason is the 

implementation of Penal Code, Section 1000 on December 15, 1972. This section provides for 

first-time drug offenders to be diverted from court proceedings to community-based treatment in 

d11;1g diversion programs. Over 7,000 defendants were diverted from the courts under this section 

during the first six months of 1973. Data showing the number of defendants disposed of in superior 

court and projections for FY 1973 and FY 1974 are displayed graphically in Chart 3. 
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The percentage of persons convicted by trial decreased from 28 percent in FY 1968 to 17 percent 

in FY 1972, This is primarily due to the increased incidence of defendants pleading quilty to a 
lesser offense than charged. 

The median time from court filing to tinal disposition has remained at about two and one-half 

months for the entire state for FY 1968 through FY 1972. There is, as would be expected, mo .. 
variation in this figure at the county level. (See Table 18J 

TABLE 6 

FELONY DEFENDANTS TERMINATED IN LOWER COURT 

By Fiscal Year 

I I I I I 

Percen t change 
1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1971-1972 1968-1972 

Total defendan ts 24,494 34,033 41,281 51,021 43,937 -13.9 79.4 Dismj<;sed 
12,141 15,493 17,064 18,495 17,011 -8.0 40.1 

Prosecuted 12,353 18,540 24,217 32,526 26,926 -17.2 118.0 
Misdemeanor 12,353 10,197 6,756 8,525 7,768 -8.9 -37.1 Section 17 P.C. -a 8,343 17,461 24,001 19,158 -20.2 -a 

USection 17 of the Penal Code wus put into effect January 1, 1969, but was not utilized the first half of that calendar year. 

Table 6 shows that the number of felony defendants terminated in lower court has increased 80 

percent from FY 1968 to FY 1972 due to increased usage of Penal Code, ,Section 17(b). Chart 4 

shows lower court termination data and projections to FY 1974. The decrease noted in all 

categories when comparing FY 1972 to FY 1971 is again due to the use of Penal Code, Section 1000. 
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Although Table 7 shows the number of superior and lower court judges, commlSSlOners, and 

referees to have increased by approximately the same amount when comparing FY 1972 to FY 

1971, it should be noted that since FY 1968, superior court judicial positions have increased 18 

percen t while those in lower court have increased only 7 percent. During this same four-year period, 

superior and lower court expenditures have increased 65 and 57 percent respectively. 

TABLE 7 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT JUDICIAL POSITIONS AND EXPENDITURES 

---~-.~ ....... '.--- __ ~ ____ .~.L_ 
--~-~~---~-.-~- -'- ~- .--+~-

Superior court 

Juuicial positionsu 

Expl'ndilures (in 1000s 

Lower court 

) 

J uJiciai posi tio 11 Sll 

Expenditures (in I,OOOs .) 

--,-~ 

-

1968 

487 
$26,149 

597 
$41,907 

By Fiscal Year 

1969 1970 

503 534 
$29,567 $34,042 

602 626 
$46,664 $52,857 

IIJlldicill1 positions include judges, commissioners, and referees. 

12 

I I Percent change 

1971 1972 1971-1972 1968-1972 

564 573 1.6 17.7 
$38,805 $43,223 11.4 65.3 

622 640 2.9 7.2 
$59,478 $65,942 10.9 57.4 

... 

Probation Departments 

Statewide data for lower court defendants granted probation are incomplete. However, more 

counties are submittinr, lower court probation data to BeS and it is hoped that, with the possible 

exception of Los Angeles, all counties will report lower court probation data within FY 1975. 

Because of this, annual statewide lower court figures are not comparable and are not displayed in 

this report. However, lower court data for specific counties, where available, are presented in 

Table 21. 

In addition, because superior court adult probation data are unavailable for Los Angeles County for 

FY 1973, the data of Table 8 exclude this county in order to facHitate annual compalisons. (Data 

for all 58 counties may be found in Table 21. ) 

Table 8 shows the active adult probation caseload as of July 1 to have grown each year since FY 

1969, with a 38 percent increase from FY 1969 to FY 1973. These same data are displayed 

graphically, along with a projected caseload for FY 1975, in Chart 5. While this overall increase is 

evident in "cases removed", "cases received" appear to vary considerably. 

TABLE 8 

SUPERIOR COURT ACTIVE ADULT PROBATION CASELOAD 
STATEWIDE LESS LOS ANGELES COUNTya 

By Fiscal Year 

-

Percent change 

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969·197 3 

Active caseload (July 1) 28,189 32,165 35,187 36,978 38,890 5.2 38.0 
Cases received 15,365 16,622 15,855 16,146 14,966 -7.3 -.;.6 
Cases removed 11,845 14,134 14,077 15,180 15,143 -0.2 27.8 

a Dlle to reporting difficulties, Los Angeles County datu were not available for FY 1973. In order to make valid comparisons, 
Los Angeles County data were subtracted from the total of prior years. 
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Chart 6 shows the juvenile probation actual case load from FY 1969 to FY 1973 and projected to 

FY 1975. The juvenile probation active casdoad, as shown in Table 9, has decreased 32 percent 

since FY 1969 with the largest drop between FY 1970 and FY 1971. Since FY 1971, the caseload 

has remained fairly constant with only a 1 percent decrease from FY 1972 to FY 1973. For these 

same years (FY 1972 to FY 1973), all categories of "cases received" have increased, while all 

categories of "cases removed" have decreased. The resultan t active caseload decreased from FY 

1972 to FY 1973 by 1 percent. 

TABLE 9 

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD 

By Fiscal Year 

Percent change 

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972·1973 1969-1973 

Active case10ad (July 1) 90,543 85,593 63,037 62,501 61,873 -1.0 -31.7 

Cases received 70,509 62,096 59,433 56,815 62,261 9.6 -11.7 
Informai (645 W&I) 23,041 21,555 22,676 22,565 25,071 11.1 8.8 
Non-ward (725a W&I) 7,528 7,079 6,714 5,652 . 6,167 9.1 "". -18.1 
Ward 39,940 33,462 30,043 28,598 31,023 8.5 -22.3 

Cases removed 58,564 48,269 -17.6 -
Informal (645 W&I) - - - 22,578 19,228 -14.8 -
Non-ward (725a W&I) - - - 5,958 4,782 -\9.7 -
Ward - - - 30,028 24,259 -19.2 -

- ----..-...... _"'""'"_ ....... "'-
U Oata on removals are not available for FY 1969· FY 1971. 

AI> footnoted in Table 9, data on juvenile removals are not available on a fiscal year basis for FY 

1969-FY 1971. 
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The total personnel employed by probation departments, as indicated in Table 10, have grown each 

year since FY 1969, with a 27 percent overall increase since that time. The largest growth has been 

in supportive staff (36 percent) as opposed to probation officers (23 percent). 

TABLE 10 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL AND EXPENDITURES 

By Fiscal Year 

- ."" .... -.--~~~ -
Percent change 

1--------

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-\973 1969-1973 

Total personnel 7,727 8,545 8,791 9,172 9,826 7.1 27.2 
Probation officers 5,353 5,865 6,147 6,356 6,598 3.8 23.3 
Others 2,374 2,680 2,644 2,816 3,228 14.6 36.0 

Total expenditures 
(in I,()()(ls) $114,615 $130,678 $140,956 $156,042 $182,719 17.1 59.4 

Expenditures have increased each year since FY 1969, with the largest single-year percent increase 

occurring in FY 1973. Overall, expenditures rose by 59 percent during the four-year period. 
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TABLE 11 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Selected Characteristics by County 

-
Percent change 

Population Population Square Assessed Per 
County and group July 1 miles value capita Assessed 

population group number (in 100s) (1970) per capita income Population value Income 

Statewide total 
1972. - 205,240 158,693 $ 3,059 $4,975 
1973. - 207,410 - 3,244 5,484 1.1 6.0 10.2 

Alameda 
1972. 2 10,958 818 3,005 5,572 
1973. 2 10,934 - 3,258 5,860 -0.2 8.4 5.2 

Alpine 
1972. 6 6 731 18,838 3,842 
1973. 6 6 - 21,755 4,428 0.0 15.5 15.3 

Amador 
1972. 5 130 598 5,421 3,757 
1973. 5 140 - 5,432 4,083 7.7 0.2 8.7 

Butte 
1972. 4 1,074 1,675 2,966 3,647 
1973. 4 1,106 - 3,174 4,287 3.0 7.0 17.5 

Calaveras 
1972. 5 144 1,039 6,498 3,059 
1973. 5 152 - 6,436 4,025 5.6 ,-1.0 31. 6 

Colusa 
1972. 5 123 1,156 6,913 5,855 
1973. 5 125 - 7,004 8,777 1.6 1.3 49.9 

Contra Costa 
1972. 3 5,834 809 3,045 4,455 
1973. 3 5,851 - 3,772 5,065 0.3 10.8 13.7 

Del Norte 
1972. 5 155 1,013 3,771 3,890 
1973. 5 151 - 5,387 4,586 2.6 42.9 17.9 

El Dorado 
1972. 5 493 1,789 4,729 3,189 
1973. 4 504 - 5,328 4,380 2.2 12.7 37.3 

Fresno 
1972. 3 4,295 6,005 2,843 4,286 
1973. 3 4,366 - 3,035 5,102 1.7 6.8 19.0 

Glenn 
1972. 5 177 1,322 5,055 4,529 
1973. 5 180 - 5,118 6,480 1.7 1.2 43.1 

Humboldt 
1972. 4 998 3,621 3,052 4,109 
1973. 4 1,023 - 3,627 4,583 2.5 18.8 11.5 

Imperial 
1972. 4 770 4,507 2,794 4,554 
1973. 4 781 - 2,934 5,732 1.4 5.0 25.9 
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TABLE 11 - Continued 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTlCS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Selected Characteristies by County 

Percent change 
Population Population Square Assessed Per 

County and group July 1 miles value capita Assessed 
population group number (in 100s) (1970) per capita income Population value 

~ -
Inyo 

1972. 5 163 10,141 $ 5,074 $3,931 
1973. 5 169 - 4,986 4,208 3.7 -1. 7 

Kern 
1972. 3 3,419 8,171 3,396 4,240 
1973. . 3 3,420 - 3,482 4,928 0.0 2.5 

Ki.ngs 
1972. 4 682 1,396 2,400 4,046 
1973. 4 676 - 2,639 5,278 -0.9 10.0 

Lake 
1972. 5 216 1,328 5,181 3,647 
1973. 5 227 - 5,205 4,071 5.1 0.5 

Lassen 
1972. 5 172 4,729 2,679 3,938 
1973. 5 177 - 2,897 4,213 2.9 

I 
8.1 

Los Angeles 
1972. 1 69,669 4,080 3,038 5,516 
1973. . 1 69,670 - 3,143 5,965 0.0 3.5 

Madera 
1972. 5 439 2,153 3,852 3,832 
1973. 5 441 - 4,253 5,103 0.5 10.4 

Marin 
1972. 3 2,085 607 3,668 5,770 
1973. 3 2,158 - 3,902 6,219 3.5 6.4 

Mariposa 
1972. 6 71 1,460 4,837 3,838 
1973. 6 74 - 5,251 4,099 4.2 8.6 

Mendocino 
1972. 4 525 3,511 3,594 3,878 
1973. 4 552 - 3,850 4,194 5.1 7.1 

Merced 
1972. 4 1,111 1,984 2,742 3,700 
1973. 4 1,121 - 2,963 4,766 0.9 8.1 

Modoc 
1972. 6 80 4,237 5,207 4,327 
1973. 6 78 - 6,105 5,801 -2.5 17.2 

Hono 
1972. 6 52 3,139 11,939 3,977 
1973. 6 62 - 11,507 3,983 19.2 -3.6 

Monterey 
1972. 3 2,546 3,327 2,952 4,926 
1973. 3 2,615 I - 3,313 5,448 2.7 12.2 

20 

\1 

Income 

7.0 

16.2 

30.4 

11. 6 

7.0 

8.1 

33.2 

I 7.8 

6.8 

8.1 

28.8 

34.1 

0.2 

10.6 

d County an 
population g roup 

Napa 
1972. 
1973. 

Navada 
1972. 
1973. 

Orange 
1972. 
1973. 

Placer 
1972. 
1973. 

Plumas 
1972. 
1973. 

Riverside 
1972. 
1973 .• 

Sacramento 
1972. 
1973 ••• 

San Benito 
1972. 
1973 ••• 

San Bernardino 
1972. 
1973 •• 

San D.l.ego 
1972. 
1973 .• 

San Francisco 
1972. 
1973. . . 

San Joaquin 
1972. 
1973 ..• 

San Luis Obisp 
1972. 
1973 .• 

San Mateo 

1972. 
1973. 

-

0 

TABLE 11 - Continued 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Selected Characteristics by County 

Percent change 
Population Population Square Assessed Per 

group Jul~' 1 miles value capita Assessed 
number (in 100s) (1970) per capita income Population value Income 

4 844 794 $ 2,923 ~3, 929 
4 862 - 3,271 4,810 2.1 11.9 22.4 

5 290 987 4,528 3,440 
5 301 - 5,036 4,213 3.8 11.2 22.5 

2 15,652 786 3,172 4,453 
2 16,057 - 3,354 4,997 2.6 5.1 12.2 

4 835 1,515 3,609 3,544 
4 873 - 4,022 3,889 4.6 11.4 9.7 

5 127 2,609 8,813 3,976 
5 131 - 9,715 4,013 3.1 10.2 0.9 

3 4,857 7,249 2,993 3,879 
3 5,008 - 3,145 4,295 3.1 5.1 10.7 

3 6,681 997 2,146 4,510 
3 6,760 - 2,302 4,988 1.2 7.3 10.6 

5 196 1,397 4,184 4,095 
5 192 - 4,471 5,266 -2.0 6.9 28.6 

3 6,997 20,155 2,774 3,816 
3 6,982 - 2,983 4,302 -0.2 7.5 12.7 

2 14,483 4,314 2,664 4,454 
2 14,822 - 2,956 4,956 2.3 11.0 11.3 

3 6,856 102 3,551 7,727 
3 6,812 - 3,729 8,332 -0.6 5.0 7.8 

3 2,999 1,423 2,731 4,583 
3 3,004 - 2,902 5,243 0.2 6.3 14.4 

4 1,101 3,330 3,263 3,712 
4 1,178 - 3,379 3,985 7.0 3.6 7.4 

3 5,604 554 3,883 6,545 
3 5,645 - 4,229 6,468 0.7 8.9 -1.2 
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County and 
population group 

Santa Barbara 
... 972 ..• 
1973 ... 

Santa Clara 
1972. 
1973 •.• 

Santa Cruz 
1972. 
1973. 

Shasta 
1972. 
1973. 

Sierra 
1972. 
1973. 

Siskiyou 
1972. 
1973. 

Solano 
1972. 
1973. 

Sonoma 
1972. 
1973. 

Stanislaus 
1972. 
1973. 

Sutter 
1972. 
1973. 

Tehama 
1972. 
1973. 

Trinity 
1972. 
1973. 

Tulare 
1972. 
1973. 

Tuolumne 
1972. 
1973 .• 

TABLE 11 - Continued 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Selected Characteristics by County 

Percent change 
Population Population Square Assessed t'er 

group July 1 miles value capita Assessed 
number (in 100s) (1970) per capita income Population value Incom e 

3 2,696 2, 7{~5 $ 2,814 $4,536 
3 2,759 - 2,888 5,094 2.3 2.6 12.3 

2 11,408 1,311 3,155 I 4,960 
2 11,636 - 3,326 5,567 2.0 5.4 12.2 

4 1,348 440 3,001 4,295 
4 1,426 - 3,082 4,881 5.8 2.7 13.6 

4 818 3,856 3,519 I 3,989 
4 842 - 3,830 I 4,473 2.9 8.8 12.1 

6 25 960 5,753 4,189 
6 25 - 7,218 4,920 0.0 25.5 17.5 

5 346 6,325 4,056 4,191 
5 348 - 4,819 4,642 0.6 18.8 10.8 

4 1,824 898 2,388 4,148 
4 1,811 - 2,588 4,687 -0.7 8.4 13.0 

3 2,198 1,608 2,844 4,071 
3 2,319 - 3,036 4,774 5.5 6.8 17.3 

3 2,073 1,521 2,707 4,134 
3 2,078 - 3,013 5,083 0.2 11.3 23.0 

5 442 609 3,743 

I 
3,765 

5 443 - 3,912 5,332 0.2 4.5 41. 6 

5 312 2,985 3,689 3,849 
5 312 - 4,037 4,511 0.0 9.4 17.2 

6 86 3,192 5,038 3,314 
6 87 - 7,002 3,868 1.2 39.0 16.7 

4 1,987 4,847 2,706 3,875 
3 2,004 - 2,871 4,627 0.9 6.1 19.4 

5 238 2,295 4,142 3,254 

I 5 255 - 4,144 I 3,573 7.1 0.0 9.8 
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TABLE 11 - Continued 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Selected Characteristics by County 

Percent change 
Population Population Square Assessed Per 

County and group July 1 miles value capita Assessed 
population group number (in 100s) (1970) per capita income Population value Income 

~----....---~ ._--- -
Ventura 

$ $3,430 1972. 3 4,109 1,865 3,149 
1973. 3 4,230 - 3,200 4,365 2.9 1.6 27.3 

Yolo : . 
1972. 4 961 1,035 2,942 4,365 
',973. 4 1,000 - 3,162 5,034 4.1 7.5 15.3 

Yuba 
1972. 5 460 643 1,843 4,640 
1973. 5 449 - 2,088 4,503 -2.4 13.3 -3.0 

Recap by 
popUlation group 

Statewide total 
1972. - 205,240 158,693 3,059 4,975 
1973. - 207,410 158,693 3,244 5,484 1.1 6.0 10.2 

1-5,000,000-
9,999,999 

4,080 3,038 5,516 1972. 1 69,669 
1973. 1 69,670 4,080 3,143 5,9fi5 0.0 3.5 8.1 

2-1,000,000-
4,999,999 

7,229 2,993 4,797 1972. 2 52,501 
1973. 2 53,449 7,229 3,218 5,286 1.8 7.5 10.2 

3-200,000-999,999 
57,138 3,064 4,844 1972. 3 63,249 

1973. 3 66,011 61,985 3,257 5,365 4.4 6.3 0.8 

4-50,000-199,999 
33,409 2,925 3,986 1972. 4 14,878 

1973. 4 13,755 30,351 3,287 4,640 -7.5 12.4 16.4 

5-10,000-49,999 
43,118 4,260 3,881 1972. 5 4,623 

1973. 5 4,193 41,329 4,549 4,745 -9.3 6.8 22.3 

6-0-9,999 
13,719 6,472 3,869 1972. 6 320 

1973. 6 332 13,719 7,525 4,485 3.8 16.3 15.9 
-
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TABLE 12 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT WORKLO;U>, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000 
Unincorporated Population by County 

------------~.--~.-. ~-- -

County and 
pop '.:.la tion group 

Statew 
1972 
1973 

A1amed 
1972 
1973 

ide 

a 

b Alpine 
1972 
1973 

Amador 
1972 
1973 

Butteb 
1972 
1973 

Ca1ave 
1972 
1973 

b 

rasb 

b Colusa 
1972 
1973 

to tala 

Contra 
1972 
1973 

Costa 

Del No 
1972 
1973 

E1 Dor 
1972 
1973 

Fresno 
1972 
1973 

G1ennb 
1972 
1973 

Humbo1 
1972 
1973 

rteb 

adob 

. 

dtb 

. 

