APPENDIX F:

F‘
Re

D.

We

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

M. chkfeld

W. Renshaw

M. Wytock
M. Dunn

Hanks
Hunt
Olivas
Gama

Mueller-Simmons

Former Staff:

Re

T
Lo

C.
J.
B.
J.
C.

Clark
Quintel
Chew
Harwell
Johnson
Millar

Barahona

Staffing::

Center for Urban Analysis

Project Director

Agsistant Project Director

Operations Research Analyst
Operations Research Analyst

Operations Research Analyst I
(Admin. Analyst I/Planner I

Geographic Base File Specialist

(Supervising Clerk position)

Technical Aide
(Account Clerk position)

Technical Aide
(Account Clerk position)

Technical Aide
{Account Clerk position)

Abstract Clerk

Int. Typist Clerk

Account Clerk (extra help)
Int. Typist dlerk (extra help)
Int. Typist Clerk '
Int. Typist Clerk (extra help)
Int. Typist Clerk

90

May 1973 - current

(aéting: May 1973 - Oct,.
1974) Oct. 1974 - Curvent

Oct. 1973
Octe 1973

Oct. 1974
Oct. 1973

July 1973

July 1973

Feb., 1974

Oct. 1974

1973
1973
1974
1973
1974
1974
1974

July
July
Febo
Oct.
Jan.
Mar.
Feb,

current
current

current
Oct. 1974

current
current
current

current

Jan. 1974
Jan. 1974
Oct. 1974
Jan. 1974
Oct. 1974
Sept. 1974
Apr, 1974




CENTER FOR URBAN ANALYSIS
STRUCTURE & RELATIONSHIPS

DEPUTY CO. EXEC. - PROGRAMS

COUNTY AGENCIES:

DATA PROCESSIKG
ASSESSOR
PLANNING
R.CaJ.P.B.
CLIENT DEFTS.

COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION
R.E.C.A.P.
CENTER FOR EDUCATIONAL PLANNING

U.S. CENSUS BUREAU

CENTER FOR URBAN ANALYSIS

SAN JOSE P.D.

CITY AGENCIES:
POLICE CLIENT DEPTS.

OTHER CLIENT DEPTS. -

IBM RESEARCH

STANFORD

CENSUS USE STUDY F.R.C.

IX

== CRIMINAL JUSTICE PILOT PROGRAM

SCHOOL DISTRIGTIS

APPENDIX F

16




93

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 is needed by the Center for Urban Analysis to continue to
service user agencles with the capabilities exhibited in the demonstration
projects. The utilized property will support criminal justice agencies
as well as other governmental agency clients of the Center. The funding f
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 County 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, eubseqﬁently to other jurisdictions), work with

the Gilroy Police Department, and Countywide CAPER,
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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.

Objective

The primary objective of MAS is to develop and make available an accurate computerized data base
describing county-level criminal justice workload, personnel, and expenditures on a fiscal year basis.
These data will be used as 2 planning tool by national, state, and local criminal justice
admiinistrators.

Data Sources , Description, and Limirations

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.
Expenditure figures for all major segments of the criminal justice system were acquired from 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. Subsequent reports will include information 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 continue 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.




Some agencies were inconsistent in reporting certain data elements or in providing data that could
be put in formats that would reflect fiscal year totals, In instances when only calendar year data
were available, the data were converted to a fiscal year format, 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 example, 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 interest, will not be affected.)

Furure Plans

An important future goal of MAS is to increase the number of data elements presently available in
order to provide yet more detailed management information to criminal justice administrators.
Plans have been made to include public defender and district attorney workload, personnel, and
expenditure data, as well as facts concerning equipment and facilities of criminal justice agencies, in
all subsequent reports,

To determine the needs of county administrators, MAS surveyed various county criminal justice
agencies through on-site visits, correspondence, and consultations with experts in county
government administration. In addition, a critique form for the reader’s response is included in the
[ront of this report.

Data Requests

All tables in this report include only part of the data elements available from the MAS master file.
All available data elements are listed in Appendix B. From three to six years of data, depending
upon the data element, are contained in the file. A form that may be used to request additional data
or forecasts is included in Appendix B.

SUMMARY COUNTY CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION

This report presents statewide data in the areas of (1) 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 change
1969 1970 1971 1972 19173 1972-1973 1969-1973

Population

(July 1) e e e e 19,856,000 20,003,000 20,265,000 20,524,000 20,741,000 L1 4.5
Assessed

value per capita .. $2,625 $2,779 $2,901 $3,059 $3,244 6.0 21,6
Personal

income per capita . . $4,190 $4,441 $4,644 $4,975 $5,484 10.2 30.9

It should be emphasized that the 58 counties of California 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.)




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

Jrssiinastis SR s s

Percent change
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973
Totalarrests . . . . . .| 279,79 316,307 | 346,909 | 310,421 | 375,839 21.1 34.3
Adult ., . . 0 oL L] 186,912 (221,934 | 256,426 | 222,066 | 279,759 26.0 49,7
Felony . . . . . . . 47,196 55,712 57,542 57,693 60,991 5.7 29,2
Misdemeanor . ., . . . | 139716 |166,222 | 198,884 | 164,373 | 218,768 33.1 56.0
Juvenile . ., . . . . . 92,884 094373 90,483 88,355 96,080 8.7 3.4
Felony level ., . . ., 22,144 24,102 23,944 26,180 30,690 17.2 -4
Misdemeanor level . . 10,771 11,597 11,851 20,013 33,003 64,9 -
Delinquent tendencivs . 59,969 58,674 54,688 42,162 32,387 -23.2 -

Ypata for FY 1969 and JY 1973 are not comparable for juveniles due to changes in offense groupings as of April 1972,

Arrests by sheriffs’” departments in the state are subject to legislative and policy changes and their
trends have varied cangiderably over the four-year period represented in Table 2. With the exception
of FY 1972, total arrests, total adult arrests, and adult misdemeanor arrests have increased each
year since FY 19069, The FY 1972 decrease was in the adult misdemeanor category and was
substantially influenced by three factors. There was an emphasis on the use of detoxification
centers for persons arrested for drunkenness (Penal Code, Section 647{f). Due to late reporting,
arrests for the month of June in the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department were included in FY
1973 rather than FY 1972 counts. Also, felony and misdemeanor arrests made by the California
Highway Patrol during the first six 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 1971 and FY 1972. The major
factor influencing the marked decrease in arrests for delinquent 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,

CHART 1

PROJECTIONS OF
ADULT AND JUVENILE ARRESTS BY SHERIFFS’ DEPARTMENT

FISCAL YEAR

Some of the data of Table 2, adult and juvenile arrests specifically, are shown in Chart | and are
projected for FY 1974 and FY 1975.




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 personnel 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

TABLE 4

ONE DAY COUNTS OF PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION?

Percent change
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973
Total personnel C e e e e e e 15,708 16,973 17,214 17,961 18,586 3.5 18.3
Sworn e e e e e e e e e 12,048 12,789 13,014 13,398 13,856 3.4 14.8
Civilian e 3,660 4,184 4,200 4,563 4,730 3.7 29.2
Total expenditures
(in1,0008) . . . . . . . . . .| $136,098 | $162,958 | $188,444 | $231,091 |$262,878 13.8 93.2

Persons in County Detention

A count of all persons in county detention, 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 tocal 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.

Percent change
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973

Totalin detention , . . . . | 32,360 | 32,279 | 30,779 | 30,524 | 29,190 -4.4 -9.8

Adult . . . . . . . . . {25367 | 25893 | 25557 | 24,736 | 22,446 9.3 -11.5

County jails coe e oo | 17,987 | 17,819 | 17,249 | 17,856 | 16,130 9.7 -10.3

City and county camps .o 7,380 8,074 8,308 6,880 6,316 -R.2 -14.4

Juvenile e e e 6,993 6,386 5,222 5,788 6,744 16.5 -3.6

County jails® e 267 214 75 111 48 56.8 -82.0

Juvenile halls . . , . . , 4,121 3,519 3,006 3,253 3,982 224 -3.4
Juvenile camps, ranches,

homes, and schools o 2,605 2,650 2,136 2,420 2,708 11.9 3.8

City and county campsb .o - 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.

Juveniles 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.




CHART 2

PROJECTIONS OF
PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTICON
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TABLE S

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 s v e e e .| 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
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Courts

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

are 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 relate the total personnel and expenditure trends of Table 7 to the criminal workload

trends of Tables 5 and 6.

1973 1974 1975

The total number of felony defendants disposed of in superior courts, as shown in Table 3, 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
drug 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 persong convicted by trial decreased from 28 percent in FY 1968 to |7 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 fi1
months for the entire state for
variation in this figure at the co

ing to final disposition has rem
FY 1968 through FY 1972, Ther
unty level. (See Table 18)

ained at about two and one-half
e is, as would be expected, more

TABLE 6
F'ELONYDEFENDANTSTERMINAT ED IN LOWER COURT

By Fiscal Year

1968 1969 1970 1971

Percent change

24,494 | 34,033 41,281 | 51,021 43,937

Total defendan ts -13.9

79.4
Dismissed 12,141 15,493 40.1
Prosecuted 12,353 | 18,540 24,217 | 32,526 118.0
Misdemeanor . 12,353 10,197 -37.1
Section 17 P.C, 41 8343 -
aSection 17 of the Penal Code was put into effect January 1,196

9, but was not utilized the first half of that calendar yeur,

Table 6 shows that the number of felony defendants terminated in
percent from FY 1968 to FY 1972 due to increased usage of Penal
shows lower court termination data and projections to FY 197

categories when Comparing FY 1972 to FY 1971 is again due to t
1000.

lower court hag increased 80
Code, Section 17(b). Chart 4
4, The decrease noted in all
he use of Pena) Code, Section
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Although Table 7 shows the number of superior and lower court judges, commissioners, 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
percent 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

By Fiscal Year

Percent change

1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1971-1972 1968-1972

Superior court

Judicial positions® ., . . . . 487 503 534 564 573 1.6 17.7
Expenditures (in 1000s) . . .|$26,149 | $29.567 $34,042 | $38,805 {543,223 11.4 65.3
Lower court

Judicial positions® | | . | | 597 602 626 622 640 2.9 7.2
Lxpenditures (in 1,000s) . . .| $41,907 | $46,604 $52,8571859,478 |$65,942 10.9 57.4

[ . . . . e
Judiciul positions include judges, commissioners, and referees,

[—

Probation Departments

Statewide data for lower court defendants granted probation are incomplete. However, more
counties are submitting, lower court probation data to BCS and it is hoped that, with the possible
exception of Los Angeies, 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 facilitate annual comparisons. (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 COUNTY?