Total 
arrests Felony 

310,421 57,693 
375,839 60,991 

8,089 1,331 
14,234 1,651 

34 15 
31 8 

240 51 
368 89 

1,807 372 
2,004 412 

767 186 
551 159 

342 43 
368 59 

6,077 901 
8,371 1,072 

517 96 
494 143 

2,066 265 
909 110 

6,095 929 
9,550 1,387 

664 72 
391 51 

2,085 458 
2,592 437 

- - -, 
Adult Juvenile 

Felony Misdemeanor 
Misdemeanor level level 

164,373 26,180 20,013 
218,768 30,690 33,003 

4,778 566 496 
10,176 758 917 

12 6 -
15 5 2 

141 20 15 
202 22 12 

1,088 71 33 
1,039 155 99 

390 65 33 
231 75 41 

244 13 4 
244 28 13 

2,168 784 479 
4,394 1,006 739 

280 41 8 
239 33 20 

1,334 79 78 
486 75 97 

2,463 666 386 
4,965 782 746 

471 32 13 
250 8 1 

1,091 162 118 
1,364 166 294 

25 

- .--

Delinquent 
tendencies 

42,162 
32,387 

918 
732 

1 
1 

13 
43 

243 
299 

93 
45 

38 . 24 

1,745 
1,160 

92 
59 

310 
141 

1,651 
1,670 

76 
81 

256 
331 

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

Total ar rests 
0,000 
orated 
tion 

per 10 
unincorp 

po pula 

62 05.0 
93.8 73 

616 5.1 
94.4 109 

566 6.7 
6.7 516 

38 05.9 
4.2 534 

24 
26 

63 
43 

49 

37.0 
05.4 

02.4 
03.0 

13.8 
7.7 526 

32 92.0 
1.1 455 

40 37.5 
3.4 396 

760 
325 

331 
515 

635 
364 

374 
454 

4.3 
4.3 

2.3 
8.0 

8.9 
0.3 

6.0 
2.3 

Percent 
change 

in 
total 

arrests 

21.1 

76.0 

-8.8 

53.3 

10.9 

-28.2 

7.6 

37.7 

-4.4 

-56.0 

56.7 

-41.1 

24.3 



County and 
population group 

Impcria1b 
1972. 
1973. 

Inyob 
1972. 
1973. 

Kern 
1972. 
1973. 

Kings b 

1972. 
1973. 

Lakeb 

1972. 
1973. 

Lassen b 

1972. 
1973. 

Los Angeles 
1972. 
1973. 

Madera b 
1972. 
1973. 

Marin b 

1972. 
1973. 

Mariposa b 
1972 •.. 
1973 ••. 

Hendocino b 
19'12. 
1973. 

Merced b 
1972. 
1973. 

Hodoc b 
1972. 
1973. 

Hono b 
1972. 
1973 .• 

TABLE 12 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTHENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000 
Unincorporated Population by County 

'rota1 
arrests 

Adult Juvenile Total arrests 
.~----l per 100,000 

Felony Misdemeanor Delinquent unincorporated 
Felony Misdemeanor level level tendencies population 

4,567 
3,747 

659 
537 

490 101 
407 101 

12,060 1,133 
9,585 675 

1,446 1 
1,334 i 

210 

2171 

936 
977 

183 
217 . , 

I, 3761 45 
I 637 84 
I I 
1104,292121,466 

150,302 26,151 

1,167 
l,M5 

1,892 
3,149 

449 
541 

1,280 
1,097 

246 
298 

198 
273 

26 
38 

338 
264 

1,900 367 I 

4171 3,101 I 
I 

113 1141 

432

1 
434 

120 
163 

I 

3,319 105 
2,516 170 

330 
255 

3,405 
3,493 

895 
773 

490 
442 

202 
390 

56,488 
94,819 

836 
1,031 

1,081 
2,051 

335 
424 

603 
487 

1,238 
2,393 

70 
67 

204 
192 

23 
22 

913 
699 

78 
95 

93 
141 

6 
34 

10,689 
12,284 

23 
91 

155 
198 

11 
6 

117 
139 

105 
114 

26 

5 
5 

61 
43 

193 
294 

13 
20 

1,951 
2,474 

72 
140 

48 
53 

34 
50 

6,253 
9,807 

16 
71 

118 
277 

38 
36 

46 
99 

57 
109 

4 
9 

10 
24 

291 
230 

23 
9 

4,658 
2,244 

191 
109 

122 
124 

89 
79 

9,396 
7,241 

46 
154 

340 
350 

39 
37 

176 
108 

133 
68 

20 
8 

37 
12 

21500.9 
17615.5 

3864.4 
3081. 7 

5790.6 
4626.4 

3425.6 
3247.5 

5083.4 
5048.6 

3599.5 
5943.8 

10400.3 
14824.0 

5226.4 
7392.9 

2801. 2 
4876.9 

6323.9 
7310.8 

3740.1 
3109.9 

3593.7 
5806.4 

2200.3 
2234.1 

8307.7 
7000.0 

Percent 
change 

in 
total 

arrests 

-18.0 

-20.5 

-7.7 

4.4 

69.4 

44.1 

41.0 

66.4 

20.5 

-14.3 

63.2 

-0.9 

0.5 

County and 
population group 

Montereyb 
1972. 
1973. 

Napab 
1972. 
1973. 

Nevadab 
1972. 
1973. 

Orange 
1972. 
1973. 

P1acerb 
1972. 
1973 • 

P1umasb 
1972. 
1973. 

Riverside 
1972. 
1973 •. 

Sacramento 
1972 •.. 
1973 .•• 

San Benitob 
1972. 
1973 •.• 

San Bernardino 
1972. 
1973 .. 

San Diego 
1972 .• 
1973 •. 

San Franciscob 

1972 ..• 
1973 .•. 

San Joaqu:l.n 
1972 ... 
1973 ••• 

San Luis Obispob 
1972. 
1973 ....•• 

TABLE 12 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTHENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000 
Unincorporated Population by County 

._-_._---
Adult 

Total 
arrests Felony Hisdemeanor 

4,603 1,142 
4,505 637 

1,119 
1,154 

1,120 
1,036 

13,864 
20,466 

1,437 
1,555 

1,327 
842 

17,232 
12,038 

15,507 
18,899 

242 
342 

19,812 
17,736 

12,666 
17,122 

51 
149 

2,840 
3,918 

2,196 
1,942 

268 
245 

144 
109 

2,161 
1,494 

482 
434 

179 
132 

3,011 
2,396 

3,355 
3,211 

44 
42 

3,443 
3,213 , 

2,182 
2,681 

38 
110 

587 
600 

579 
588 

2,180 
2,454 

391 
529 

594 
612 

7,757 
13,875 

762 
624 

968 
586 

11,386 
6,696 

7,311 
8,846 

173 
267 

10,030 
6,897 

5,808 
11,585 

13 
39 

1,156 
2,106 

1,168 
842 

Juvenile Total arrests 
----I per 100,000 

Felony Misdemeanor Delinquent unincorporated 
level level tendencies population 

Percent 
change 

in 
total 

arrests 
-----1--_ ... - ... _ .. _- -~-'--

224 ISO 
252 400 

199 
154 

136 
115 

967 
1,204 

97 
188 

54 
65 

513 
652 

1,497 
2,121 

10 
10 

1,914 
2,719 

1,664 
1,137 

348 
424 

27 

155 
200 

48 
81 

97 
110 

706 
1,459 

42 
220 

29 
23 

976 
1,707 

1,840 
3,499 

11 
8 

915 
1,693 

1,016 
1,056 

208 
310 

71 
143 

907 
762 

213 
145 

149 
90 

2,273 
2,434 

54 
89 

97 
36 

1,346 
587 

1,504 
1,222 

4 
15 

3,510 
3,214 

1,996 
663 

541 
478 

223 
169 

4883.4 
4837.7 -2.1 

3257.4 
3337.1 

5283.5 
4655.1 

6957.0 
10925.3 

2839.6 
2980.6 

12090.0 
7450.0 

13572.5 
6227.9 

3974.3 
4773.9 

2452.4 
3534.9 

6611.1 
5991.1 

3928.3 
5315.7 

2369.3 
3315.4 

4620.4 
3923.5 

3.1 

-7.5 

47.6 

8.2 

-36.5 

-30.1 

21. 9 

41. 3 

-10.5 

35.2 

192.2 

38.0 

-11.6 



TABLE 12 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000 
Unincorporated Population by County 

-'"''''''~~-----~''''' ~-~~-.~ -----... ......,.~--
Percent 

Adult Juvenile Total arrests change 
per 100,000 in 

County and Total Felony Misdemeanor Delinquent unincorporated total 
population group arrests Felony Misdemeanor level level tendencies population arrests 

. ----,-~.--.~, .. ".,-." .. -.- -~~---- ----~~-. ---- ---~ ---_._.,., 
San }Iateob 

1972. 6,763 1,005 4,480 330 205 743 9979.0 
1973. 6,034 1,104 3,783 387 390 370 9043.1 -10.8 

Santa Barbara 
1972. 6,196 948 1,871 521 817 2,039 4807.7 
1973. 9,088 1,416 3,353 786 1,295 2,238 6943.7 46.7 

Santa Clara 
1972. 9,387 1,679 6,124 188 391 1,005 6423.0 
1973. 6,849 1,147 4,389 88 486 739 4882.6 I -27.0 

Santa Cruzb 
1972. 2,728 664 1,575 110 66 313 3661.1 
1973. 2,520 633 1,307 218 195 167 3207.4 -7.6 

Shastab 
1972. 2,042 272 1,216 118 123 313 3791.4 
1973. 2,963 444 928 283 585 723 4896.8 45.1 

Sierrab 
1972. 78 27 34 14 3 4984.0 
1973. 92 21 58 7 5 1 5830.2 17.9 

Siskiyoub 
1972. 656 192 320 19 29 96 3754.8 
1973. 834 187 461 64 71 51 4727.6 27.1 

Solanob 

790 24 34 4 8591.2 1972. 1,241 389 
89 6 10816.0 23.4 1973. 1,531 325 1,072 39 

Sonoma 
744 2,265 406 295 718 4133.3 1972. 4,428 

461 760 3603.7 -10.4 1973. 3,967 652 1,603 491 

Stanislausb 

1,975 296 243 439 4276.6 1972. 3,977 1,024 
407 398 410 5484.4 24.5 1973. 4,951 1,007 2,729 

Sutterb 

540 24 7 32 2763.9 1972. 744 141 
-11. 3 317 66 28 25 2490.6 1973. 660 224 

Tehamab 

391 82 63 139 4298.3 1972. 819 144 
34 60 36 3000.2 -30.6 1973. 568 94 344 

Tr.inityb 
1972. . 422 100 199 54 14 55 4907.0 
1973. 247 93 111 10 14 19 2839.1 -41.5 

Tu1arr. 
3,458 351 236 1,087 5214.0 1972. . 5,883 751 

319 510 3355.3 -36.4 1973. 3,744 606 1,971 338 
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TABLE 12 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTI1ENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000 
Unincorporated PopUlation by County 

- ----~. --_._._---- .. ~----- ---" -.~~-.~~.-r_ 

County and 
population gro 

Tuolumneb 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

Venturab 
1972. 
197:L 

Yolob 
1972. 
1973. 

Yubab 
1972. 
1973. 

up 

Recap by popula tion 
group 

Statewide totala 
1972. 
1973 .. 

1-5,000,000-9,999 
1972 ....•. 
1973 .••.. 

2-1,000,000-4,999 
1972. 
1973 .•... 

,999 

,999 

3-200,000-999,999 
1972 •.... 
1973 ..... 

a 

4-50,000-199,999 
1972 ...•. 
1973 ..... 

5-10,000-49,999 
1972 •. 
1973 .. 

6-0-9,999 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

Total 
arrests Felony 
-~---,..-----

734 152 
647 151 

5,787 1,190 
7,355 1,260 

2,894 552 
3,142 480 

1,493 316 
2,160 328 

310,421 57,693 
375,839 60,991 

104,222 21,466 
150,302 26,151 

44,006 7,353 
58,671 6,973 I 

113,269 19,610 
122,890 19,509 

32,625 6,361 
29,591 5,543 

14,700 2,600 
12,927 2,468 

1,529 303 
1,458 347 

Adult 

Misdemeanor 
---

497 
400 

2,102 
3,381 

2,021 I 
2,403 

875 
1,301 

164,373 
218,768 

56,488 
94,819 

24,467 
40,025 

53,873 

F elony 
level 

I--

25 
42 

773 
885 

84 
63 

94 
87 

2 6,180 
3 0,690 

1 0,689 
1 2,284 

3,385 
3,187 

9,340 
58,722 1 2,147 

19,615 1,776 
16,763 2,059 

9,076 839 
7,572 937 

854 
867 76 

Juvenile 

~~"d:m~;:~, I D,linqu,,, 
level tendencies 

---.---~- ~-----

8 52 
16 38 

712 1,010 
1,110 719 

46 191 
49 147 

99 109 
279 165 

20,013 42,162 
33,003 32,387 

6,253 9,396 
9,807 7,241 

2,609 6,192 
3,918 4,568 

9,295 21,151 
15,818 16,694 

1,185 3,688 
2,494 2,732 

605 1,580 
876 1,074 

66 155 
90 78 

---- .. _--- ------ -j----------------
Percent 

Total arrests change 
per 100,000 in 

unincorporated total 
population arrests 

------- ----~,----

3543.8 
2986.4 -11.9 

6696.6 
8297.9 27.1 

6468.8 
6963.0 8.6 

4270.6 
6327.8 44.7 

6205.0 
7393.8 21.1 

10400.3 
14824.0 44.1 

5507.2 
7529.9 33.3 

5247.4 
5261.8 8.S 

4574.3 
4569.7 -9.3 

4885.7 
4658.1 -12.1 

5413.2 
4936.3 -

151l 
-4.6 

--------a
San 

Francisco Sheriff's Department is not included in the total since it is not a primary law 
benforcementagency and has no unincorporated population. 

Because the unincorporated population of this county is less than 100,000, the arrest rate has 
been adjusted accordingly. 
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TABLE 13 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County 

unty and Co 
popu1 ation group 

Statew 
1972 
1973 

ide 

Alamed 
1972 
1973 

Alpine 
1972 
1973 

a 

b 

b Amador 
1972 
1973 

Butteb 

1972 
1973 

· 

· 

· 

· 
Ca1ave 

1972 
1973 

rasb 

b Colusa 
1972 
1973 · 

· 

· 

tota1a 

· · · 

· · · 

· · 

· · · 

· · · 
Contra 

1972 
1973 

Costa 

Del No 
1972 
1973 

E1 Dor 
1972 
1973 

Fresno 
1972 
1973 

G1ennb 

1972 
1973 

Humbo1 
1972 
1973 

rteb 

adob 

· 

· 
dtb 

· · · · 

· · 

· · · 

· · · 

· · · 
· · · · · 

· 

· 

· 

· 

· 

· 

· 

~ 

Personnel 

Total Sworn 

17,961 13,398 
18,586 13,856 

779 486 
8ll 523 

7 5 
10 7 

20 15 
21 19 

95 89 
101 97 

33 33 
36 32 

27 27 
29 28 

388 291 
404 301 

30 30 
30 30 

105 104 
107 105 

420 249 
1159 269 

26 26 
24 24 

123 98 
133 100 

Civilian 

4,563 
4,730 

293 
288 

2 
3 

5 
2 

6 
4 

-
4 

-
1 

97 
103 

-
-

1 
2 

171 
190 

-
-

25 
33 

31 

---:.=--=-=.- ,= "" ~ 
Sworn officers 

per 100,000 
unincorporated 

population 

267.8 
272.6 

370.4 
404.0 

833.3 
1,166.7 

237.9 
275.9 

120.0 
126.1 

271.2 
249.9 

387.9 
400.8 

157.6 
163.1 

234.3 
240.7 

382.8 
375.9 

135.3 
145.3 

249.0 
223.4 

176.1 
175.2 

Arr ests Percent change 
p er in 

s worn 
ieer off 

total 
personnel 

2 
2 

1 
2 

1 
1 

2 
2 

2 
1 

1 
1 

2 
2 

1 
1 

1 

2 
3 

2 
1 

2 
2 

3.2 
7.1 

6.6 
7.2 

6.8 
4.4 

6.0 
9.4 

0.3 
0.7 

3.2 
7.2 

2.7 
3.1 

0.9 
7.8 

7.2 
6.5 

9.9 
8.7 

4.5 
5.5 

5.5 
6.3 

1.3 
5.9 

3.5 

4.1 

6.3 

9.1 

7.4 

4.1 

0.0 

1.9 

9.3 

8.1 



TABLE 13 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 A~ID 1973 

Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County 

County and 
population group 

b Imperial 
1972. 
1973. 

Inyo b 

1972. 
1973. 

Kern 
1972 •• 
1973. 

Kingsb 

1972. 
1973. 

Lakeb 

1972. 
1973. 

Lassenb 

1972. 
1973. 

. . 

Los Angeles 
1972 •• 
1973. 

Maderab 

1972. 
1973. 

Marinb 

1972. 
1973. 

Hariposab 

1972. 
1973 •• 

Hendocinob 

1972. 
1973. 

Hercedb 

1972. 
1973. 

ModoCb 

1972. 
1973. 