By Fiscal Year

Percent change

1969 1970 1971 1672 1973 1972-1973 19691973

Active caseload (July 1) . .| 28,189 | 32,165 | 35,187 | 36,978 | 38,890 5.2 38.0

Casesreceived . . . . . .| 15,365 | 16,622 | 15,855 | 16,146 | 14,966 -1.3 -2.6
Casesremoved . . . , . .| 11,845 | 14,134 | 14,077 | 15,180 | 15,143 -0.2 27.8

Due to reporting difficulties, Los Angeles County data 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 caseload from FY 1969 to FY 1973 and projected to
FY 1975, The juvenile probation active caseload, 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 resultant active caseload decreased from FY

- 1972 to FY 1973 by | percent.

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD

TABLE 9

By Fiscal Year

Percent change

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973

Active caseload (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 2,261 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&l) . . 7,528 7,079 6,714 5,652° 6,167 9.1 w.-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) .o - - - 22,578 19,228 -14.8 -

Non-ward (725a W&l) . . - - - 5,958 4,782 -19.7 -

Waed . . . . . . . . - - - 30,028 24,259 -19.2 -
4Data on removals are not available for FY 1969 - FY 1971,

1969-FY 1971.
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As footnoted in Table 9, data on juvenile removals are not available on a fiscal year basis for FY




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
1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1972-1973 1969-1973
Total personnel . . . . 7,721 8,545 8,791 9,172 9,826 7.1
ST ¢ -
Ot oLl dma| el e | owie| sas| e | e REFERENCE TABLES
Total expenditures
(in 1,00Qs) . . . . ., |§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. . e - 205,240 158,693 $ 3,059 $4,975

1973, o v o 0 4 - 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, + v v o . . 5 130 598 5,421 3,757

1973. N 5 140 - 5,432 4,083 7.7 0.2 8.7
Butte

1972, .« v o . 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, . . o o .. 5 152 - 6,436 4,025 5.6 .~L.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

1872, . . . . . 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

A 4 1,023 - 3,627 4,583 2.5 18.8 11.5
Imperial

1972, .« « . . 4 770 4,507 2,79 4,554

1973, . . . . 4 781 - 2,934 5,732 1.4 5.0 25.9
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PHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973
DEMOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 DEMOGRA » FISC

Selected Characteristics by County
Selected Characteristics by County

Percent change
Percent change Population | Population Squara | Assessed Per
Population | Population Square Assessed Per |— County and group July 1 miles value capita Assessed
County and group July 1 miles value capita Assessed population group number (in 100s) (1970) per capita | income | Population value Income
population group number (in 100s) (1970; | per capita | income | Population value Income .
Napa A
Inyo 1972. . 4 844 794 $ 2,923 | $3,929 .
1972, . . . .. 5 163 10,141 $ 5,074 $3,931 1973 ) 4 862 - 3,271 4,810 2.1 11.9 22.4
1973, . . . v . 5 169 - 4,986 4,208 3.7 =1.7 7.0 v
.
Nevada
Kern 1972, « v v 0 v . 5 290 987 4,528 3,440
1972, . . . . . 3 3,419 8,171 3,396 4,240 1973 ) L. 5 301 - 5,036 4,213 3.8 11.2 22.5
1973, . ., . 3 3,420 - 3,482 4,928 0.0 2.5 16.2 t :
Orange
Kings 19720« 0 o v s 2 15,652 786 3,172 4,453 »
1972, . ., . 4 682 1,396 2,400 4,046 973 e 2 16,057 - 3,354 4,997 2.6 5.7 12.2
1973, . . . . 4 676 - 2,639 5,278 -0.9 10.0 30.4
- Placer
s 1972, . e 4 835 1,515 3,609 3,544
1972, « . . . . 5 216 1,328 5,181 3,647 1973 .. 4 873 - 4,022 3,889 4.6 11.4 9.7
1973, . . . . . 5 227 - 5,205 4,071 5.1 0.5 11.6 cT
Plumas
Lassen 1972. . .. 5 127 2,609 8,813 3,976
1972, .« . . . . 5 172 4,729 2,679 3,938 1973 . . . 5 131 - 9,715 4,013 3.1 10.2 0.9
1973. 5 177 - 2,897 4,213 2.9 8.1 7.0
Riverside .
Los Angeles 1972. . . 3 4,857 7,249 2,993 3,879
1972, . . 1 69,669 4,080 3,038 5,516 1973 . 3 5,008 - 3,145 4,295 3.1 5.1 10.7
1973. . . . . . 1 69,670 - 3,143 5,965 0.0 3.5 8.1 T
Sacramento
Madera 1972, « v 4 4 . . 3 6,681 997 2,146 4,510
1972 . 5 439 2,153 3,852 3,832 3 6,760 - 2,302 4,988 1.2 7.3 10.6
1973, v ¢ o 4 . s s )
1973 5 441 - 4,253 5,103 0.5 10.4 33.2
i San Benito
Marin 1972, .« . .. . 5 196 1,397 4,184 | 4,095
1972, . . ... 3 2,085 607 3,668 | 5,770 873, . . 5 192 - 4,471 5,266 -2.0 6.9 28.6
1973. . . 3 2,158 - 3,902 6,219 3.5 6.4 7.8 '
San Bernardino
Hariposa 1972, . ... .. 3 6,997 | 20,155 2,774 | 3,816 :
1972. . . . . . 6 71 1,460 4,837 3,838 19730 . . 0 ... 3 6,982 - 2,983 4,302 -0.2 7.5 12.7
1973. . B 6 74 - 5,251 4,099 4.2 8.6 6.8
San Dilego
Mendocino 1972 2 14,483 4,314 2,664 | 4,454
1972, . . ... 4 525 3,511 3,594 3,878 19730 o . 2 14,822 - 2,956 | 4,956 2.3 11.0 11.3
1973, « .+« . . 4 552 - 3,850 4,194 5.1 7.1 8.1
San Francisco
Merced 1972, 4 v« .. 3 6,856 102 3,551 | 7,727
1972, . . ... 4 1,111 1,984 2,742 3,700 1073, o v v .. 3 6,812 - 3,729 8,332 ~0.6 5.0 7.8
1973, . . . o . 4 1,121 - 2,963 4,766 0.9 8.1 28.8
San Joaquin
Modoc - T L 3 2,999 1,423 2,731 | 4,583
1972, . o . . . 6 80 4,237 5,207 4,327 1973 . 3 3,004 - 2,902 5,243 0.2 6.3 14.4
1973, . . . o .. 6 78 - 6,105 5,801 -2.5 17.2 34.1 v
San Luils Obispo
Mono 1972, 0 0 o0 e s 4 1,101 3,330 3,263 3,712
1972, . . . . .. 6 52 3,139 11,939 3,977 - 1973, . v ... 4 1,178 - 3,379 3,985 7.0 3.6 7.4
1973. . ., . . . 6 62 - 11,507 3,983 19.2 -3.6 0.2
Monterey San Mateo
1972, . . . . . 3 2,546 3,327 2,952 4,926 1972, 4 v 4 v . . 3 5,604 554 3,883 6,545
1973, .« v ... 3 2,615 - 3,313 5,448 2.7 12.2 10.6 1973, . ..o 3 5. 645 - 4,229 6,468 0.7 8.9 -1.2
21
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Selected Characteristics by County

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
Santa Barbara

2972, . . .. .. 3 2,696 2,745 $ 2,814 $4,536

1973. . . .. .. 3 2,759 - 2,888 5,094 2.3 2.6 12.3
Santa Clara

1972, . . . . .. 2 11,408 1,311 3,155 4,960

1973, . . . . . 2 11,636 - 3,326 5,567 2.0 5.4 12.2
Santa Cruz

1972. . . . . 4 1,348 440 3,001 4,295

1973. . . 4 1,426 - 3,082 4,881 5.8 2.7 13.6
Shasta

1972, . . .+ 4 . 4 818 3,856 3,519 3,989

1973, . . . .. 4 842 - 3,830 4,473 2.9 8.8 12.1
Sierra

1972, . . . . .. 6 25 960 5,753 4,189

1973. . . . . . 6 25 - 7,218 4,920 0.0 25.5 17.5
Siskiyou

1972, . . . . . 5 346 6,325 4,056 4,191

1973, ... o . .. 5 348 - 4,819 4,642 0.6 18.8 10.8
Solano

1972, « .« . . . 4 1,824 898 2,388 4,148

1973, . . . . .. 4 1,811 - 2,588 4,687 -0.7 8.4 13.0
Sonoma

1972, . . . . .. 3 2,198 1,608 2,844 4,071

1973. . .« . .. 3 2,319 - 3,036 4,774 5.5 6.8 17.3
Stanislaus :

1972, . . . 3 2,073 1,521 2,707 4,134

1973. . .. 3 2,078 - 3,013 5,083 0.2 11.3 23.0
Sutter

1972, .« .+ o . .. 5 442 609 3,743 3,765

1973, . . . . .. 5 443 - 3,912 5,332 0.2 4.5 41.6
Tehama

1972, . . 5 312 2,985 3,689 3,849

1973. . . 5 312 - 4,037 4,511 0.0 9.4 17.2
Trinity

1972. . 6 86 3,192 5,038 3,314

1973. 6 87 - 7,002 3,868 1.2 39.0 16.7
Tulare

1972, . . . o . 4 1,987 4,847 2,706 3,875

1973. . . v .. 3 2,004 - 2,871 4,627 0.9 6.1 19.4
Tuolumne

1972, . . . . .. 5 238 2,295 4,142 3,254

1973. . . . . 5 255 - 4,144 3,573 7.1 0.0 9.8

L 4
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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