Total 

111 
133 

35 
36 

353 
363 

60 
72 

46 
60 

21 
31 

6,986 
6,915 

43 
54 

151 
155 

12 
14 

86 
87 

64 
77 

12 
12 

Personnel 

Sworn 

77 
96 

34 
34 

236 
243 

46 
57 

45 
54 

19 
26 

5,216 
5,306 

35 
40 

128 
128 

12 
14 

7:' 
72 

58 
65 

12 
11 

Civilian 

34 
37 

1 
2 

117 
120 

14 
15 

1 
6 

2 
5 

1,770 
1,609 

8 
14 

23 
27 

11 
15 

6 
12 

1 

32 

Sworn officers 
per 100,000 

unincorporated 
population 

362.5 
451. 3 

268.1 
257.4 

113.3 
117,3 

109.0 
138.8 

244.4 
279.0 

181.9 
242.6 

520.2 
523.3 

156.7 
179.8 

U19.5 
198.2 

169.0 
189.2 

219.1 
204.1 

109.7 
121. 7 

231. 6 
217.5 

Arrests 
per 

slwrn 
officer 

59.3 
39.0 

14.4 
12.0 

51.1 
39.4 

31.4 
23.4 

20.8 
18.1 

17.9 
24.5 

20.0 
28.3 

33.3 
41.1 

14.8 
24.6 

37.4 
38.6 

17.1 
lS.2 

32.8 
47.7 

9.5 
10.3 

Percent change 
In 

total 
personnel 

19.8 

2.9 

2.8 

20.0 

30.4 

-1.0 

25.6 

2.6 

1.2 

20.3 

TABLE 13 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County 

County and 
population group 

Monob 
1972 •• 
1973 •• 

Montereyb 
1972. 
1973. 

Napab 
1972. 
1973. 

Nevadab 

1972 •• 
1973 •• 

Orange 
1972. 
1973. 

P1acerb 
1972. 
1973. 

P1umasb 
1972. 
1973. 

Riverside 
1972. 
1973. 

Sacramento 
1972. 
1973. 

San Benitob 
1972. 
1.973 ••• 

Snn Bernardino 
1972. 
1973 •• 

San Diego 
1972 •• 
1973 •• 

San Francisco 
1972. 
1973 ••• 

Total 

34 
32 

240 
241 

60 
64 

51 
52 

710 
826 

113 
122 

34 
35 

489 
598 

750 
823 

24 
21 

730 
734 

853 
937 

212 
375 

Sworn officers Arrests Percent change 
Personnel per 100,000 per in 
--- _.,-.-.-- unincorporated sworn total 
Sworn Civilian population officer personnel 

----~r---------~--------_+----.---~-----

33 
31 

192 
191 

60 
53 

46 
48 

465 
515 

93 
102 

28 
28 

327 
366 

642 
656 

19 
20 

577 
582 

599 
653 

172 
276 

1 
1 

48 
50 

11 

5 
4 

245 
311 

20 
20 

6 
7 

162 
232 

108 
167 

5 
1 

153 
152 

254 
284 

40 
99 

33 

634.6 
500.0 

203.7 
20S.1 

174.7 
153.3 

217.0 
215.7 

233.3 
274.9 

183.8 
195.5 

255.1 
247.7 

257.6 
189.4 

164.5 
165.7 

192.5 
206.7 

192.5 
196.6 

185.8 
202.7 

13.1 
14.0 

24.0 
23.6 

18.7 
21.8 

24.3 
21.6 

29.8 
39.7 

15.5 
15.2 

47.4 
30.1 

52.7 
32.9 

24.2 
28.8 

12.7 
17.1 

34.3 
30.5 

21.1 
26.2 

0.3d . 
O.Sd 

-5.9 

0.4 

6.7 

2.0 

16.3 

8.0 

2.9 

22.3 

9.7 

0.5 

9.8 

76.9 



TABLE 13 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County 

--... --~~--.-----,- -------~--~~~----.. ---- --- -~-- --------~ -~~.-.- -~---~-" 

Sworn officers Arrests 
Personnel per 100,000 per 

County and 

-~f' 
unincorpora ted sworn 

population group Total Sworn Civilian population officer 
--------- ~--- ~------~- --.----~~- ------ - ----~.~ -~.----~~- ~-~--~--~~-- - .-. ------~-, 

San Joaquin 
1972. 338 256 82 213.6 11.1 
1973. . . . 340 274 66 231.9 14.3 

San Luis Obispob 
1972. 117 99 18 208.3 22.2 
1973. 117 98 19 198.0 19.8 

San Mateob 

1972. 417 292 125 430.9 23.2 
1973. 410 298 112 446.6 20.2 

Santa Barbara 
1972. 403 249 154 193.2 24.9 
1~73. 395 223 172 170.4 40.8 

Santa Clara 
1972. 686 537 149 367.4 17.5 
1973. 711 545 166 388.5 12.6 

Santa Cruzb 

1972. 156 118 38 158.4 23.1 
1973. 156 120 36 152.7 21.0 

Shastab 

1972. 104 82 22 152.2 24.9 
1973. 109 83 26 137.2 35.7 

Sierrab 

1972. 14 13 1 830.7 6.0 
1973. 14 13 1 823.8 7.1 

Siskiyoub 
1972, . 47 39 8 223.2 16.8 
1973. 50 40 10 226.7 20.9 

Solanob 

1972. 119 87 32 602.3 14.3 
1973. 126 87 39 614.6 17.6 

Sonoma 
1972. 217 160 57 149.4 27.7 
1973. . 227 185 42 168.1 21. 4 

Stanis1ausb 

1972. 194 131 63 140.9 30.4 
1973. 221 136 85 150.7 36.4 

Sutterb 

1972. Sl 51 189.5 14.6 
1973. 51 51 192.5 12.9 

34 

Percent change 
in 

total 
personnel 

0.6 

0.0 

-1.7 

-2.0 

3.6 

0.0 

4.8 

6.4 

5.9 

4.6 

13.9 

0.0 

------

Count 
popu1ati 

Tehamab 

1972. 
1973. 

Trinitl 
1972. 
1973. 

Tulare 
1972. 
1973. 

Tuo1umne
b 

1972 •• 
1973 •• 

Ventura
b 

1972. 
1973. 

Yo1ob 

1972. 
1973. 

Yuba
b 

1972 •• 
1973. 

Reca 
popu1ati 

Statewide 
1972. 
1973 •• 

1-5,000,0 
9,999,9 
1972. 
1973 •• 

2-1,000,0 
4,999,9 
1972. 
1973 •• 

3-200,000 
1972. 
1973 •• 

4-50,000-
1972. 
1973 •• 

TABLE 13 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County 

Personnel 
y and 
on group Total Sworn 

· 35 31 

· · · 40 33 

· · · 19 19 

· · 20 20 

· 211 175 

· 211 175 

· · 45 39 

· · 48 45 

· 505 355 

· 513 359 

· · 122 98 

· 124 101 

· · 40 40 

· · 44 44 

P by 
on group 

a 

· · · 17,961 13,398 

· · 18,586 13,856 

00-
99 

· 6,986 5,216 

· · 6,915 5,306 

00-
99 

· ". 3,028 2,087 

· · · · 3,285 2,236 

-99,999
a 

· 5,595 4,085 

· · 6,094 4,386 

199,999 

· · 1,541 1,255 

· · 1,528 1,236 

--
Civilian 

4 
7 

-
-

36 
26 

6 
3 

150 
154 

24 
23 

-
-

4,563 
4,730 

1,770 
1,609 

941 
1,049 

1,510 
1,708 

286 
292 

35 

Sworn offi cers 
000 
ated 
on 

per 100, 
unincorpor 

popu1ati 

162. 
174. 

220. 
229. 

155. 
156. 

188. 
207. 

410. 
405. 

219. 
223. 

114. 
128. 

267. 
27.t.. 

520. 
523. 

261. 
287. 

189. 
187. 

176. 
190. 

7 
3 

9 
9 

1 
8 

3 
7 

8 
o 

1 
8 

4 
9 

8 
6 

2 
3 

2 
o 

2 
8 

o 
9 

Arrests 
per 

sworn 
officer 

26.4 
17.2 

22.2 
12.4 

33.6 
21.4 

18.8 
14.4 

16.3 
20.5 

29.5 
31.1 

37.3 
49.1 

23.2 
27.1 

20.0 
28.3 

21.1 
26.2 

27.7 
28.0 

26.0 
23.9 

Percent change 
in 

total 
personnel 

14.3 

0.0 

6.7 

1.6 

1.6 

10.0 

4.3 

-1.0 

8.5 

8.9 

-0.8 



TABLE 13 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPART~mNT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County 

County a 
population 

--

nd 
group 
~~-----

5-70,000-49 
1972 •• 
1973 ••• 

6-0-9,999 
1972 •• 
1973 •• 

,999 

. . · 

. · · 

Total 
----~---

713 
662 

98 
102 

Sw 
Personnel 

.- un 
Sworn Civilian 

r-------

661 52 
596 66 

94 4 
96 6 

'----___________ L.....-.-..... 

orn officers 
per 100,000 
incorporated 
population 

219.7 
214.8 

332.8 
325.0 

Arrests 
per 

sworn 
officer 

22.2 
21. 7 

16.3 
15.2 

Percent change 
in 

total 
personnel 

-7.2 

4.1 

aSan Francisco Sheriff's Department is excluderl from the totul since it is not a primary law 
enforcement agency and has no unincorporated population. 

bBecause the unincorporated population of this county is less than 100,000, the rate of sworn officers 
has been adjusted accordingly. 

cRate is not calculated, since San Francisco Sheriff's Department has no unincorporated population. 
dSan Francisco Sheriff's Department is not a primary law enforcement agency. 
Note: Percent chanLe is not calculated on numbers of 25 or less. 
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TABLE 14 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

County and 
Population group Expendi tures in 1,000s Percent changea 

Statewide total 
1972 0 0 0 0 $231,091 

1973 0 0 
262,878 13.8 

Alameda 
1972 0 0 0 0 7,105 

1973 7,411 4.3 

Alpine 
1972 0 

llO 
1973 0 

111 0.9 

Amador 
1972 0 

247 

1973 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
265 7.3 

Butte 
1972 1,354 

1973 0 
1,831 35.2 

Calaveras 
1972 0 0 0 

341 

1973 0 
360 5.6 

Colusa 
1972 0 0 0 . . . 279 
1973 0 321 15.1 

Contra Costa 
1972 5,358 
1973 0 6,038 12.7 

Del Norte 
1972 . . . 0 207 

1973 0 0 310 50.0 

E1 Dorado 
1972 0 . ' 0 . 1,731 
1973 0 . 0 0 1,418 -18.1 

Fresno 
1972 0 3,520 

1973 • 0 . 0 . . . 4,541 29.1 
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TABLE 14 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITUP~S, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

County and 
population group 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

Expenditures in 1,000s 

.. 

Percent changea 

-"~"----'--'-------r-------------l--------
Glenn 

1972 • • • 
1973 

Humboldt 
1972 
1973 •• 

Imperial 
1972 
1973 

Inyo 
1972 
1973 • . . . . 

Kern 
1972 • • • • • 
1973 •• 

Kings 
1972 
1973 • 

Lake 
1972 • 
1973 

Lassen 
1972 
1973 • 

Los Angeles 
1972 

· . . . 

1973 • • • • 

Madera 
1972 • 
1973 • 

Marin 
1972 •• 
1973 

· . . · . . 

$ 

38 

296 
367 24.0 

1,356 
1,687 24.5 

941 
1,083 15.1 

326 
424 30.1 

4,261 
4,853 13.9 

539 
672 24.6 

472 
51 -89.2 

206 
218 5.8 

96,649 
101,631 5.2 

480 
586 22.1 

2,293 
2,462 7.4 

1 

TABLE 14 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1~72 AND 1973 

County and 
population group 

Mariposa 
1972 
1973 · 

Mendocino 
1972 · 1973 

Merced 
1972 · 1973 • 

Modoc 
1972 · 1973 · 

Mono 
1972 
1973 · 

Monterey 
1972 
1973 

Napa 
1972 
1973 

Nevada 
1972 
1973 

Orange 
1972 
1973 

Placer 
1972 
1973 

Plumas 
1972 
1973 

· · 

· 

· · 

· · 

· · 

· · · · 

· · · · · 

· 

· · · · 

· · · · · · 

· · · · · 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

Expenditures in 1,000s Percent changea 

. . $ 103 
119 15.5 

880 
1,033 17 .4 .. 

". 
690 
804 16.6 

135 
134 -0.8 

215 
262 21.6 

2,l31 
2,524 18.4 

826 
959 16.2 

497 
555 11. 7 

. . 12,827 
14,095 9.9 

1,211 
1,468 21. 2 

409 
442 7.9 
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TABLE 14 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

County and 
population group 

Riverside 
1972 • 
1973 • • 

. . . . . . . . . 
Sacramento 

1972 • • •• 
1973 •• 

. . . 
San Benito 

1972 • • • • • 
1973 •• 

San Bernardino 
1972 
1973 • • • • • . . . . 

San Diego 
1972 • 
1973 •• 

. . . . 

San Franciscob 
1972 • . . . 
1973 • • • • . . . 

San Joaquin 
1972 • • • • • 
1973 • 

San Luis Obispo 
1972 • • • • • • 
1973 • • • • • • 

San Mateo 
1972 • • • • • 
1973 •• 

Santa Barbara 

. . . 

1972 • • • • • • • • • 
1973 • • • • • • • • • 

Santa Clara 
1972 • • • 
1973 • • • • 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

Expenditures in 1,000s 

40 

$ 6,297 
7,635 

8,473 
14,649 

151 
172 

8,973 
10,658 

11,644 
13,601 

3,252 
4,151 

1,235 
1,415 

4,868 
5,624 

4,294 
4,684 

13,357 
16,062 

Percent changea 

21.3 

72.9 

14.1 

18.8 

16.8 

27.7 

14.6 

15.5 

9.1 

20.3 

! 
li 

U 

.. 

TABLE 14 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 . 
Amount and Percent Change by County 

County and 
popula tion group 

Santa Cruz 
1972 • • • • • • • 
1973 • • • • 

Shasta 
1972 • 
1973 • 

· . . . . . . . 

Sierra 
1972 
1973 

Siskiyou 
1972 • 
1973 • 

· . . . . . . . 
Solano 

1972 • 
1973 • 

Sonoma 
1972 • 
1973 

Stanislaus 

. . . . . 

1972 •••• • • • 
1973 • • • • • • • • • 

Sutter 
1972 · · · · . · · · · 1973 · · · · · · · 

Tehama 
1972 • · · · · · · 1973 · · · · · · · 

Trinity 
1972 • • • • • • • • • 
1973 • •• • • • • 

Tulare 
1972 
1973 · . . . 

Expenditures in 1,000s 

$ 1,799 
1,923 

41 

848 
1,072 

124 
181 

500 
632 

1,536 
2,226 

2,027 
2,545 

2,109 
2,308 

716 
642 

465 
543 

240 
323 

2,549 
3,332 

Percent changea 

6.8 

26.4 

46.2 

26.4 

45.0 

25.5 

9.4 

-10.3 

16.8 

34.6 

30.7 



TABLE 14 - Continued 

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

County and 
population group 

Amounb and Percent Change by County 

Expenditures in 1,000s Percent changea 

--.-.-~.--------------I-.--.----------------I------------

Tuolumne 
1972 • 
197.J • • • 

Ventura 

. . . . . . .. ,. 

1972 • • • • 
1973 • 

Yolo 
1972 
1973 • 

Yuba 
1972 • 
1973 • . . ,. . . 

Recap by 
population total 

Statewia.e total 
1972 • • • • • • 
1973 • • • • • • • • • 

1-5,000,000-9,999,999 
1972 · . 
1973 • • • • • • • • • 

2-1,000,000-4,999,999 
1972 • 
1973 • • • • • • • 

3-200,000-999,999 
1972 
1973 • • • • • 

4-50,000-199,999 

· . 
· . 

1972 • • • • • •••• 
1973 • • • • • • 

5-10,000-49,999 
1972 • 
1973 • • 

6-0-9,999 
1972 • • • • 
1973 •• 

. . 

. . 

$ 472 
539 

5,296 
6,725 

1,336 
1,561 

535 
640 

231,091 
262,878 

96,649 
101,631 

44,933 
51,169 

63,152 
82,729 

17,100 
19,152 

8,330 
7,067 

927 
1,130 

14.3 

27.0 

16.8 

19.7 

13.8 

5.2 

13.9 

31.0 

12.0 

15.1 

21.9 

apercent change is computed using actual figures. 
bSan Francisco is not included since it is not a primary law enforcement agency. 
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.. 

County and 
population group 

S ta tewide to tal 

Total 

1972 . 24,736 
1973. 22,446 

Alameda 
1972 . 
1973. 

Alpine 
1972 . 
1973. 

Amador 
1972 . 
1973. 

Butte 
1972. 
1973 

Calaveras 
1972. 
1973. 

Colusa 
1972. 
1973. 

Contra Costa 
1972. 
1973. 

Del Norte 
1972. 
1973. 

E1 Dorado 
1972. 
1973. 

Fresno 
1972. 
1973. 

Glenn 
1972. 
1973. 

Humboldt 
1972. 
1973. 

1,296 
1,442 

5 

64 
77 

24 
27 

29 
38 

337 
331 

13 
22 

45 
41 

489 
537 

16 
14 

104 
85 

TABLE 15 

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 1973a 

Adult 

City 
and 

county 
camps 

6,880 
6,316 

192 
137 

2 
67 

1 

= I 

Type of Detention by County 

17,856 5,788 
16,130 6,744 

1,296 
1,442 

5 

64 
76 

22 
27 

29 
38 

145 
194 

13 
22 

45 
41 

487 
470 

16 
13 

104 
85 

356 
402 

1 

21 I 13 

-' I -I 

I 
53

1 
44 

I 
199 I 
219 

34 
40 

7 
12 

155 
155 

2 

8 
8 

43 

3,253 
3,982 

210 
213 

21 
13 

97 
115 

6 

7 
12 

90 
III 

8 
8 

2,420 
2,708 

145 
189 

49 
40 

102 
104 

33 
33 

64 
42 

4 
6 

111 
48 

1 

1 

4 
4 

1 
1 

1 
2 

2 

-9.3 

11.3 

20.3 

31.0 

I 
-1.

8
1 

-' I 
-8.9 

9.8 

-18.3 

16.5 

12.9 

-17.0 

10.1 

17.7 

0.0 



County and 
population group 

Imperial 
1972 . 
1973. 

Inyo 
1972. 
1973. 

Kern 
1972. 
1973. 

Kings 
1972. 
1973. 

Lake 
1972. 
1973. 

Lassen 
1972. 
1973. 