1972. . 3 4,109 1,865 $ 3,149 $3,430

1973. . . . . 3 4,230 - 3,200 4,365 2.9 1.6 27.3
Yolo B

1972, « v o o . 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

1972, . . 1 69,669 4,080 3,038 5,516

1973, . . . . . . 1 69,670 4,080 3,143 5,965 0.0 3.5 8.1
2-1,000,000~-

4,999,999

1972, . . . . . 2 52,501 7,229 2,993 4,797

1973. . 2 53,449 7,229 3,218 5,286 1.8 7.5 10.2
3-200,000~-999,999

1972, o 0. s 3 63,249 | 57,138 3,064 | 4,844

1973. . . . . 3 66,011 61,985 3,257 5,365 4.4 6.3 0.8
4-50,000-199,999

1972. . . . . 4 14,878 33,409 2,925 3,986

1973, . . . . . 4 13,755 30,351 3,287 4,640 -7.5 12.4 16.4
5-10,000-49,999 .

1972. . . . 5 4,623 43,118 4,260 3,881

1973. . . 5 4,193 41,329 4,549 4,745 -9.3 6.8 22.3
6~0-9,999

1972, . e e . 6 320 | 13,719 6,472 | 3,869

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

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 tendenciles population arrests
Statewide total?
1972, . . . . .. 310,421 57,693 164,373 26,180 20,013 42,162 6205.0
1973. . . . . . . 375,839 160,991 218,768 30,690 33,003 32,387 7393.8 21.1
Alameda
1972, . . . . .. 8,089 | 1,331 4,778 566 496 918 6165.1
1973, . o v . 0 e 14,234 | 1,651 10,176 758 917 732 10994.4 76.0
Alpineb
1972, . . . o . . 34 15 12 6 - 1 5666.7
1973. . . . . 31 8 15 5 2 1 5166.7 ~-8.8
AmadorP
1972, . . . 240 51 141 20 15 13 3805.9
1973. . . 368 89 202 22 12 43 5344.2 53.3
Butteb
1972, . . . o . . 1,807 372 1,088 71 33 243 2437.0
1973. 2,004 412 1,039 155 99 299 2605.4 10.9
Calaveras?
1972, . . . . . 767 186 390 65 33 93 6302.4
1973, . . . .. 551 159 231 75 41 45 4303.0 -28.2
Colusab
1972, . . . o . . 342 43 244 13 4 38 4913.8
1973, + v v v o . 368 59 244 28 13 24 5267.7 7.6
Contra Costa
1972, . . . . . .. 6,077 901 2,168 784 479 1,745 3292.0
1973, & 0 . 0 . . 8,371 | 1,072 4,39 1,006 739 1,160 4551.1 37.7
Del Norteb
1972. . . 517 96 280 41 8 92 4037.5
1973. . . . 494 143 239 33 20 59 3963.4 4,4
El Dorado®
1972, . . . .. 2,066 265 1,334 79 78 310 7604.3
1973. . o0 e . 909 110 486 75 97 141 3254.3 -56.0
Fresno
1972, . . . .. . . 6,095 929 2,463 666 386 1,651 3312.3
1973+« v 4 4 e 9,550 | 1,387 4,965 782 746 1,670 5158.0 56.7
Glennb
1972, . . . . . 664 72 471 32 13 76 6358.9
1973. <+ ¢ . . . 391 51 250 8 1 81 3640.3 -41.1
Humboldtb
1972 . . . 0. 2,085 458 1,091 162 118 256 3746.0
1973, . . 0 . . 2,592 437 1,364 166 294 331 4542,3 24.3
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County and

population group

Imperialb
1972. ..
1973. . . . 0 oL

Inyob
1972, . . . . ..
1973. . . .

Kern
1972, . . . . . ..
1973, . o . o 0 ..

Kingsb
1972, . . . .
1973. . .

Lake?
1972, . . .. ..
1973, . . . . ...

Lassenb
1972, . .. .. ..
1973, . . o . .

Los Angeles
1972, . . . . ...
1973. . . o oy .

Maderab
1972, . . ., . .
19730 . . o o L
Marinb
1972, « o o .. ..
1973. . . . . .

Mariposab
1972, . . . L. .
1973, . . . . o .

Mendocinob
1972, . . . . . ..
1973, . . .. ..

Mercedb
1972, . .,
1973, . . o . ..