Los Angeles 
1972. 
1973. 

Madera 
1972. 
1973. 

Marin 
1972. 
1973. 

Mariposa 
1972 •• 
1973 •. 

Mendocino 
1972. 
1973. 

Merced 
1972. 
1973. 

Modoc 
1972. 
1973. 

Mono 
1972. 
1973. 

Total 

227 
405 

152 
19 

716 
619 

73 
90 

21 
26 

9 
14 

9,719 
8,585 

84 
81 

108 
151 

9 
6 

52 
36 

162 
131 

4 
2 

6 
5 

TABLE 15 - Continued 

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 1973F 

Adult 

City 
and 

county 
camps 

Type of Detention by County 

Juvenile 

Camps, City 
ranches, and 

Jails Total 
Juvenile homes, coun ty 

halls schools camps 

Percent change 

Jails adult juvenile 
To tall' --~~~--

---+----11---.- .--__ _ 

97 130 
195 210 

136 16 
19 

328 388 
298 321 

32 41 

2,706 
3,038 

41 

62
1 53 

I 

90 

21 
26 

9 
14 

7,013 
5,547 

84 
81 

108 
110 

9 
6 

52 
36 

100 
78 

4 
2 

6 
5 

38 
29 

2 

218 
197 

20 
18 

6 

1,597 
2,012 

14 
8 

22 
38 

19 
21 

27 
14 

1 

44 

38 
29 

143 70 
114 83 

20 
18 

869 
1,225 

14 
8 

21 
38 

19 
21 

27 
14 

658 
787 

-I 

2 

5 

6 

70 

1 

1 

I 
78.4 I -23.7 

I 
I 

I 
I 

-13.6 I -9.6 

I 
23"1 

I 

-11. 7 

-3.6 

39.8 

-30.8 

-19.1 

26.0 

11 , , 

County and 
population group 

Monterey 
1972 . 
1973. 

Napa 
1972. 
1973. 

Nevada 
1972 . 
1973. 

Orange 
1972. 
1973. 

Placer 
1972. 
1973. 

Plumas 
1972. 
1973. 

Riverside 
1972 . 
1973 .. 

Sacramento 
1972 •.. 
1973 ••. 

San Benito 
1972 ••• 
1973 •.• 

San Bernardino 
1972 •. 
1973 .• 

San Diego 
1972 .• 
1973 •• 

San Francisco 
1972. 
1973 .•. 

San Joaquin 
1972 ••• 
1973 ••• 

San Luis Obispo 
1972 . 
1973 .••.• 

TABLE 15 - Continued 

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 1973a 

Type of Detention by County 

--. -:-;~;-;-_t---T --~-~~~-,---------.-'t'--~=--.-,--J-:-;;~~;; .~-~~-!-;-:---~.---.- -
county Juvenile homes, county 

Percent change 

Total Total 
Total camps Jails Total halls schools camps Jails adult juvenile 

195 
234 

26 
30 

1,161 
1,019 

60 
69 

7 
14 

620 
578 

1,237 
991 

41 
29 

776 
668 

1,358 
1,109 

1,086 
901 

560 
466 

105 
83 

78 
95 

299 
206 

8 

87 
117 

691 
528 

226 
194 

451 

157 
146 

29 

117 
139 

26 
30 

862 
813 

60 
69 

7 
6 

533 
461 

546 
463 

41 
29 

550 
474 

907 
1,109 

1,086 
901 

403 
320 

76 
83 

48 26 
62 35 

16 16 
20 20 

2 2 
8 8 

504 264 
613 324 

12 12 
20 20 

1 

162 
229 

227 
246 

10 

303 
252 

328 
380 

279 
280 

35 
73 

11 
14 

45 

91 
153 

114 
137 

203 
160 

180 
207 

112 
121 

34 
72 

6 
11 

22 
27 

240 
288 

69 
73 

113 
109 

10 

96 
85 

140 
168 

167 
159 

---------- ._---_. 

4 
5 

20.0 29.2 

15.4 

1 -12.2 21.6 

1 

2 
3 

15.0 

-6.8 

-19.9 

-29.3 

2 I -13.9 

8 
5 -18.3 

1 
1 

5 
3 

-17 .0 

-16.8 

-21.0 

41.4 

8.4 

-16.8 

15.9 

0.4 

108.6 



TABLE 15 - Continued 

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 1973
a 

~ype of Detention by County 

.-~.- --.~.~~-~---.---- ----.~-------~---~~---.- --~-----------~-.-' ------.. ----.-------.--~--
Adult Juvenile 

County and 
population group 

San Mateo 
1972 •..• 
1973 ••••• 

Santa Barbara 
1972 ••• 
1973 ••. 

Santa Clara 
1972. • • 
1973 ..• 

Santa Cruz 
1972. 
1973. 

Shasta 
1972. 
1973. 

Sierra 
1972. 
1973 • 

Siskiyou 
1972. 
1973. 

Solol1o 
1972 • 
1971. 

Sonoma 
1972. 
1973. 

Stanislaus 
1972 • 
1973. 

Sutter 
1972 . 
1973. 

Tehama 
1972. 
1973. 

Trinity 
1972. 
1973. 

Tulare 
1972. 
1973. 

r-~-----~-I-------.. .. - ----- - --~-.---.,------ -------,-------,-------1 
City Camps, City Percent change 

and ranches, and 
Juvenile homes, coun ty county 

Total camps 

465 
438 

330 
239 

1,113 
920 

135 
123 

93 
100 

1 
9 

40 
36 

99 
115 

159 
216 

369 
339 

30 
61 

24 
20 

5 
5 

362 
266 

176 
166 

101 
71 

455 
351 

64 
44 

30 
21 

9 
8 

7 
18 

45 
50 

162 
138 

2 
4 

1 
5 

147 
108 

Jails Total halls schools camps 
--_._-- ---_ .. \----------- ----.----

289 
272 

229 
168 

658 
569 

71 
79 

63 
79 

1 
9 

31 
28 

92 
97 

114 
166 

207 
201 

30 
61 

22 
16 

4 

215 
158 

261 
250 

111 
136 

347 
441 

19 
27 

6 
21 

1 

4 

24 
43 

70 
69 

35 
65 

4 
2 

1 

73 
102 

46 

135 
129 

40 
35 

174 
249 

19 
27 

6 
21 

4 

24 
43 

53 
54 

32 
63 

- I 
30 \ 46 

126 
121 

71 
101 

171 
192 

43 
56 

1 

>--------,..-----
Total Total 

Jails adult juvenile 
-~.----- ------

-5.8 -4.2 

-27.6 22.5 

2 
-17.3 27.1 

-8.9 

7.5 

1 

-10.0 

16.2 

I 
1 35.9 -1.4 

3 
2 -8.1 85.7 

103.3 

- I 
- 1 

[ 

-26.5
1 

39.7 

County and 
population group 

Tuolumne 
1972 . 
1973. 

Ventura 
1972 . 
1973. 

Yolo 
1972. 
1973 . 

Yuba 
1972. 
1973. 

Recap by population 
group 

Statewide total 
1972 •. 
1973 .. 

1-5,000,000-9,999,999 
1972. • • . • . . . 
1973 ••...... 

2-1,00U,000-4,999,999 
1972 ....•• 
1973 •...•. 

3-200,000-999,999 
1972 ....•. 
1973. • . . . • 

4-50,000-199,999 
1972 •.•.. 
1973 ...•. 

5-10,000-49,999 
1972 .• 
1973 .. 

6-0-9,999 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

TABLE 15 - Continued 

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 1973a 

Type of Detention by County 

Adult 

City 
and 

county 

Juvenile 
--~- --- ---- -'-~--r--~-- ---

Camps, City 
ranches, and 

Juvenile homes, county 

Percent change 
f----- .-

Total Total 
Total camps Jails Total halls schools camps Jails adult juvenile 

17 17 
17 17 

284 
373 

159 
123 

60 
66 

24,736 
22,446 

9,719 
8,585 

4,928 
4,490 

7,731 
7,347 

1,695 
1,478 

638 
519 

25 
27 

57 
169 

49 
38 

6,880 
6,316 

2,706 
3,038 

1,205 
557 

2,302 
2,325 

517 
370 

149 
21 

1 
5 

227 
204 

110 
85 

60 
66 

17,856 
16,130 

7,013 
5,547 

3,723 
3,933 

5,429 
5,022 

1,178 
1,108 

489 
498 

24 
22 

2 
7 

79 
96 

15 
17 

22 
17 

5,788 
6,744 

1,597 
2,012 

1,535 
1,836 

2,204 
2,469 

309 
277 

143 
147 

3 

58 
70 

10 
13 

20 
17 

3,253 
3,982 

869 
1,225 

828 
993 

1,249 
1,453 

256 
270 

51 
41 

19 
23 

5 
4 

2,420 
2,708 

658 
787 

696 
837 

936 
997 

48 
4 

4 
6 

2 
7 

2 
3 

2 

111 
48 

70 

11 
6 

4 15 
5 14 

5 
3 

31.3 21.5 

-22.6 

10.0 

I 
-9.31 16.5 

-11.7 26.0 

I 
-8.91 19.6 

-5.0 I 12.0 

-12.8[ -10.4 

82 10 I 

_8_3-'-___ 1 ___ L ___ 2:--'-_-18.1 2.8 
aCounts were taken on last Thursday of September for each year for all categories except juvenile halls, 

camps, ranches, homes and schools. For these institutions, counts were taken December 31st of each year. 
Nota: Percent change is not calculated on numbers of 25 or less. 
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TABLE 16 

SUPERIOR AND LOloJER COURT FELONY loJORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Defendants by County 

--=:.:=-r= =-==.- -. +_ •• - • - +.- "+ •• 

County 
population 

and 
group 

Statewide tot 
1971. 

a1 

1972. 

Alameda 
1971. 
1972. 

Alpine 
1971. 
1972. 

Amador 
1971. 
1972. 

Butte 
1971. 
1972. 

Calaveras 
1971. 
1972. 

Colusa 
1971. 
1972· 

Contra Costa 
1971. .. 
1972 .. 

Del Norte 
1971. . 
1972 .. 

E1 Dorado 
1971-
1972. 

Fresno 
1971. 
1972. 

Glenn 
1971. 
1972. 

Humboldt 
1971. 
1972 •. . 

Total 
- -

60,089 
52,741 

2,696 
2,384 

-
-

40 
32 

178 
206 

131 
100 

40 
38 

768 
929 

39 
31 

111 
97 

920 
751 

53 
40 

280 
281 

Superior court 
-- .. -... ~-

Not convicted Convicted 
---I---

Dis- Acquit- Guilty 
missed ted plea Trial Total 

4,891 3,153 42,499 9,546 51,021 
4,358 2,843 38,015 7,525 43,937 

222 108 2,005 361 3,321 
212 94 1,863 215 3,062 

- - - - -
- - - - -

1 2 36 1 40 
1 1 29 1 51 

23 3 126 26 136 
13 6 166 21 199 

14 - 109 8 -
30 5 59 6 -

3 - 33 4 10 
2 2 32 2 4 

35 10 646 77 678 
50 25 771 83 484 

3 - 28 8 9 
1 4 19 7 20 

5 2 97 7 118 
10 3 76 8 97 

51 32 757 80 1,366 
54 24 613 60 1,288 

9 - 44 - 2 
2 - 36 2 10 

20 8 224 28 161 
13 11 219 38 168 

49 

.- - --.. -.- -.. ~-.. -~ ... -~ 

Lower court 
Percen t change 

Prosecuted '----

-Tl--~-
Dis- Misde-

missed meanor 

18,495 8,525 
17,011 7,768 

970 891 
929 834 

- -
- -

10 19 
29 16 

47 52 
79 52 

- -
-I -

41 2 
2 2 

176 146 
152 101 

5 4 
5 15 

49 23 
32 30 

451 257 
423 254 

2 -
4 6 

72 24 
65 32 

--
Section 
17 P.C. 

24,001 
19,158 

1,460 
1,299 

-
-

11 
6 

37 
68 

-
-

4 
-

356 
231 

-
-

46 
35 

658 
611 

-
-

65 
71 

Total 
superio 

court 

-12.2 

-11.6 

-

-20.0 

15.7 

-23.7 

-5.0 

21. 0 

-20.5 

-12.6 

-18.4 

-24.5 

0.4 

Total 
r lower 

court 

-13.9 

-7.8 

27.5 

46.3 

-28.6 

-17.8 

-5.7 

4.3 



TABLE 16 - Continued 
TABLE 16 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT FELONY WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 
SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT FELONY WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Defendants by County 
Number of Defendants by County 

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

Superior court Lower court -------.~---.~ - - -- ------.-----~--~.- ...... - ----------.- -~-~--~-. --"- - ---~ --- ----..... -.-.... ------~- -~-- . --'-'-~' ----.,.~--~-~~------.. -. ~ ---~- -- Percent change Superior cour t Lower court 
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted ,_.--.,. r' ----.. -

~-~ ~.~--

~r 
To<a1 J To ,"1 

County and Dis- Acquit- Guilty Dis- Misde- Section superior lower 
population group Total missed ted plea _ ~~_~1. Total missed meanor 17 P.C. court court 

- -----.- ... --------~ ~.----~.-. -~.-.----- ---4<---+---_._-- -- ,-- -. -~~------- -- -- ...... --
Imperial 

---.------- - - - .~ -- - Percent change 
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted 

Total Total 
County and Dis- Acquit- Guilty Dis- Hisde- Section superior lower 

population group Total missed ted plea Trial Total missed meanor 17 P.C. court court 
1----

1971. 218 13 4 183 18 228 61 42 125 
1972. 196 10 3 167 16 173 50 47 76 -10.1 -24.1 

Monterey 
1971. 826 98 14 662 52 486 233 76 177 
1972. 772 101 18 602 51 368 203 58 107 -6.5 -24.3 

Inyo 
1971. 47 8 35 4 28 7 7 14 
1972. 47 2 1 36 8 21 7 6 8 0.0 

Napa 
14 17 45 1971. . 116 12 7 82 15 76 

1972. 112 6 6 86 14 209 29 50 130 -3.4 175.0 
Kern 

1971. 691 28 15 595 53 669 157 100 412 
1972. 716 30 19 608 59 566 131 112 323 3.6 -15.4 

Kings I 
1971. 98 121 8 61 17 125

1 
33 36 56 

1972. 106 12 8 63 23 117 34 45 38 8 " -6.4 

Nevada 
1971. 47 5 - 34 8 29 20 4 5 
1972. 35 4 - 29 2 78 20 25 33 -25.5 169.0 

Orange 
3,400 1971. 2,463 172 68 2,044 179 7,410 1,898 2,112 

Lake 
1972. 1,957 139 54 1,594 170 4,108 1,384 1,133 1,591 -20.5 -44.6 

1971. 97 10 2 79 6 50 2Y 12 9 Placer 
1972. 56 2 1 47 6 35 13 12 10 -42.3 -30.0 1971. 166 19 3 127 17 37 5 32 -

1972. 165 32 3 125 5 115 28 64 23 -0.6 210.8 
Lassen 

1971. 53 7 2 42 2 48 28 9 11 Plumas 
1972. 48 6 2 36 4 51 23 9 19 -9.4 6.3 

Los Angeles 
1971. 28,475 2,138 2,302 17,301 6,734 12,754 6,666 429 5,659 
1972. 22,708 1,799 1,958 14,095 4,856 10,862 6,173 268 4,421 -20.3 -14.8 

Madera 

1971. 27 8 2 16 1 29 10 9i 10 
1972. 13 - 1 7 5 18 5 

51 
8 - -

Riverside 
1971. 1,186 94 66 875 151 990 310 146 534 
1972. 1,064 76 49 828 111 802 300 146 356 -10.3 -19.0 

1971. 73 13 3 47 10 38 8 17 13 
1972. 93 3 6 66 18 13

1 
8 2 3 -27.4 

Sacramento 
1971. 1,414 200 32 1,065 117 3,226 1,565 486 1,175 
1972. 1,525 178 36 1,186 125 2,789 1,187 568 1,034 7.9 -13.5 

Narin 
1971. 3jO 31 6 266 27 240 124 54 62 
1972. 317 22 12 227 56 233 91 73 69 -3.9 -2.9 

Mariposa 

San Benito 
1971. 29 3 1 23 2 13 5 3 5 
1972. 56 6 3 43 4 15 11 2 2 93.1 -

1971. 10 2 6 2 15 3 2 10 
1972. 7 4 3 13 2 2 9 - I 

Nendocino 

San Bernardino 
1971. 2,079 110 48 1,730 191 1,055 321 188 546 
1972. 1,808 117 36 1,495 160 964 359 186 479 ~13.0 -8.6 

1971. 263 15 9 209 30 56 42 13 1 
1972. 219 19 19 154 27 69 57 11 1 -16.7 23.2 

Merced 

San Diego 
952 860 2,315 1971. 3,449 360 120 2,653 316 4,127 

1972. 3,392 251 140 2,684 317 4,371 1,205 894 2,272 -1. 7 5.9 

1971. 278 15 12 208 43 220 82 50 88 
1972. 268 20 8 211 29 218 78 39 101 -3.6 -0.9 

San Francisco 
2,316 1971. 3,087 295 55 2,560 177 3,818 988 514 

1972. 2,488 266 39 2,004 179 3,413 718 680 2,015 -19.4 -10.6 
Hodoc 

1971. 19 18 1 14 7 7 
1972. 17 1 13 3 17 7 5 5 -10.5 21. 4 

San Joaquin 
374 207 503 1971. 1,021 147 11 800 63 1,084 

1972. 1,094 112 19 893 70 944 308 217 419 7.1 -12.9 
Mono 

1971. 
1972. 2 2 

San Luis Obispo 
141 99 75 193 1971. 194 11 3 39 367 

1972. 146 10 4 121 11 261 79 93 89 -24.7 -28.9 

50 
51 

i 

L. 



TABLE 16 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT FELONY WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

_. 

Total _ .. 

1,253 

County and -.i~ population group 

San Mateo 
1971. . . . 
1972 .. 

Santa Barbara 
1971. ... 
1972 ..• 

Santa Clara 
1971. .• 
1972. .. 

Santa Cruz 
1971. 
1972. 

Shasta 
1971. 
1972. 

Sierra 
1971. 
1972. 

Siskiyou 
1971. 
1972. 

Solano 
) 971. 
1972. 

Sonoma 
1971. 
1972. 

Stanislaus 
1971. 
1972. 

Sutter 
1971. 
1972. 

Tehama 
1971. 
1972. 

Trinity 
1971. 
1972. 

Tulare 
1971. 
1972. 

1,229 

690 
704 

2,710 
2,670 

353 
314 

293 
335 

2 
7 

96 
132 

403 
417 

275 
213 

554 
801 

115 
134 

98 
74 

33 
34 

445 
515 

I 

Number of Defendants by County 

-
Superior court 

Not convicted Convicted 

DisJ Acquit- Guilty 
missed ted plea Trial Total 
----~--- .-~ 

~--

104 21 1,064 64 1,342 
99 28 1,033 69 1,301, 

38 17 568 67 362 
36 18 606 44 486 

237 56 2,193 224 1,714 
234 53 2,165 218 1,073 

24 10 266 53 386 
15 7 231 61 309 

, 

14 1 269 9 80 
21 11 268 35 39 

- 2 - - 1 
2 - I' 4 12 

I 
I 

12 2 75 7 64 
25 5 93 9 87 

16 18 327 42 596 
8 20 329 60 726 

22 8 230 15 475 
27 10 164 12 533 

103 24 377 50 I 933 
128 29 564 80 1,237 

8 - 102 5 84 
17 1 109 7 138 

4 2 80 12 30
1 

4 4 58 8 54 

1 1 30 1 -
3 - 26 5 18 

50 16 324 55 34 
76 19 3641 56 70 

1 

52 

.~---~----

Lower court 

Prosecuted 

Dis- Misde- Section 
missed meanor 17 P.C. 

552 296 494 
507 285 509 

82 92 188

1 
161 167 158 

I 
337 267 1,110 
293 169 611 

199 87 100 ii 

162 96 51 

32
1 

30 18 
13 6 20 

- - 1 
4 4 4 

30 16 18 
34 28 25 

188 166 242 
223 196 307 

131 98 246 
130 99 304 

432 175 326 ' 
564 242 431 

17 21 461 
45 33 60 1 

11 10 9 
16 211 141 

- - -
3 4 11 

14 17 3 
23 27 20 

-... ~----

Percent change 
- .-.~ .---

Total Total 
superior lower 

court court 

-1. 9 -3.1 

2.0 34.3 

-1.5 -37 "~I 

-11.0 -19.9 

14.3 -51.3 

- -

37.5 35.9 

i 
3.5 21. 8 

-22.5 12.2 

44.6 32.6 

16.5 64.3 

-_'.5 80.0 

3.0 -

15.7 105.9 

~--------

County and 
population gt'o 

Tuolumne 
1971. 
1972. 

Ventura 
1971. 
1972. 

Yolo 
1971. 
1972. 

Yuba 
1971. 
1972. 

Recap by po pula 
group 

Statewide 
1971. 
1972 •.. 

1-5,000,000-9,999 
1971. .... . 
1972 ..... . 

2-1,000,000-4,999 
1971 ..... . 
1972. . . . . . 

3-200,000-999,999 
1971 ..... . 
1972 ..... . 

4-50,000-199,999 
1971 .... . 
1972 .... . 

5-10,000-49,999 
1971 •. 
1972. . 

6-0-9,999 
1971. 
1972 .. 

TABLE 16 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT FELONY I~ORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Defendants by County 

~- ---- .......-----------~~ ---.------ .•... _------_._-
Superior court Louer court 

--
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted 

Dis- Acquit- Guilty Dis- Hisde- Section 
up Tuta1 missed ted plea Trial Total missed meanor 17 P.C. 

105 9 2 79 15 555 212 97 246 
116 9 3 95 9 536 177 102 257 

393 18 9 335 31 683 287 32 364 
395 18 11 326 40 558 299 43 216 

167 18 2 138 9 448 111 138 199 
224 21 4 186 13 379 lOG 

I 
118 155 

92 3 2 75 12 161 33 58 70 
111 3 - 88 20 155 21 31 103 

tion 

60,089 4,891 3,153 42,499 9,546 51,021 18,495 8,525 24,001 
52,741 4,358 2,843 38,015 7,525 43,937 17,011 7,768 19,158 

,999 
28,475 2,138 2,302 17,301 6,734 12,754 6,666 429 5,659 
22,708 1,799 1,958 .14,095 4,856 10,862 6,173 268 4,421 

,999 
11,080 4,157 I 11,318 991 352 8,895 16,572 4,130 8,285 

10,403 836 I 341 8,306 920 12,614 3,811 3,030 5,773 

15,487 1,374 368 12,530 1,215 17,407 6,183 2,867 8,357 
14,806 1,314 373 11,920 1,199 15,966 5,533 I 3,231 7,202 

I 

3,452 262 104 2,685 401 2,950 999 779 1,172 
3,504 276 129 2,690 409 3,052 1,026 876 1,150 

1,293 125 22 1,034 112 1,308 480 311 517 
1,253 127 42 958 126 1,383 452 348 583 

64 1 5 54 4 30 10 9 11 
67 6 - 46 15 60 16 15 29 

Note: Percent change is not computed on numbers of 25 or less. 

53 

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

Percent change 

Total Total 
superior lower 

court court 
-.--1--. 

10.5 -3.4 

0.5 -18.3 

34.1 -15.4 

20.7 -3.7 

-12.2 -13.9 

I 

I 
-20.3 1-14.8 

-3.1 -23.9 

-4.4 -8.3 

1.5 3.5 

-3.1 5.7 

4.7 100.0 



county and 
population group 

Statewide total 
1971. 
1972. 

Alameda 
1971. 
1972. 

Alpine 
1971. 
1972. 

Amadorc 
1971. 
1972. 

Butte 
1971. 
1972. 

Ca1averasc 
1971. 
1972. 

Co1usac 
1971. 
1972. 

Contra Costa 
1971 ..• 
1972 .•. 

Del NorteC 

1971. •• 
1972. . . 

E1 Doradoc 
1971. 
1972. 

Fresno 
1971. 
1972. 

G1ennc 
1971. 
1972. 

Humboldt 
1971. • 
1972c • 

Imperia1c 

1971. 
1972 .• 

TABLE 17 

SUPERIOR AND ~ruNICIPAL COURT FELONY FILINGS, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Filings and Rate per 100,000 Population by County 

-- - -- - . ,- -- . 
Superior court Municipal courta Percent change 

Filings Filings 
Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal 

filings population filings population filings filings 

65,42\ 322.8 117,767 581.1 
33,586 247.7b 104,596 509.6 - -11.2 

3,032 280.6 7,132 659.9 
2,408 219.7 6,326 577.3 -20.6 -11.3 

- - - -
I - - - - - -

47 376.0 - -
32 246.2 - - -31.9 -

178 168.1 137 129.6 
250 232.8 227 211.4 40.4 65.7 

143 1007.0 - -
109 756.9 - - -23.8 -

42 338.7 - -
36 292.7 - - -14.3 -

906 158.7 1,652 289.4 
1,043 178.8 1,835 314.5 15.1 11.1 

41 275.2 - -
40 258.1 - - -2.4 -

113 245.1 - -
102 206.9 - - -9.7 -

1,064 252.4 2,180 517.2 
804 187.2 1,919 446.8 -24.4 -12.0 

73 412.4 - -
55 310.7 - - -24.7 -

317 316.1 518 516.5 
307 . 307.6 615 616.2. -3.2 18.7 

223 296.1 - -
198 257.1 - - -11. 2 -

55 



County and 
population gro 

InyoC 
1971.. 
1972. 

Kern 
1971. 
1972. 

KingsC 
1971. 
1972. 

Lakec 

1971.. 
1972. 

Lassenc 
1971.. 
1972. 

J,os Angeles 
1971. 
1972. 

Maderac 
1971. 
1972. 

Harin 
1971. 
1972. 

Hariposac 
1971. . 
1972 •. 

Hendocinoc 
1971. 
1972. 

Herced 
1971. 
1972. 

ModocC 

1971. 
1972. 

Monoc 
1971-
1972. 

Monterey 
1971. 
1972 •. 

up 

TABLE 17 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT FELONY FILINGS, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Filings and Rate per 100,000 Population by County 

-
Superior court Municipal courta Percent change 

Filings Filings 
Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal 

filings population filings population filings filings --\------ -
I 

51 318.8 - -
42 257.7 - - -17.6 -

783 

I 
233.3 1,517 452.0 

785 229.6 1,432 418.8 0.3 -5.6 

114 175.4 - -
120 176.0 - - 5.3 -

108 514.3 - -
85 393.5 - - -21.3 -

43 250.0 - -
53 308.1 - - 23.3 -

t 
I 

30,173 429.5 45,235 644.0 _d _d 39,417 565.8 - -12.9 

68 158.1 - -. 111 252.8 - - 63.2 -

351 169.4 650 313.7 
318 152.5 566 271.5 -9.4 -12.9 

, 

. 10 149.3 - -
4 56.3 - - - -

292 564.8 - -
273 520.0 - - ~6.5 -

285 265.4 - -
315 283.5 - - 10.5 -

21 269.2 - -
18 225.0 - - - -

- - - -
2 38.5 - - - -

965 383.9 I 1,414 562.5 
992 389.6 1,275 500.8 2.8 -9.8 

56 

J 

TABLE 17 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT FELONY FILINGS, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

and County 
population group 

Napac 
1971. 
1972. 

Nevadac 

1971. 
1972. 

Orange 
1971. 
1972. 

Placerc 
1971. 
1972. 

P1umasc 
1971. 
1972. 

Riverside 
197!. 
1972 .• 

Sacramento 
1971. .. 
1972 •.. 

San Benito C 
1971. .. 
1972 ... 

San Bernardin 
1971. . 
1972 •. 

San Diego 
1971. . 
1972 •. 

San Francisc 
1971. •• 
1972. . . 

San Joaquin 
1971. .. 
1972 •.• 

0 

0 

· 
· 

San Luis Obi 
1971-

spa 

1972 •• 

San Mateo 
1971-
1972 •. 

· · 
· · 

~----

. . 

. . . 

Number of Filings and Rate per 100,000 Population by County 

Superior cour t 
-

Filings 
Total per 100,000 

filings population 
------

115 141.1 
136 161.1 

51 182.8 
30 103.4 

2,574 171.8 
1,894 121.0 

229 286.3 
198 237.1 

25 204.9 
40 315.0 

1,146 242.7 
1,306 268.9 

1,578 241.6 
1,632 244.3 

32 172.0 
72 367.3 

2,253 323.4 
2,427 346.9 

3,712 266.2 
3,866 266.9 

3,218 457.6 
2,988 435.8 

1,271 426.9 
1,170 390.1 

220 204.7 
178 161. 7 

1,306 234.6 

I 1,287 229.7 

Municipal court a 

Filin 
Total per 100 

gs 
,000 
tion filings popula 

Percent change 

Superior 
filings 

Municipal 
filings 

---t-----;-------

-
-

-
-

10,505 
7,234 

-
-

-
-

2,564 
2,436 

5,389 
3,996 

-
-

3,094 
2,888 

8,811 
9,610 

8,123 
7,048 

2,214 
2,296 

-
-

2,699 
2,814 

57 

701. 3 
2 462. 

543. o 
5 501. 

830. 4 
.1 598 

444 
412 

631 
663 

1155 
1028 

743 
765 

484 
502 

.2 

.7 

.7 

.5 

.0 

.0 

.7 

.6 

.7 

.1 

18.3 

-41.2 

-26.4 -31.1 

-13.5 

14.0 -5.0 

4.1 -25.8 

125.0 

7.7 -6.7 

4.1 9.1 

-7.1 -13.2 

-7.9 3.7 

-19.1 

-1.5 4.3 



TABLE 17 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT FELONY FILINGS, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Filings and Rate per 100,000 Population by County 

__ ~~_J-i'-t:"--__ -;_, •. .....,_ 

Superior cour t Municipal courta Percen t change 
-----~--

Filings Filings 
County and Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal 

population group filings population filings population filings filings 
-.-.~--.--.-."'~""""'" ---~,,"-"""--~"'" ._ .. ----- ----

Santa Barbara 
1971. 698 260.6 1,212 452.6 
1972. 773 286.7 1,242 460.7 10.7 2.5 

Santa Clara 
1971. 3,162 287.2 5,639 512.2 
1972. 2,755 241.5 4,256 373.1 -12.9 -24.5 

Santa Cru<l 
1971. 403 317 .3 842 663.0 
1972. 363 269.3 850 630.6 -9.9 1.0 

ShastaC 

1971- 362 455.3 
1972. 443 541.6 22.4 

Sierrac 
1971. 2 80.0 
1972. 9 360.0 

SiskiyouC 

1971- 110 326.4 
1972. . 127 367.1 15.5 

Solano 
1971. 428 241. 7 1,090 615.5 
1972. 454 248.9 1,262 691.9 6.1 15.8 

Sonoma 
1971. 310 145.5 822 385.7 
1972. . 245 111.5 826 375.8 -21.0 0.5 

Stanislaus 
1971. 1,075 533.2 1,691 838.8 
1972. 1,030 496.9 2,091 1008.7 -4.2 23.7 

Su tterl ' 

1971. 138 322.4 
1972. 102 230.8 -26.1 

Tehamac 
1971. 105 344.3 
1972. 79 253.2 -24.8 

Trinitl~ 
1971. 39 481.5 
1972. 37 '130.2 -5.1 

Tulare 
1971- 560 288.5 315 162.3 
1972. 531 267.2 324 163.1 -5.2 2.9 

Tuolumne" 
1971. 125 534.2 
1972. 107 449.6 -14.4 

S8 

l ___ . 

TABLE 17 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT FELONY FILINGS, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Fi1in~s and Rate per 100,000 Population by County 

-.-~- -_._---- - .~- ------- --~-.. --...--.,------.--~--~- --- ---~.-~- --- .. --~---~ - "~- .. -----.- ...... --~ .. -~-- .~--- ...... --
Superior court Municipal courta Percent 

-.----- --- -~ .. ,. -_."--"._-
Filings 

County and Total per 100,000 Total 
population group filings population filings 

--~.- ---- -- - --.. -~--. ".---.-~.--
-~-.>---~----

Ventura 
1971. 414 104.8 2,322 
1972. 456 111.0 1,811 

Yo10c 
1971. 207 220.7 
1972. 232 241.4 

Yubac 
1971. 124 271.3 
1972. 117 254.3 

Recap by population 
group 

Statewide total 
1971. 65,425 322.8 117,767 
1972. 33,586a 247.7a 104,596 

1-5,000,000-9,999,999 
1971 • . 30,173 429.5 45,235 
1972. _d _d 39,417 

2-1,000,000-4,999,999 
1971. 12,480 245.9 32,087 
1972. 10,923 208.1 27,426 

3-200,000-99$,999 
19'11. 17,328 277.7 37,543 
1972. 17,256 272.8 34,475 

4-50,000-199,999 
1971. 3,933 272.0 2,902 
1972. 3,998 268.7 3,278 

5-10,000-49,999 
1971. 1,439 319.9 
1972. 1,339 289.6 

6-0-9,999 
1971. 72 236.1 
1972 . . 70 218.8 

-----~ .. -.~ ----<--~'--~----- ---_.-.-----
aDash in column indicates county Qoes not have municipal court. 
bLos Angeles County data are not included. 

--- .. ---"-.. ~----.-
Filings 

per 100,000 Superior 
population filings 

587.7 
440.7 10.1 

12.1 

-5.6 

581.1 
509.6 

644.0 
565.8 

632.3 
522.4 -12.5 

601.7 
545.1 -0.4 

200.7 
220.3 1.7 

-6.9 

-2.8 
~ ___ ~~M~ ___ "' ___ ~. 

change 

Hunicipa1 
filings 

-------------

-22.0 

-11.2 

-12.9 

-14.5 

-8.2 

13.0 

cBec,luse the population of this county is less than 100,000, the filing rate has been adjusted accordingly. 
dData for Los Angeles County were not processed at time of publication. 
Note: Percent change is not computed on numbers of 25 or less. 
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TABLE 18 

MEDIAN TIME FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION IN SUPERIOR COURT, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Time in Months by County 

~-=---::--..:::--::-:::~ __ ~. _~'~:"':--:::"':~~~"'::-4 __ ~.::::..:. ~~. _____ ._ --:..::..-::;:::.:;::---" "--_ .. .--~.---- -----.-.--~- -~_-..::;::::=-_;::::; __ c:::_::= "--- "-
Less 24.0 

County and Totul than or 
population group defendants 1.0 1.0-1. 9 2.0-2.9 3.0-5.9 6.0-11.9 12.0-23.9 more Median time 

-~-~------- .. ----- -.-.-~- -.-~--.-~~--

Statewide 
1971. 63,120 11,104 14,245 14,064 15,518 6,489 1,334 366 2.4 
1972. 54,999 8,804 12,098 13,386 14,147 5,199 922 443 2.4 

Alameda 
1971. 2,791 361 501 650 612 419 227 21 2.8 
1972. 2,454 258 521 540 639 364 103 29 2.8 

Alpine 
1971. 
1972. 

Amador 
1971. 42 28 7 4 3 0.8 
1972. 33 22 4 5 1 1 0.8 

Butte 
1971. 200 90 43 23 23 3 3 15 1.2 
1972. 223 95 52 25 42 5 2 2 1.3 

Calaveras 
1971. 140 22 28 26 49 14 1 2.7 
1972. 104 29 16 15 24 13 7 2.4 

Colusa 
1971, 41 7 11 5 11 7 2.5 
1972. 

'1 
39 10 10 3 14 2 1.9 

Contra Costa 
1971. 789 78 148 220 270 63 3 7 2.7 
1972. 938 56 172 291 339 72 7 1 2.8 

Del Norte 
1971. 41 13 13 5 7 3 1.5 
1972. · 32 12 10 1 7 2 1.4 

E1 Dorado 
1971. 120 36 40 I 14 25 4 1 1.6 

1972. 100 34 36, 14 12 3 1 1.4 

Fresno 
1971. 940 208 226 289 169 40 6 2 2.1 

1972. 766 151 197 163 201 49 4 1 2.2 

Glenn 
1971. 63 22 18 9 10 4 1.5 

1972. 52 21 12 3 11 5 1.4 

Humboldt 
1971. 283 95 72 59 41 14 1 1 1.6 

1972. · 290 98 82 27 54 24 4 1 1.5 

Imperial 
1971. 228 86 39 31 45 23 1 3 1.7 

1972. · 203 72 39 29 44 16 2 1 1.7 
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TABLE 18 - Continued 

MEDIAN TIME FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION IN SUPERIOR COURT, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

County and Total 
population grovt' defendants 

Inyo 
1971. 
1972. 