Modocb
1972, . .0 . L L
1973, « . . ...,

Monob
1972, . . . . . ..
1973, « v 0 0 0

TABLE 12 - Continued

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

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

Total
arrests

4,567
3,747

490
407

12,060
9,585

1,446
1,334

936
977

376
637

104,292
150,302

1,167
1,645

1,892
3,149

449
541

1,280
1,097

1,900
3,101

114
113

432
434

Percent
Adult Juvenile Total arrests change
- - per 100,000 in .
Felony | Misdemeanor | Delinquent | unincorporated total
Felony | Misdemeanor | level level tendencies population arrests
659 3,319 105 193 291 21500.9 -
537 2,516 170 294 230 17615.5 -18.0
101 330 23 13 23 3864.4
101 255 22 20 9 3081.7 ~16.9
1,133 3,405 913 1,951 4,658 5790.6
675 3,493 699 2,474 2,244 4626.4 -20.5
210 895 78 72 191 3425.6
217 773 95 140 109 3247.5 -7.7
183 490 93 48 122 5083.4
217 442 141 53 124 5048.6 4.4
45 202 6 34 89 3599.5
84 390 34 50 79 5943.8 69.4
21,466 56,488 10,689 6,253 9,396 10400.3
26,151 94,819 12,284 9,807 7,241 14824.,0 44,1
246 836 23 16 46 5226.4
298 1,031 91 71 154 7392.9 41,0
198 1,081 155 118 340 2801.2
273 2,051 198 277 350 4876.9 66.4
26 335 11 38 39 6323.9
38 424 6 36 37 7310.8 20.5
338 603 117 46 176 3740,1
264 487 139 99 108 3109.9 ~14.3 .
367 1,238 105 57 133 3593.7
417 2,393 114 109 68 5806.4 63.2
15 70 5 4 20 2200.3
24 67 5 9 : 8 2234,1 -0.9
120 204 61 10 37 8307.7
163 192 43 24 12 7000.0 0.5
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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
R per 100,000 in
County and Total . Felony | Misdemeanor | Delinquent | unincorporated total
population group arrests | Felony ] Misdemeanor level level tendencies population arrests
e e -
Montereyb
1972, . .« . o . . 4,603} 1,142 2,180 224 150 907 4883.4
1973, . . . . . 4,505 637 2,454 252 400 762 4837,7 -2,1
Napab
1972. . 1,119 268 391 199 48 213 3257.4
1973, « o o . 1,154 245 529 154 81 145 3337.1 3.1
Nevadab
1972. 1,120 144 594 136 97 149 5283.5
1973. . 1,036 109 612 115 110 90 45855,1 -7.5
Orange
1972, . . . . . .. 13,864 | 2,161 7,757 967 706 2,273 6957.0
1973, « « v o o . 20,466 1,494 13,875 1,204 1,459 2,434 10925.3 47.6
PlacerP
1972, . .« .+ . . . . 1,437 482 762 97 42 54 2839.6
1973. .« o . 0 .. 1,555 434 624 188 220 89 2980.6 8,2
PlumasP
1972, « v ¢ v o . 1,327 179 968 54 29 97 12090.0
1973, . . . . . . 842 132 586 65 23 36 7450,0 -36.5
Riverside
1972, . . . . 17,232 | 3,011 11,386 513 976 1,346 13572.5
1973, . . 12,038 | 2,396 6,696 652 1,707 587 6227.9 -30.1
Sacramento
1972, 15,507 | 3,355 7,311 1,497 1,840 1,504 3974.3
1973, ¢« o v . . 18,899 | 3,211 8,846 2,121 3,499 1,222 4773.9 21.9
San BenitoP
1972, . . . . 242 44 173 10 11 4 2452.4
1973. . . 342 42 267 10 8 15 3534.9 41.3
San Bernardino
1972, . . . . . 19,812 | 3,443 10,030 1,914 915 3,510 6611.1
1973 . 17,736 | 3,213 6,897 2,719 1,693 3,214 5991.1 -10.5
San Diego
1972, . . . . ... 12,666 | 2,182 5,808 1,664 1,016 1,996 3928.3 )
1973, . o v o 17,122 2,681 11,585 1,137 1,056 663 5315.7 35.2
San Franciscob
1972, . . . o 0 . 51 38 13 - - - -
1973, . . . . . . 149 110 39 - - - - 192.2
San Joaquin
1972, . ¢ v o 0 . 2,840 587 1,156 348 208 541 2369.3
1973. . . . .. 3,918 600 2,106 424 310 478 3315.4 38.0
San Luis Obispob
1972, . . . . o .. 2,196 579 1,168 155 71 223 4620.4
1973, . . . . . . 1,942 588 842 200 143 169 3923.5 -11.6
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973 TABLE 12 ~ Continued

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000 SHERIFF'

§ DEPARTMENT WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973
Unincorporated Population by County