Kern 
1971. 
1972. 

Kings 
1971. 
1972. 

Lake 
1971. 
1972. 

Lassen 
1971. 
1972. 

Los Angeles 
1971. 
1972. 

Madera 
1971. 
1972. 

Marin 
1971. 
1972. 

Mariposa 
1971. 
1972 •• 

Mendocino 
1971 •• 
1972 •• 

Herced 
1971. 
1972. 

Hodoc 
1971. 
1972. 

Mono 
1971. 
1972. 

Nonterey 
1971. 
1972 •• 

50 
47 

708 
727 

105 
120 

99 
60 

56 
49 

29,876 
23,641 

76 
94 

336 
320 

10 
7 

271 
240 

284 
272 

19 
17 

2 

857 
782 

Less 
than 
1.0 

14 
14 

227 
214 

39 
37 

37 
22 

32 
27 

3,858 
2,568 

22 
17 

16 
18 

4 

78 
68 

93 
68 

11 
7 

1 

292 
177 

Time in Months by County 

24.0 
or 

1.0-1.9 2.0-2.9 3.0-5.9 6.0-11.9 12.0-23.9 more Median time 

12 
9 

132 
135 

24 
45 

20 
10 

7 
9 

6,500 
4,948 

21 
35 

63 
50 

1 
1 

110 
66 

115 
94 

3 
5 

1 

182/ 
203 

4 
7 

114 
171 

14 
24 

12 
5 

4 
5 

6,721 
5,547 

62 

19 
27 

64 
16 

1 

37 
45 

55 
74 

2 
2 

178 
217 

11 
4 

162 
156 

25 
8 

19 
14 

9 
7 

8,315 
7,036 

9 
12 

105 
118 

3 
5 

28 
46 

16 
31 

3 
2 

167 
147 

7 
10 

65 
41 

3 
5 

9 
8 

3 
1 

3,637 
2,823 

5 
1 

59 
37 

1 

18 
9 

5 
4 

31 
32 

2 
3 

7 
5 

1 

2 
1 

1 

631 
455 

2 

23 
6 

5 

1 

6 
4 

1 
5 

=j 

21411 264 

1 

1 

1 

1 
2 

I 

1.9 
2.0 

1.9 
2.0 

1.5 
1.5 

1.6 
1.8 

0.9 
0.9 

2.6 
2.7 

1.7 
1.8 

3.7 
3.4 

2.0 
4.5 

1.5 
1.7 

1.4 
1.7 

0.9 
1.3 

1.0 

1.7 
2.0 

TABLE 18 - Continued 

HEDIAN TINE FROH FILING TO DISPOSITION IN SUPERIOR COURT, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

nty and Cou 
po pula tion group 

Napa 
1971. 
1972. 

Nevada 
1971. 
1972. 

Orange 
1971. 
1972. 

Placer 
1971. 
1972 •• 

Plumas 
1971. 
1972. 

Riverside 
1971. 
1972 •• 

Sacrament 
1971. 
1972 •• 

San Benit 
1971. 
1972 •• 

0 

0 

-

· 

· 

· 

· · 

· · 
· · 

· · 

· · 

· · · 
· · · · 
· · · · 

· · · · 

· · · · 
· · 

· · · · 

· · · · 
San Berna 

1971. 
1972 •• 

rdino 

San Diego 
1971. 
1972. · 

San Franc 
1971. 
1972. · 

San Joaqu 
1971. 
1972. · · 

San Luis 
1971. 
1972. 

San Hate 
1971. 
1972. 

· · 
0 

· · 

· · · · · · 
· · · · · · 

isco 

· · · · · · 
in 

· · · · · · 
Obispo 

· · · · · · 
· · · · · · 

· · · 

· · · · 
· · · · 

· · · · 

· · · · 

· · · · 

· · · · 
· · · · 
· · · · 
· · · · 

· · · 
· · · · 
· · · 

· · · · 

Total 
defendants 

· 119 

· 115 

· 48 

· 35 

2,556 

· 2,078 

209 

· 222 

· 28 
13 

· 1,241 

· 1.,106 

· 1,443 

· 1,549 

· 30 

· 60 

· 2,189 

· 1,861 

· 3,566 

· 3,480 

· 3,279 

· 2,694 

· 1,049 

· 1,117 

" 
210 

· 163 

· 1,303 

· 1,258 

Less 
than 
1.0 

21 
17 

10 
7 

1,004 
844 

72 
73 

2 
3 

311 
242 

175 
254 

17 
30 

453 
391 

807 
734 

319 
266 

244 
265 

87 
60 

280 
208 

Time in Months hy County 

1.0-1.9 

35 
40 

14 
12 

355 
272 

59 
45 

7 
2 

290 
256 

631 
568 

7 
17 

436 
305 

671 
577 

801 
660 

337 
339 

53 
42 

228 
240 

- r-< ---~---'<-- -~- <--r------<~-

2.0-2.9 3. 

29 
21 

6 
8 

254 
218 

29 
35 

6 
2 

273 
249 

406 
442 

3 
7 

343 
242 

1,077 
1,034 

553 
913 

182 
186 

32 
34 

274 
364 

63 

24.0 
or 

0-5.9 6.0-11.9 12.0-23.9 more Hedian time 

24 
30 

J.4 
7 

585 
410 

40 
53 

8 
4 

267 
283 

192 
239 

3 
5 

624 
588 

788 
846 

792 
566 

187 
176 

32 
20 

374 
370 

7 
7 

4 
1 

318 
268 

9 
15 

5 
2 

77 
57 

35 
42 

1 

287 
275 

181 
238 

578 
200 

86 
121 

6 
7 

113 
61 

2 

32 
52 

1 

16 
12 

4 
4 

37 
50 

33 
30 

209 
63 

12 
27 

26 
6 

1 

8 
14 

7 
7 

9 
10 

9 
21 

27 
26 

1 
3 

8 
6 

2.1 
2.0 

2.0 
1.8 

1.7 
1.7 

1.5 
1.8 

2.8 
2.7 

2.0 
2.2 

1.8 
1.9 

0.9 
1.0 

2.6 
2.9 

2.2 
2.4 

2.9 
2.4 

1.8 
1.8 

1.3 
1.5 

2.5 
2.5 

I 



TABLE 18 - Continued 

MEDIAN TIME FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION IN SUPERIOR COURT, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 . 

County and 
population group 

Santa Barbara 
1971. 
1972 ••• 

Santa Clara 
1971. 
1972 ••• 

Santa Cruz 
1971. 
1972. 

Shasta 
1971. 
1972. 

Sierra 
1971. 
1972. 

Siskiyou 
1971 •• 
1972. 

Solano 
1971. 
1972. 

Sonoma 
1971. 
1972. 

Stanislaus 
1971. 
1972. 

Sutter 
1971 •• 
1972. 

Tehama 
1971 •• 
1972. 

Trinity 
1971. 
1972. 

Tulare 
1971. 
1972. 

Tuolumne 
1971. • 
1972 •• 

· 

· 

· 

· 
· · 

· 

· · 

· · 

· 
· 

· 

· · 
· · 

r------~~ ----
Less 

Total than 
defendants 1.0 

703 127 
721 196 

2,900 494 
2,795 321 

372 US 
328 52 

299 123 
343 90 

3 -
7 1 

99 30 
137 32 

436 71 
449 108 

290 58 
221 42 

815 107 
987 142 

120 42 
137 37 

103 53 
77 34 

33 11 
35 9 

476 111 
527 76 

111 42 
121 49 

Time in Months by County 

24.0 
or 

1. 0-1. 9 2.0-2.9 3.0-5.9 6.0-11.9 12.0-23.9 more 

226 147 138 50 11 4 
252 165 86 15 7 -

833 921 541 92 10 9 
814 1,005 514 102 26 13 

94 74 64 21 3 1 
75 107 68 21 3 2 

i 
I 

76 35 56 5 3 1 
71 63 108 11 - -

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

21 19 24 2 2 1 I 
48 28 19 9 - 1 I 

107 95 128 29 4 2 
123 US 88 14 1 -

75 58 68 28 1 2 
45 48 57 27 2 -

I 
239 328 119 18 3 1 
217 381 194 47 3 3 

17 14 25 22 - -
23 23 46 5 3 -

30 10 6 4 - -
18 9 16 - - -

11 6 4 1 - -
12 6 5 3 - -

127 98 109, 27 3 1 
123 124 142 51 8 3 

23 11 28 4 3 -
17 12 25 13 5 -

64 

Hedian time 

1.9 
1.6 

2.1 
2.2 

1.7 
2.3 

1.3 
2.1 

4.5 
2.7 

1.9 
1.7 

2.4 
1.9 

, .'1 
2 4 

2.1 
2.3 

2.0 
2.3 

1.0 
1.2 

1.5 
1.7 

2.0 
2.5 

1.5 
1.6 

TABLE 18 - Continued 

MEDIAN TIME FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION IN SUPERIOR COURT, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

County and 
population group 

Ventura 
1971. 
1972. 

Yolo 
1971. 
1972. 

Yuba 
1971. 
1972. 

Recap by 
population group 

State\~j.de total 
1971. 
1972 •• 

1-5,000,000-9,999,999 
1971. 
1972. • • • • • • • 

2-1,000,000-4,999,99~ 
1971. 
1972 •••••• 

3-200,000-999,999 
1971. 
1972 •••••• 

4-50,000-199,999 
1971. 
1972 ••••• 

5-10,000-49,999 
1971. 
1972 •• 

6-0-9,999 
1971. 
1972 ••• 

Le ss 
Total th an 

defendants 1 .0 
-

399 
410 

173 
228 

93 
113 

63,120 
54,999 

29,876 
23,641 

: 1,813 
10,807 

16,341 
15,457 

3,665 
3,723 

1,360 
1,303 

65 
68 

11, 
8, 

3, 
2, 

2, 
2, 

2, 
2, 

1, 

54 
30 

56 
72 

39 
23 

104 
804 

858 
568 

666 
157 

949 

I 652 

I 
I 

137 
986 

468 
423 

26 
18 

Time in Months by County 

'--~--- ---_.-- - ---

1.0-1.9 2.0-2.9 3.0-5.9 
-----_._. ---.~ 

61 178 82 
62 167 121 

29 29 38 
44 29 53 

15 14 20 
16 31 31 

14,245 14,064 15,518 
12,098 13,386 14,147 

6,500 6,721 8,315 
4,948 5,547 7,036 

2,360 2,902 2,526 
2,184 2,797 2,409 

4,075 3,607 3,716 
3,701 4,075 3,641 

983 640 669 
941 752 787 

311 185 281 
304 205 259 

16 9 11 
20 10 15 

65 

6.0-11.9 

19 
20 

19 
24 

5 
11 

6,489 
5,199 

3,637 
2,823 

1,010 
972 

1,549 
1,099 

189 
213 

102 
88 

2 
4 

24.0 
or 

12 .0-23.9 more 

1 

5 
6 

1 
6 

1 

,334 
922 

631 
455 

302 
211 

369 
206 

21 
33 

11 
16 

1 

4 

1 

366 
443 

214 
264 

47 
77 

76 
83 

26 
11 

2 
8 

1 

Median time 

2.4 
2.6 

2.0 
1.9 

1.5 
2.5 

2.4 
2.4 

2.6 
2.7 

2.3 
2.3 

2.3 
2.3 

1.7 
1.9 

1.6 
1.7 

1.4 
1.8 
-----



~~-----------

County and 
population group 

Statewide total 
1971. 
1972. 

Alameda 
1971. 
1972. 

Alpined 
1971. 
1972. 

Amadord 
1971. 
1972. 

Butte 
1971. 
1972. 

Calaverasd 
1971. 
1972. 

Colusad 
1971. 
1972. 

Contra Costa 
1971. 
1972. 

Del Norted 
1971. 
1972. 

El Doradod 
1971. 
1972. 

Fresno 
1971. 
1972. 

Glennd 
1911. 
1972. 

Humboldt 
197] .• 
1972d 

TABLE 19 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, and 
loIeighted Caseload by County 

Total 
judicial 

positionsb 

564 
573 

27 
27 

1 
1 

1 
1 

3 
3 

1 
1 

1 
1 

12 
12 

1 
1 

2 
2 

10 
10 

1 
1 

3 
3 

Superior court Municipal courta 

Judicial 
positions 

per 100,000 
population 

2.8 
2.8 

2.5 
2.5 

200.0 
166.8 

8.0 
7.7 

2.8 
2.8 

7.0 
6.9 

8.1 
8.1 

2.1 
2.1 

6.7 
6.5 

4.3 
4.1 

2.4 
2.3 

5.6 
5.6 

3.0 
3.0 

loIeighted 
caseload 

per 
judicial 

positionc 

67 

65,741 
58,022 

56,858 
55,482 

3,293 
3,253 

21,994 
21,832 

40,062 
44,035 

44,633 
44,435 

21,974 
18,126 

54,874 
58,612 

29,331 
26,712 

51,881 
59,385 

50,762 
52,270 

29,494 
23,847 

48,191 
48,392 

Total 
judicial 

positionsa 

392 
414 

29 
29 

1 
1 

11 
12 

6 
6 

1 
1 

Judicial 
positions 

per 100,000 
population 

1.9 
2.0 

2.7 
2.6 

0.9 
0.9 

1.9 
2.1 

1.4 
1.4 

1.0 
1.0 

loIeighted 
caseload 

per judicial 
positionb 

61,725 
57,236 

59,105 
55,085 

60,052 
73,346 

49,561 
52,817 

71,210 
64,240 

68,760 
79,402 



County and 
population group 

Imperia1d 
1971. 
1972. 

Inyod 
1971. 
1972. 

Kern 
1971. 
1972. 

Ringsd 

1971. 
1972. 

Laked 
1971. 
1972. 

Lassend 

1971. 
1972. 

Los Angeles 
1971. 
1972. 

Maderad 

1971. 
1972. 

Narin 
1971. 
1972. 

Mariposad 
1971. . 
1972 .. 

Mendocinod 

1971. 
1972. 

Merced 
1971. 
1972. 

Hodocd 

1971-
1972. 

TABLE 19 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, and 
lVeighted Case10ad by County 

_ ·e ___ ._~ __ ....,.......... __ 

--~--.....-------~--.. -
Superior court Municipal courta 

lVeighted 
Judicial case10ad Judicial lVeighted Total positions per Total positions case10ad judicial per 100,000 judicial judicial per 100,000 per judicial positionsb population positionc positionsa population positionb ._._---._-... ---_ .. ,... --1---- -

2 2.7 58,303 - - -2 2.6 62,823 - - -

1 6.3 26,025 - - -1 6.1 22,156 - - -
9 2.7 53,394 6 1.8 48,119 9 2.6 54,298 6 1.8 44,746 

1 1.5 74,625 - - -1 1.5 77 ,917 - - -
1 4.8 51,447 - - -1 4.6 48,813 - - -

1 5.8 28,102 - - -1 5.8 24,954 - - -

217 3.1 59,443 159 2.3 61,400 217 3.1 60,625 167 2.4 61,640 

1 2.3 58,711 - - -1 2.3 71,088 - - -
7 3.4 36,134 4 1.9 65,943 7 3.4 38,338 4 1.9 57,986 

1 14.9 8,361 - - -1 14.1 9,571 - - -

2 3.9 57,474 - - -2 3.8 58,989 - - -

3 2.8 52,756 - - -3 2.7 51,208 - - -

1 12.8 17,061 - - -1 12.5 12,305 - - -

68 

I: 

TABLE 19 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, and 
Weighted Case10ad by County 

------------. "--~--'--~-'--"'--- --- -~-- - ... - - .----~-~-- -"- ... --- -- ~-----
_ ....,...~ ___ " _ ~_ '_~'_~ ____ ~". ___ • ___ ~ _____ -->r __ 

Superior cour t Municipal courta .-..- -------1 --------
Weighted 

Judicial Weighted Judicial caseload 
Total positions per Total positions case10ad 

County and judicial per 100,000 judicial judicial per 100,000 per judicig1 
population group positionsb population positionc positionsa population position 

---------- --------
Monod 

1971. 1 20.4 14,372 
1972. 1 19.2 19,329 

Monterey 
1971. 6 2.4 64,574 4 1.6 63,200 
1972. 6 2.4 65,984 5 2.0 51,231 

Napad 
1971. 2 2.5 63,594 
1972. 2 2.4 62,664 

Nevadad 
1971. 1 3.6 46,852 
1972. 1 3.4 54,237 

Orange 
1971. 34 2.3 55,097 32 2.1 59,524 
1972. 36 2.3 55,965 34 2.2 56,435 

P1acerd 
1971. 2 2.5 69,742 
1972. 2 2.4 83,479 

P1umasd 
1971. 1 8.2 18,070 
1972. 1 7.9 26,402 

Riverside 
1971. 13 2.8 50,396 8 1.7 61,467 
1972. 14 ... 2 .. !) 56,540 8 1.6 60,005 

Sacramento 
1971. 17 2.6 58,687 10 1.5 90,895 
1972. 17 2.5 68,231 14 2.1 63,804 

San Benitod 
1971. 1 5.4 19,461 
1972. 1 5.1 26,056 

San Bernardino 
1971. 16 2.3 64,824 11 1.6 53,953 
1972. 18 2.6 57,912 11 1.6 57,218 

San Diego 
1971. 31 2.2 62,600 32 2.3 51,752 
1972. 32 2.2 67,709 32 2.2 55,656 

San Francisco 
1971. 31 4.4 54,157 19 2.7 61,923 
1972. 31 4.5 53,118 19 2.8 57,722 

69 



TABLE 19 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, and 
Weighted Case10ad by County 

-~ --------------~~---~----..-~-

Superior court Nunicipal courta 

Judicial 
Weighted 

Judicial lYeighted case10ad 
Total positions per Total positions case10ad County and judicial per 100,000 judicial judicial per 100,000 per judicial 

positionsb a 
positionb population group population positionc positions population " _____ e •• ~ __ • 

~- -.~- ~"",,"--- ----~-~-~-. - ........... --~"~~~-- --- --_._" ~~.----
San Joaquin 

1971. 7 2.4 62,086 6 2.0 57,607 1972. 8 2.7 55,736 7 2.3 52,703 
San Luis Obispo 

1971. 3 2.8 54,340 
1972. 3 2.7 51,957 

San Hateo 
1971. 14 2.5 55,922 9 1.6 55,702 1972. . 14 2.5 54,951 10 1.8 54,557 

Santa Barbara 
1971. 8 3.0 41,158 5 1.9 58,299 1972. 8 3.0 45,312 5 1.9 54,018 

Santa Clara 
1971. 25 2.3 64,678 19 1.7 56,294 1972. 25 2.2 65,712 20 1.8 51,687 

Santa Cruz 
1971. 3 2.4 61,699 2 1.6 85,358 1972. 3 2.2 61,674 3 2.2 64,058 

ShastaU 

1971. 2 2.5 87,315 
1972. 2 2.4 92,619 

Sicrrau 
1971. 1 40.0 4,007 1972. 1 40.0 3,622 

Siskiyoud 
1971. 1 3.0 59,605 
1972. 1 2.9 69,302 

Solano 
1971. 4 2.3 50,554 3 1.7 49,760 1972". 4 2.2 54,635 4 2.2 42,201 

Sonoma 
1971. 5 2.3 56,275 4 1.9 56,532 1972. 5 2.3 55,147 4 1.8 55,180 

Stanislaus 
1971. 5 2.5 63,598 3 1.5 66,450 1972. 6 2.9 66,292 3 1.4 77 ,681 

Sutt!lrU 
1971. 2 4.7 35,289 
1972. 2 4.5 35,228 

70 

TABLE 19 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND }ruNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, a~d 
Weighted Case10ad by County 

-~-- --~- -----.-.. ---.~-~- --~. ---'--' ~~-~~ ~--~-.~- .---~ - ~--+------.-..-.....-~~~-.-

County and 
population grou p 

Tehamad 
1971 •. 
1972 .. 

Trinityd 
1971. 
1972. 

Tulare 
1971. 
1972. 

Tuo1umned 
1971. 
1972. 

Ventura 
1971. 
1972. 

Yo10 d 
1971. 
1972. 

Yubad 
1971. 
1972. 

Recap by po pula 
group 

Statewide total 
1971. • 
1972 .. 

1-5,000,000-9,999 
1971. ..••. 
1972 ...•.. 

2-1,000,000-4,999 
1971 .••.. 
1972 •.•.. 

3-200,000-999,999 
1971 .••.• 
1972 ..•.• 

4-50,000-199,999 
1971. 
1972 .•••. 

tion 

,999 

,999 

, 

Superior court 

Judicial 
Total positions 

judicial per 100,000 
positionsb population 

"-
1 3.3 
1 3.2 

1 12.3 
1 11.6 

3 1.5 
4 2.0 

1 4.3 
1 4.2 

8 2.0 
8 1.9 

2 2.1 
2 2.1 

2 4.4 
2 4.3 

564 2.8 
573 2.8 

217 3.1 
217 3.1 

117 2.3 
120 2.3 

168 2.7 
173 2.7 

35 2.4 
36 2.4 

Weighted 
caseload 

per Total 
judicial judicial 

positionc positionsa 
.--. 

51,928 -
52,241 -

16,201 -
16,756 -

75,140 1 
57,149 1 

53,627 -
53,387 -

50,770 7 
53,970 8 

61,293 -
68,345 -

37,098 -
37,027 -

56,877 392 
58,022 414 

59,443 159 
60,625 167 

59,532 112 
61,019 115 

55,189 113 
56,084 122 

59,109 8 
59,852 10 

71 

Municipal courtS 

Judicial 
positions 

per 100,000 
population 

-
-

-
-

0.5 
0.5 

-
-

1.8 
1.9 

-
-

-
-

1.9 
2.0 

2.3 
2.4 

2.2 
2.2 

1.8 
1.9 

0.6 
0.7 

Weig hted 
e10ad 
udicia1 
itionb 

cas 
per j 

pos 

72 ,753 
,505 78 

65 ,555 
,193 58 

6 
5 

6 
6 

5 
5 

6 
5 

6 
5 

1,725 
7,236 

1,400 
1,640 

7,157 
5,052 

1,692 
5,583 

5,195 
9,223 



County and 
population group 

5-10,000-49,999 
1971. 
1972 .• 

6-0-9,999 
1971. , 
1972 •• 

TABLE 19 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, and 
Weighted Case10ad by County 

~=-~~~- SU;~~io:-:o\lrt -~--~1== ----;i~~1ciPal 

Total 
judicia1

b positions 

21 
21 

6 
6 

Judicial 
positions 

per 100,000 
population 

4.7 
4.5 

19.7 
18.8 

Weight:t;J 
case10ad 

per 
judicial 

positionc 

38,561 
40,301 

9,156 
11,306 

Total 
judicial 

positionsa 

Judicial 
positions 

per 100,000 
population 

--+-_._._-

Weighted 
case10ad 

per judicial 
positionb 

8 Dash in column indicates county does not have a municipal court. 
~Inc1udes referees and commissioners. 
Court filings In each category of proceedings are weighted according to the average time required on 

d the bench for their disposition as reported to the Judicial Council. 
Because the population of this county is less than 100,000, the rate of judicial positions has been 
adjusted accordingly. 

County and 
population group .. 

., Statewide total 
1971-
1972. 

Alameda 
1971. 
1972. 

Alpine 
1971. 
1972. 

Amador 
1971. 
1972. 

Butte 
1971-
1972. 

Calaveras 
1971. 
1972. 

Colusa 
1971. 
1972. 

Contra Costa 
1971. 
1972. 

Del Norte 
1971-
1972. 

E1 Dorado 
1971. 
1972. 

Fresno 
1971. 
1972. 

Glenn 
1971. 
1972. 

Humboldt 
1971. 
1972. 

TABLE 20 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

Data shown in thousands of dollars Percent changed .--~----~ -..-.---.~ ~~ . .. _- -~-.-

Superior court Lower court Superior Lower 
expenditures expenditures court court 

...----~ .--- ..... -.- -.-.. -.---- --.... -._- -~ .•. --~ ._---

$38,809 $59,475 
43,225 65,942 11.4 10.9 

2,031 3,915 
2,126 4,816 4.7 23.0 

4 7 
6 8 37.5 20.3 

17 39 
21 37 23.1 -4.7 

141 260 
131 266 -7.6 2.4 

7 49 
7 54 8.5 10.4 

33 79 
33 74 0.8 -6.5 

690 1,689 
812 1,952 17.7 15.6 

19 31 
18 30 -1. 7 -2.7 

37 155 
29 159 -20.7 2.9 

406 1,285 
426 1,429 4.8 11. 2 

43 60 
76 72 78.9 20.1 

47 303 
52 330 10.2 9.1 

72 73 



County and 
population group 

Imperial 
1971. 
1972. 

Inyo 
1971. 
1972. 

Kern 
1971. 
1972. 

Kinga 
1971. 
1972. 

Lake 
1971. 
1972. 

Lassen 
1971-
1972. 

L09 Angeles 
1971-
1972. 

MadE!ra 
1971. 
1972. 

Marin 
1971-
1972. 

Mariposa 
1971. • 
1972 ..• 

Hendocino 
1971. 
1972. 

Ml'rl'ell 
1971. 
1972. 

Modoc 
1971. 
1972. 

Mono 
1971. 
1972. 

TABLE 20 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

Percent change 
Data shown in thousands of dollars 

_~_~ ____ ._ ~~ _~"M~ ~ 

Superior court Lower court Superior 
expenditures court 

expenditures -.----I--" 

$ 130 $ 302 
152 352 17.1 

26 45 
20 47 -22.4 

· 
534 975 

12.4 · 600 1,008 

116 220 
103 247 -10.8 

16 74 
17 83 6.4 

20 45 
24 46 15.7 

17,703 16,972 
7.9 

19,095 18,004 . 
52 126 
66 147 28.7 

\ 556 796 
714 912 28.4 . 

16 22 
27 -6.8 . 15 

98 205 
223 -7.0 

· . 91 

111 323 . 351 -4.8 
106 

22 29 
34 -18.8 

18 

7 29 
34 97.9 

13 

74 

a 

Lower 
court 

16.6 

3.8 

12.1 

11. 9 

1.1 

6.1 

16.1 

14.5 

23.7 

8.6 

8.5 

15.1 

15.1 

TABLE 20 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

Data shown in thousands of dollars Percent change a 
---.---- ----------- ---~~---.---- --.-~---~--.--------- .. --~-----~-.<~--

County and Superior court Lower court Superior Lower 
population group expenditures expenditures court court 

--~-.--- --~ ..... --~--~----- ----~----- ----~--~--

Monterey 
1971. $ 232 $ 797 
1972. 300 889 29.2 11.5 

Napa 
1971. 107 189 
1972. 93 198 -12.6 4.8 

Nevada 
1971. 34 63 
1972. 34 68 0.3 8.0 

Orange 
1971. 1,725 4,680 
1972. 2,025 5,444 17.4 16.3 

Placer 
1971. 72 200 
1972. 58 202 -20.2 1./, 

Plumas 
1971. 42 61 
1972. 53 67 26.3 9.9 

Riverside 
1971. 871 1,1i33 
1972. 966 1,542 11.0 7.7 

Sacramento 
1971. 1,170 1,370 
1972. 1,539 1,832 31.5 33.7 

San Benito 
1971. 11 55 
1972. 16 60 45.5 8.7 

San Bernardino 
1971. 1,428 2,129 
1972. 1,730 2,663 21.2 25.1 

San Diego 
1971. 2,348 5,356 
19/2. 2,978 6,423 27.1 19.9 

San Francisco 
1971. 1,955 3,178 
1972. 2,339 3,527 19.6 11.0 

San Joaquin 
1971. 460 827 
1972. 426 859 -7.5 3.9 

San Luis Obispo 
1971- 121 276 
1972. 128 297 6.3 7.7 

75 



TABLE 20 ". Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

-----------------------r------------------·------------------~--------"-----------------
Data shown in thousands of dollars Percent changea 

County and Superior court Lower court Superior Lower 
population group expendi tures expenditures court court 

---------------
San Mateo 

1971. $ 1,087 $ 2,419 
1972. 1,094 1,875 0.6 -22.5 

Santa Barbara 
1971. 567 815 
1972. 664 861 17.0 5.6 

Santa Clara 
1971. 1,728 2,953 
1972. 1,886 3,293 9.1 11.5 

Santa Cruz 
1.971. :).44 331 
1972. 160 392 1l.2 18.2 

Shas,ta 
1.971. 49 210 
1972. 82 225 68.2 7.0 

Sierra 
1971. 22 13 
1972. 10 17 -55.9 31. 7 

Siskiyou 
1971. 67 143 
1.972. 61 159 -8.5 10.7 

Solano 
1971. 74 490 
1972. 77 558 3.5 13.9 

Sonoma 
1971. . 246 459 
1972. 296 532 20.4 15.9 

Stanis1.aus 
1971. 282 558 
1972. 356 651 26.3 16.5 

Sutter 
1971. 43 100 
1972. 67 1.05 58.2 4.9 

Tehama 
1971. 11 101 
1972. 11 107 -4.5 5.5 

. 'l;.rinity 
·~1971. 21 35 

1972. 22 34 4.9 -2.5 

Tulare 
1971. 194 507 
1972. 156 555 -19.8 9.5 

76 

ounty and C 
popu lation group 

Tuo1umn 
1971. 
1972. 

Ventura 
1971. 
1972. 

Yolo 
1971 
1972 

Yuba 
1971 
1972 

e 

Reca 
gr 

p by popUlation 

Statew 
1971 
1972 

oup 

ide total 

1.-5,00 
1971 
1972 

0,000-9,999,999 

2-1,00 
1971 
1972 

0,000-4,999,999 

3-200, 
1971 
1972 

4-50,0 
1971 
1972 

000-999,999 

00-199,999 

00-49,999 5-10,0 
1971 
197 2. 

6-0-9 
1971 
197 

,999 

2. 

. 

TABLE 20 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972 

Amount and Percent Change by County 

--r-~----

Data shown ::n thousands of dollars ]:'ercent 

Superior court Lower court Superior 
expenditures expenditures court 

$ 22 $ 80 
20 93 -7.3 

558 1,232 
581 1,236 4.2 

195 296 
181 336 -7.4 

41 84 
45 100 10.2 

38,809 59,475 
43,225 65,942 11.4 

17,703 16,972 
19,095 18,004 7.9 

7,832 16,904 
9,015 19,976 15.1 

ll,042 19,962 
12,843 21,768 16.3 

1,599 4,ll2 
1,570 4,532 -1.8 

541 1,390 
618 1,508 14.2 

135 

I 
92 
84 154 -8.7 

a1?ercent change is computed using actual figures • 

77 

changea 

Lower 
court 

16.3 

0.3 

13.5 

19:3 

10.9 

6.1 

18.2 

9.0 

10.2 

8.5 

14.1. , 

'. 



TABLE 21 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Status by County 

- - -
Superior courta Lower courta Percent 

Active Active t'robationers Superior 
County and case10ad case10ad per 100,000 court 

population group July 1 Received Removed July 1 Received Remov~d , population July 1 

Statewide total 
1972. 68,763 27,669 27,356 46,182 38,292 22,926 560.1 
1973. 71,288 14,966 15,143 67,497 24,318 17,768 669.1 3.7 

Alameda 
1972. 3,571 1,265 1,607 - 3,372 853 325.9 
1973. 3,407 1,121 1,325 7,226 - - 972.5 -4.6 

A1pineb 
1972. - - - - - - -
1973. - - - - - - - -

Amadorb 

1972. 27 20 12 4 - - 238.5 
1973. 35 37 16 3 - - 271.4 29.6 

Butte 
1972. 230 99 92 116 96 72 322.2 

, 1973. 235 108 109 141 1:22 100 340.0 2.2 
, 

Ca1averasb 
1972. 143 51 57 - - - 993.1 
1973. 137 69 75 - 6 - 901.3 -4.2 ., 

Co1usab 
48'\.'[''''<)'-

;".".. 

1972. 52 26 22 8 3 9 
1973 . 59 30 28 5 5 4 ~i2:0 13.5 

..... 
• .~.J. 

./'" Contra Costa 
1972. 1,198 576 587 1,847 1,685 1,289 521.9 
1973. 1,278 502 612 2,341 1,908 1,673 618.5 6.7 

Del Norteb 
1972. . 27 14 11 - 5 - 174.2 
1973. 31 19 12 17 9 3 317.9 14.8 

E1 Doradob 
1972. 127 43 46 41 56 27 340.8 
1973. 119 52 61 108 58 62 450.4 -6.3 

Fresno 
1972. 1,156 448 461 - 1,077 634 269.2 
1973. 1,194 248 386 1,658 1,140 833 653.2 3.3 

G1ennb 
1972. 95 31 26 6 12 3 570.6 
1973. 100 28 29 15 ~" 7 638.9 5.3 _Co 

Humboldt 
1972b 178 111 102 22 13 17 200.4 
1973. 183 92 129 22 28 16 200.4 2.8 
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chan ge 

Lo 
co 

wer 
urt 
y 1 Ju1 

4 6.2 

,," 

2 1.6 

2 6.7 

16 3.4 



-----------------------------------------------

TABLE 21 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

County and 
population group 

Imperia1b 
1972. 
1973. 

Inyob 
1972. 
1973. 

Kern 
1972. 
1973. 

Ki!1:1ab 
1972. 
1973. 

Lakeb 
1972. 
1973. 

Lassenb 
1972. 
1973. 

Los Angeles 
1972. 
1973. 

Maderab 
1972. 
1973. 

Marin 
1972. 
1973. 

Mariposab 
1972 .. 
1973 •• 

Hendocinob 
1972. 
1973. 

Merced 
1972. 
1973. 

Modocb 
1972. 
1973. 

Monob 
1972. 
1973. . 

Status by County 

Superior courta 

-~----

Active 
case10ad 
July 1 Received Removed 

r----- c 

244 103 84 
269 122 121 

91 32 36 
86 28 33 

721 314 338 
720 285 290 

109 50 26 
137 44 26 

118 37 45 
. 109 32 38 

33 10 11 
30 6 17 

31,785 11,523 12,061 
32,398 - -

57 24 20 
63 42 36 

315 I 173 151 
357 195 142 

14 6 1 
19 11 7 

149 91 81 
161 88 97 

302 140 164 
282 156 158 

31 9 6 
3/1 16 9 

20 

I 
17 5 

31 14 13 

Active 
case10ad 
July 1 

22 
32 

-
54 

-
1,348 

212 
176 

-
-

83 
80 

17,813 
24,192 

115 
126 

592 
647 

-
2 

8 
24 

-
42 

27 
29 

17 
21 

80 

Lower co 

Receiv ed Removed 

I 

2 
9 

1 
2 

46 
52 

8 
10 

9 
6 

14,49 

8 
13 

38 
34 

2 
3 

II 

8 

o 
6 

4 
7 

6 
1 

9 
o 

4 

1 
7 

4 

2 
7 

o 
7 

2 
1 

3 
7 

6 
8 

1 7 
3 1 

9 
6 

9 
17 

8 

264 
788 

127 
112 

32 
71 

7,706 

80 
75 

347 
303 

7 
17 

8 
33 

9 
9 

7 
16 

Probationers 
per 100,000 
population 

345.5 
385.4 

558.3 
828.4 

210.9 
604.7 

470.7 
463.0 

546.3 
480.2 

674.4 
621.5 

711.9 
812.3 

391.8 
428.6 

435.0 
465.2 

197.2 
283.8 

299.0 
335.1 

271.8 
289.0 

725.0 
807.7 

711.5 
838.7· 

Percent change 

Superior 
court 

July 1 

10.2 

-5.5 

-0.1 

25.7 

-7.6 

-9.1 

1.9 

10.5 

13.3 

8.1 

Lower 
court 

July 1 

-17.0 

-3.6 

35.8 

9.6 

9.3 

1.4 

TABLE 21 - Continued 

SUPERlOR AND LOI-lER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

County and 
population group 

Status by County 

Superior courta 

Active 
case10ad 
July 1 Received Removed 

Active 
case10ad 
July 1 

Lower courta 

Probationers 
per 100,000 

Received Removed population 
___ . ___ cc_ - - --------11---_+-_________ c_-+ ___ -j-_ 

Monterey 
1972. 
1973. 

Napab 

1972. 
1973. 

Nevadab 

1972. 
1973. 

Orange 
1972. 
1973. 

P1acerb 

1972. 
1973. 

P1umasb 

1972. 
1973. 

Riverside 
1972. 
1973 .. 

Sacramento 
1972. 
1973 ... 

San Benitob 

1972 ... 
1973 •.. 

San Bernardino 
1972. 
1973 .• 

San Diego 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

San Francisco 
1972 .•. 
1973 •.. 

San Joaquin 
1972. 
1973 .•• 

San Luis Obispo 
1972. 
1973 ..••. 