Type of Arrest and Rate per 100,000

Unincorporated Population by County
- Percent
Juvenile Total arrests change e B e S e e
Adult per 100,000 in . Percent
Delinquent| unincorporated | total " - Adult Juvenile Total
d Total Felony |[Misdemeanor otal arrests change
Popﬁi:ﬁiznagroup arrests| Felony | Misdemeanor level level tendencies population arrests 0 e S e per 100,000 in
oF A o County and Total Felony | Misdemeanor Delinquent | unincorporated total
San,MaCGOb . 9579 0 population group arrests | Felony | Misdemeanor| level level tendencies population arrests
1.005 4,480 330 205 7 ’ - . U — B - B S I —
173, L L0000 Glosa| vioa| 5783 387 390 370 9043.1 | -10.8 o Tuolumneb
1973« 0 v e v e ’ ’ 1972, . . ... L. 734 152 497 25 8 52 3543, 8
1973, . . . . C 647 151 400 42 16 38 2986. 4 -11.9
b . .
e | ees|  ous 1,871 521 517 2,039 pryisls 46.7 b
73. .. 9,088 1,416| 3,353 786 1,295 2,238 6943. ‘ | Ventura '
1973« v v v e v ’ ’ 1972, . . .. ...} 5,787 1,190 2,102 773 712 1,010 6696.6
Santa Clora 64230 , 1973, . . .. .. 7,355| 1,260 3,381 885 1,110 719 8297.9 27.1
1972. . . . . .. .| 9,387] 1,679 6,124 188 391 1,005 4582 6 _97.0 b
1973 .. 6,849] 1,147 4,389 88 486 739 : . Yolo
IR ’ 1972. . . . . co| 2,894 552 2,021 84 46 191 6468.8
Santa Cruzb 6611 1973. . . . ... . 3,142| 480 2,403 63 49 147 6963.0 8.6
1972 ce el 2,728 664 1,575 110 5 o 3207'4 -7.6 : b
1973. . . 2,520| 633 1,307 218 195 167 3207. : Yuba
v ’ 1972, . . ... .. 1,493 316 875 9% 99 109 4270.6
Shastal L4 : 1973. ... .., 2,160 328 1,301 87 279 165 6327.8 bt 7
1972 . . oo ..l 2,062] 272 1,216 118 123 33 P 45.1
1973' . . 2,963 444 928 283 585 723 4896, . Recap by population
e ? group
Siirggb 78 27 34 14 - 3 4984.0 : Statewide total?
1373. D : 92 21 58 7 5 1 5830.2 17.9 1972, . . . . . . .| 310,421 57,693 164,373 26,180 20,013 42,162 6205.0 :
et r e 1973, . . .. ... 375,839} 60,991 218,768 30,690 33,003 32,387 7393.8 21.1
b
Siskiyou 3754.8
e e e 320 19 29 96 . 1-5,000,000~9,999,999
13§§' L. Ce 332 %3? 461 64 71 51 4727.6 27.1 1972. . . .. .. .| 104,292 21,466 56,488 | 10,689 6,253 9,396 10400. 3
oo 1973. . . . . . . .} 150,302 26,151 94,819 12,284 9,807 7,241 14824, 0 44,1
Solanob 8591.2
e e e e e 38 790 24 34 4 . 2-1,000, 000-4, 999, 999
133§ Ca i’ggi 322 1,072 39 89 6 10816.0 23.4 1972, . . ... L) 44,006] 7,353 24,467 3,385 2,609 6,192 5507.2
Cee e ’ ’ 1973. . . . . .. .| 58,671] 6.973 40,025 3,187 3,918 4,568 7529.9 33.3
Sonoma I 4133.3 3-200 0 a
L o 2,265 406 295 718 . ~200,000-999, 999
13;% Coe e g,ggg 252 1:603 491 461 760 3603.7 -10.4 1972, ... . ..., 113,269] 19,610 53,873 9,340 9,295 21,151 5247.4
e 2 1973, . . . . ... 122,890 19,509 58,722 12,147 15,818 16,694 5261.8 8.5
b .
Sti;;;la?s. v s977l 10 1,975 296 243 439 4276.6 . 4-50,000-199,999
1973, . . 0.l host| 1007 2,729 407 398 410 4844 24,5 1972, . ... L. .| 32,625] 6,361 19,615 | 1,776 1,185 3,688 4574.3
* ? ? 1973, « o . .. L, 29,591 5,543 16,763 2,059 2,494 2,732 4569,7 -9.3
-}
Sutter 2763.9
2.0 0. 4 141 540 24 7 32 : 5-10,000-49,999
1073 Ce e 220 224 317 66 28 25 2490.6 -11.3 N 1972, . ... .. .| 14,700 2,600 9,076 839 605 1,580 4885.7
v . 1973, . . .., 12,927 2,468 7,572 937 876 1,074 4658,1 -12.1
. b
Tehama 4298.3 3
972, .« . . . . 1 391 82 63 139 299 6-0-9,999
Lors, Ll 56 o 344 34 60 36 3000.2 ~30.6 1972, c o+« .| 1,529/ 303 854 151 66 155 5413.2
‘ - - 1973, . . . .. L. 1,458 347 867 76 90 78 4936.3 -4, 6
~inieyd , ) '
Trl;72¥ o 422 100 199 54 14 55 4907.0 45 3gan Francisco Sheriff's Department is not included in the total since it is not a primary law
1973, + o vt . 247 93 111 10 14 19 2839.1 mak. enforcement: agency and has no unincorporated population.
Because the unincorporated population of this county is less than 100,000, the arrest rate has
Tulare 4 been adjusted accordingly.
19720 . o o v L 5,883 751 3,458 351 236 1,087 gg;s.g e
1973, . ... L] 3l7a 606 1,971 338 319 510 : '
28
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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