. , 
I 

• I 

790 
818 

164 
191 

86 
87 

2,714 
2,618 

192 
223 

33 
27 

993 
1,038 

1,759 
1,964 

23 
43 

1,771 
1,916 

4,829 
5,029 

4,884 
5,366 

623 
769 

253 
231 

425 
394 

74 
84 

22 
34 

1,089 
938 

76 
120 

14 
9 

532 
613 

791 
657 

1,871 
J.,851 

1,530 
1,373 

391 
250 

69 
109 

402 
419 

46 
49 

22 
27 

1,263 
1,309 

711 
94 

19 
13 

523 
533 

655 
723 

16 
20 

962 
834 

1,720 
1,775 

1,065 
1,050 

274 
332 

102 
82 

262 
245 

357 
420 

59 
35 

3,623 
4,378 

117 
73 

28 
40 

3,070 
1,646 

3,675 
4,446 

21 
33 

2,359 
2,619 

4,753 
5,493 

436 
434 

296 
374 

81 

146 
254 

210 
352 

19 
29 

2,115 
1,864 

97 
103 

37 
38 

1,036 
1,336 

2,680 
2,424 

35 
37 

1,412 
1,346 

1,067 
1,954 

237 
458 

263 
341 

168 
152 

149 
124 

44 
19 

1,506 
1,674 

98 
89 

28 
36 

1,011 
999 

1,974 
2,217 

13 
27 

1,314 
1,522 

4 
795 

234 
208 

188 
236 

413.2 
406.5 

617.3 
708.8 

500.0 
405.3 

404.9 
435.7 

370.1 
339.1 

480.3 
511.5 

836.5 
535.9 

813.4 
948.2 

224.5 
395.8 

590.3 
649.5 

661.6 
709.9 

712.4 
787.7 

353.1. 
400.J 

498.6 
513.6 

Percent change 

Superior 
court 

July 1 

3.5 

16.5 

1.2 

-3.5 

16.1 

-18.2 

4.5 

11. 7 

8.2 

4.1 

9.9 

23.4 

-8.7 

Lower 
court 

July 1 

-6.5 

17.6 

-40.7 

20.8 

-37.6 

42.9 

-46.4 

21.0 

11.0 

15.6 

-0.5 

26.4 



TABLE 21 - Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Status by County 

~----- -~---~.-- · -1-~------ · Pem", 'h~::, 
pop~~~:~n:~:oup. I ,;~:~:~~r:~~~i~:l R~~ed- ~,;~:t~d Lo:~:e:::: '~~o_v_e_d-+-P_~_~_~_:_f~._~_~_~_~_~-t---;--_:_~-_i_~.-!_:_t r_ IJ~:_;~r-1~t:-_ 

San Mateo II ~ 557.8 
1972. . • •. ., 1,492 I 568762 81

3
52 11 '667344 11,~3485 i'i~~ 544 0 -6.4 2.4 

1973. . • . '\ 1,397 ! ",. 
Santa Barbara \ 

1972. • • • . 734 470 260 1,103 2,155 954 681.4 
1973. . • 958 452 300 2,340 2,639 1,295 1195.4 

Santa Clara 
1972 •.• 
1973 •. , 

Santa Cruz 
1972. 
1973, 

Shastab 

1972. 
1973. 

Sierrab 

1972. 
1973. 

Siskiyoub 

1972. 
1973. 

Solano 
1972. 
1973. 

Sonoma 
1972. 
1973. 

Stanislaus 
1972, 
1973. 

Sutterb 

1972. 
1973. 

Tehamab 

1972. 
1973. 

Trinityb 
1972. 
1973. 

Tulare 
1972. 
1973. 

• I 
1 

I 
: I 

., 

I 

: \ 
I 

2,537 
2,613 

489 
51.0 

334 
437 

4 
4 

60 
77 

403 
474 

259 
232 

765 
917 

1.03 
105 

171 
186 

27 
37 

532 
496 

1,327 
1,148 

161 
213 

259 
230 

1 

51 
35 

261 
275 

99 
108 

394 
285 

57 
61 

52 
68 

24 
17 

251 
183 

1,318 
1,242 

142 
154 

160 
184 

1 

35 
42 

202 
220 

138 
136 

264 
316 

51 
43 

40 
59 

15 
11 

306 
240 

234 
281 

27 
35 

1 

26 
27 

383 
953 

624 
705 

371 
386 

76 
122 

56 
47 

5 

513 

82 

195 
153 

24 
49 

1 

13 
9 

879 
2,006 

569 
475 

240 
275 

94 
57 

37 
46 

4 
2 

3R7 
3R7 

148 
157 

17 
25 

17 
8 

318 
633 

546 
537 

238 
239 

46 
35 

1 
I 

216 1\ 

402 

222.4 
224.6 

536.4 
554.7 

441.3 
560.6 

160.0 
200.0 

248.6 
298.9 

430.9 
788.0 

401. 7 
404.1 

548.0 
627.0 

405.0 
512.4 

727.6 
746.8 

267.7 
503.5 

30.5 112.1 

3.0 

4.3 20.1 

30.8 29.6 

-28.3 3.8 

17.6 148.8 

-10.4 p.O 

19.9 4.0 

1.9 60.5 

8.8 -16.1 

37.0 

-6.8 

TABLE 21 ~ Continued 

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Status by County 

Superior courta Lower courta Percent change 
t--------

Active 
,c,ase10ad 

Active 
caseload 

Probationers Superior Lower 
County and 

population group 
per 100,000 court court 

July 1 Received Removed July, 1 Received Removed population July 1 July 1 

Tuo1umneb 
1972. 
1973. 

Ventura 
1972. 
1973. 

Yolo 
197zb 
1973. 

Yubab 
1972. 
1973. 

Recap by population 
group 

Statewide total 
1972 •. 
1973 .. 

1-5,000,000-9,999,999 
1972. 
1973 .•..••.. 

2-1,000,000-4,999,999 

108 
129 

503 
505 

257 
308 

78 
109 

68,763 
71,288 

31,785 
32,398 

1972 •••••• 
1973 .... , . 

3-200,000-999,999 
1972 ...• , . 
1973 ....•. 

13.651 

'1 13
,667 

4-50,000-199,999 
1972 •.•.• 
1973 ••••. 

5-10,000-49,999 
1972. 
1973 .. 

6-0-9,999 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

: i 17,963 
19,925 

3,836 
3,760 

68 
50 

227 
263 

142 
130 

60 
53 

27,669 
14,966 

11,523 

5,552 
5,058 

8,002 
7,392 

1,887 
1,823 

45 
52 

249 
245 

92 
83 

31 
55 

27,356 
15,143 

12,061 

5,908 
5,651 

7,144 
7,290 

1,670 
1,567 

17 
74 

963 
1,017 

351 
424 

328 
348 

d 46,182d 
67,497 

17,813 
24,192 

d 
8,376d 17,097 

16,936d 

22,019 

2,145d 

3,105 

67 
52 

624 
1,231 

259 
246 

199 
169 

d 38,292d 
24,318 

14,494 

d 
6,554d 
3,818 

13,842 
15,989 

2,601 
3,779 

11 
34 

600 
580 

182 
195 

194 I 
196 I 

l 
22,926~ \ 
17,768 I 

i 

7,706 

i 

2,363: I 
2,469 1 

10,736 
12,852 

1,556 
1,816 

525.2 
796.1 

356.8 
359.8 

632.7 
732.0 

882.6 
1017.8 

711.9 
812.3 

551.8~ 
635.4 

19.4 

0.4 

19.8 

39.7 

2.2 

1.9 

0.1 

10.9 

-2.0 

-1.3 

30.2 
-.. ~-- - ----~- ---_._-

aDash in either column indicates data are either unavailable or no cases were reported. 
bBecause the population of this county is less than 100,000, the rate has been adjusted accordingly. 
~Does not include counties where data are unavailable. ' 

Two years are not comparable because number of counties reporting has been inconsistent from year to year. 
Note: Perclmt change is not calculated on numbers of 25 or less. 

83 

5.6 

20.8 

6.1 





TABLE 22 

JUVENILE PROBATIlJil ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Statu:; by County 

=---=-..:: . .: . .::..~.:::::.:=-. -~- r-- --

Percent 
change 

in 
Active Received Removed Probationers active 

County and case10ad ------_. __ .,----1-- -'- .--_.- ---- ---- per 100,000 case10ad 
proba tion group July 1a Informal Non-ward Ward Informal Non-ward Ward population July 1 

------ _ ..... --.-. -- -- ----t-------r--------1--

Statewide total 
1972. 62,501 22,565 5,652 28,598 22,578 5,958 30,028 304.5 
1973. 62,045 25,071 6,167 31,023 19,228 4,782 24,259 299.1 -13.4 

Alameda 
1972. 3,462 2,064 403 998 1,814 427 1.284 315.9 
1973. 3,665 2,205 379 1,078 2,207 390 1,152 335.2 5.8 

A1pineb 

1972. 2 1 333.3 
1973. 1 5 1 166.7 

Amadorh 
1972. 31 52 2 5 41 1 6 238.5 
1973. 42 41 5 57 1 4 300.0 35.5 

.~, 

Butte 
1972. 334 125 26 142 137 29 188 311.0 
1973. 290 154 7 136 122 11 130 262.2 -13.2 

Ca1averasb 
1972, 41 33 3 10 6 11 284.7 
1973. 51 43 18 51 1 9 335.5 24.4 

Co1usab 
1972. 64 32 9 41 4 19 520.3 

.. 
1973. 41 32 1 24 33 1 12 ,- 328.0 -35.9 

Contra Costa 
1972. 2,045 323 410 552 440 524 711 35P,S 
1973. 1,776 282 425 567 199 339 612 303.5 -13.2 

Del Norteb 
1972. 58 25 12 

241 
34 11 

i: I 
374.2 

1973. 46 42 11 30 33 11 304.6 -20.7 

E1 Doradoh 
1972. 222 176 18 55 157 24 68 450.3 
1973. 228 198 19 78 217 11 86 452.4 2.7 

..... 
~ 

~ 

Fresno 
1972. 1,530 193 214 521 240 218 914 356.2 
1973. 1,129 248 221 372

1 

194 230 603 258.6 -26.2 

G1enrP 
1972. 104 95 1 

i~ I 
92 2 31 587.6 

1973. 95 114 3 118 1 30 527.8 -8.7 

Humbo:!..rlt 
1972b 250 116 22 92

1 

110 30 121 250.5 
1973. 228 18 12 114 96 17 116 222.9 -8.8 
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County and 
probation group 

Imperialb 
1972. 
1973 •• 

Inyob 
1972. 
1973. 

Kern 
1972. 
1973. 

Kingsb 
1972. 
1973. 

Lakeb 
1972. 
1973. 

Lassenb 
1972. 
1973. 

Los Angl~les 
1972. 
1973. 

Haderab 
1972 .• 
1973. 

Marin 
1972. 
1973. 

Mariposab 
1972 .• 
1973 .. 

Hendocinob 
1972. 
1973. 

Merced 
1972.. 
1973. 

Hodocb 
1972. 
1973. 

}Jonob 

1972. 
1973. 

TABLE 22 - Continued 

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Active 
caseload 
July l a 

346 
377 

75 
44 

1,594 
1,620 

334 
301 

41 
33 

80 
75 

17,777 
19,001 

224 
210 

405 
385 

15 
8 

147 
143 

385 
334 

30 
37 

Informal 

185 
213 

17 

131 
108 

93 
53 

6,655 
7,754 

133 
163 

43 
36 

5 
6 

67 
48 

295 
363 

54 
47 

[,9 
27 

Status by County 

Received 

~--dl····· -~-.--Non-ward l<lard 
.. --< .-' - - ~ -- ---~. 

14 142 
13 103 

1 20 
1 21 

67 889 
55 991 

22 93 
8 142 

19 
37 

11 6 
9 13 

1,072 8,566 
1,548 10,004 

14 59 
10 55 

25 178 
14 222 

6 1 
3 7 

-. 
55 42 
27 45 

47 
60 

4 
9 

129 
136 

86 

2 
8 

6 

6,635 
3,051 

96 
179 

43 
33 

10 
3 

75 
77 

291 
337 

54 
40 

48 
29 

1 
1 

54 

22 
15 

2 

21 
6 

14 
10 

43 
20 

3 
2 

47 
44 

60 
[,6 

1 
4 

2 

49 
23 

836 
861 

141 
119 i 

26 
17 

7,611 
3,335 

112 
79 

192 
188 

7 
4 

61 
55 

177 
154 

1 
9 

Probationers 
per 100,000 
population 

460.1 

Percent 
change 

in 
activE' 

caseload 
July 1 

260.4 -41.3 

1,66.2 
473.7 1.6 

489.7 
445.3 -9.9 

189.8 
145.4 -19.5 .-

465.1 
423.7 -6.3 

255.2 
272.7 -46.6 

510.3 
476.2 -6.3 

194.2 
178.4 -4.9 

211.3 
108.1 

280.0 
259.1 -2.7 

346.5 
297.9 

550.0 
615.4 

576.9 
596.8 

-13.2 

9.1 

23.3 

County and 
probation group 

Honterey 
1972. 
1973. 

Napab 
1972 •• 
1973. 

Nevadab 
1972. 
1973. 

Orange 
1972. 
1973. 

Placerb 

1972. 
1973. 

Plumasb 
1972. 
1973. 

Riverside 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

Sacramento 
1972 .•. 
1973 .•. 

San Benitob 
1972 •.. 
1973 •.• 

San Bernardino 
1972 •. 
1973 •. 

San Diego 
1972 .. 
1973 .. 

San Francisco 
1972 ..• 
1973. . . . 

San Joaquin 
1972 ..• 
1973 ..• 

San Luis Obispo 
1972. 
1973 .•.•. 

TABLE 22 - Continued 

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Active 
case10ad 
July 1a 

657 
603 

350 
425 

142 
150 

5,437 
5,411 

235 
217 

52 
45 

2,061 
2,044 

2,418 
2,311 

39 
57 

2,578 
2,696 

3,317 
3,166 

2,029 
2,141 

778 
777 

2:\,1 
206 

Informal 

166 
251 

170 
186 

99 
92 

873 
1,018 

70 
152 

73 
49 

1,472 
1,497 

904 
920 

37 
59 

481 
543 

916 
563 

380 
260 

158 
193 

27 
16 

Status by County 

Received 

Non-ward Ward 

70 377 
57 382 

30 157 
21 134 

2 38 
6 52 

543 3,241 
680 3,519 

30 104 
29 107 

4 19 
6 12 

221 746 
265 806 

273 1,034 
235 1,108 

1 36 
7 19 

216 1,859 
226 1,697 

175 2,105 
197 2,505 

129 
129 

117 
43 

2 
1 

370 
364 

169 
218 

87 

Informal 

175 
213 

131 
180 

86 
100 

855 
956 

91 
89 

77 
47 

1,517 
1,320 

956 
971 

33 
54 

478 
398 

997 
802 

318 
236 

189 
113 

29 
16 

Removed 

Non-ward Ward 

42 460 
69 420 

24 135 
35 167 

46 
6 36 

630 3,322 
539 3,368 

34 100 
22 115' 

3 
3 

227 
232 

23 
15 

753 
661 

I 

255 
287 

1,145 I 
1, 082

1 

6 
2 

203 
221 

168 
177 

135 
95 

78 
84 

8 
1 

171 
24 

1,791 
1,830 

2,205 
2,439 

840 
713 

393 
374 

168 
187 

Proba tioners 
per 100,000 
population 

258.1 
230.6 

414.7 
493.0 

489.7 
498.3 

347.4 
337.0 

281.4 
248.6 

409.4 
343.5 

424.3 
408.1 

361.9 
341.9 

199.0 
296.9 

368.4 
386.1 

229.0 
213.6 

295.9 
314.3 

259.4 
258.7 

191.6 
174.9 

Percent 
change 

in 
active 

caseload 
July 1 

-8.2 

21.4 

5.6 

-0.5 

-7.7 

-13.5 

-0.8 

-4.4 

46.2 

4.6 

-4.6 

5.5 

-0.1 

-2.4 



TABLE 22 - Continued 

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 

Status by County 

- "- . -~~-~_ .. 

j Percent 
change 

in 
Active Received Removed Probationers active 

County and case10ad 

;:f""'~ I~:n~;,-; 
- per 100,000 case10ad 

probation group July 1a Ward Informal Non-ward Ward population July 1 
... ~--- ... ----

San Mateo 
1972. 1,892 100 211 814 135 277 1,030 337.6 
1973. 1,628 127 212 787 98 209 902 288.4 -14.0 

Santa Barbara 

: I 1972. 1,084 549 78 330 613 79 459 402.1 
1971. 956 688 79 341 1,84 79 299 346.5 -U.8 

I 
I 

Santa Clara I 

1972. I 
3,701 1,862 . . : 385 1,425 1,816 585 1,699 324.4 

1973. 3,345 2,288 332 1,616 2,127 293 1,455 287.5 -9.11 

Santa Cruz 
1972. 1,39 114 27 115 133 20 247 325.7 
1971. 305 108 18 135 125 23 It,l 211.9 -30.5 

Shastab 
1972. 1,06 347 Ill, 87 322 83 11,0 496.3 
1973. 433 429 90 88 386 114 96 514.3 6.7 

Sl(~rra 
b 

19'12. 6 4 21,0.0 
1973. 1 1 40.0 

Siskiyoub 
1972. 94 81, 2 17 108 2 26 271. 7 
1973. 62 89 2 18 83 J 16 178.2 -34.0 

Solano 
1972. 375 92 32 229 114 f,6 201 205.6 
1973. 375 128 28 257 77 22 233 207.1 0.0 

Sonoma 
1972. 733 513 113 213 498 103 292 333.5 
1973. 696· 692 149 217 630 121 290 300.1 -5.0 

Stanislaus 
1972. 772 400 118 463 332 79 451 372.4 
1973. 909 557 89 1,64 494 103 423 437.4 17.7 

Sutterb 

1972. 184 58 10 68 70 17 72 416.3 
1973. 163 63 5 42 54 2 79 367.9 -11.4 

Tehamab 
1972. 213 105 6 34 91 8 53 682.7 
1973. 209 135 6 1,8 142 8 52 669.9 -1.9 

Tritlicyb 
1972. 17 32 5 3 5 1 197.7 
1973. 50 31 9 1 6 574.7 

Tulare 
1972. 831 291 66 413 309 101 432 418.2 
1973. 778 307 51 400 256 66 364 388.2 -6.1, 
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