Sworn officers Arrests Percent change
Personnel per 100,000 per in
County and unincorporated sworn total
population group Total Sworn Civilian population officer personnel
Statewlde total?
1972, . . . R 17,961 13,398 4,563 267.8 23.2
1973, . . . . 18,586 13,856 4,730 272.6 27.1 3.5
Alameda
1972, . 0 4. 779 486 293 370.4 16.6
19730 v o v v 811 523 288 404.0 27.2 4.1
Alpineb
1972, . . . . . 7 5 2 833.3 6.8
1973. . . . . 10 7 3 1,166.7 4.4 -
Amadorb
1972, . . . . 20 15 5 237.9 16.0
1973, . . . R 21 19 2 275.9 19.4 -
Butteb
1972, . . . . 95 89 6 120.0 20.3
1973, o 0 4 . 101 97 4 126.1 20.7 6.3
Calaverasb
1972, . . . . 33 33 - 271.2 23.2
1973, « . . 36 32 4 249.9 17.2 9.1
Colusab
1972, . . . . 27 27 - 387.9 12.7
1973, v o . 29 28 1 400.8 13.1 7.4
Contra Costa
1972. . . . . 388 291 97 157.6 20.9
1973, + . . . . 404 301 103 163.1 27.8 4.1
Del Norteb
1972, . . B 30 30 - 234.3 17.2
1973, . .. . . 30 30 - 240.7 16.5 6.0
El Doradob
1972, . . . . 105 104 1 382.8 19.9
1973. . . . . 107 105 2 375.9 8.7 1.9
Fresno
1972, . . . . 420 249 171 135.3 24.5
1973, v 0w . 459 269 190 145.3 35.5 9.3
Glennb
1972, . . . . 26 26 - 249.0 25.5
1973. . . . . 24 24 - 223.4 16.3 -
Humboldtb
1972, . . . . 123 98 25 176.1 21.3
1973, « o . . 133 100 33 175.2 25.9 8.1
31
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973
SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YFARS 1972 AND 1973
Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County
Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County

Sworn officers Arrests Percent change
Personnel per 100,000 per in . Sworn officers Arrests Percent change
County and B = ey e unincorporated sworn total Personnel per 100,000 per in
population group Total Sworn Civilian population of ficer personnel County and unincorporated sworn total
B S S R . o e . . population group Total Sworn Civilian population officer personnel
Imperial N
19720 « .0 . . . 111 77 34 362.5 59.3 Mono
19730 v o v o s 133 96 37 451.3 39.0 19.8 1972, & o 4 . 34 33 1 634.6 13.1
b . . 19730 ¢ v 0 v 32 31 1 500.0 14,0 -5.9
Inyo b
19720+ 0 0 v e 35 34 1 268.1 14.4 Monterey
1973, + v . 4 o 36 34 2 257.4 12.0 2,9 1972, o o 0 . 240 192 48 203.7 24.0
’ 1973, « . . o 241 191 50 205.1 23.6 0.4
Kern
19720 v v e e s 353 236 117 1i3.3 51.1 NapaP
1973, « v o v & 363 243 120 117.3 39.4 2.8 1972, « o o . . 60 60 - 174.7 18.7
b 1973. ¢ . . . €4 53 11 153.3 21.8 6.7
Kings b
19720 4 o 4 o 60 46 14 109.0 31.4 Nevada
19730 v o s o 72 57 15 138.8 23.4 20.0 19720 4 4 v W . 51 46 5 217.0 24.3
b 1973, « « o . 52 48 4 215.7 21.6 2.0
Lake
1972, .« . 46 45 1 244.4 20.8 Orange
1973, . v . . 60 54 6 279.0 18.1 30.4 1972, . .+ . . 710 465 245 233.3 29.8
1973 o v . . 826 515 311 274.9 39.7 16.3
Lasaenb
19720 v o v b 21 19 2 181.9 17.9 Placer?
19730 o v 0 o . 31 26 5 242.6 24.5 - 1972, 4 0 . . 113 93 20 183.8 15.5
1973- . . . . 122 102 20 195.5 15.2 8,0
Los Angeles
1972, « o o . 6,986 5,216 1,770 520.2 20.0 PlumasP
19730 « v o v 6,915 5,306 1,609 523.3 28.3 -1.0 1972, . . . 34 28 6 255.1 47.4
1973. & ¢ o o 35 28 7 247.7 30.1 2.9
b
Madera
19720 v o 0 o . 43 35 8 156.7 33.3 Riverside
19730 v o 4 e 54 40 14 179.8 41.1 25.6 1972, « . . . 489 327 162 257.6 52.7
1973, ¢« ¢ ¢ o 598 366 232 189.4 32.9 22.3
Marinb
19720 v 0 0 s . 151 128 23 189.5 14.8 Sacramento
1973, v & & & 155 128 27 198.2 24.6 2.6 1972, . . . . 750 642 108 164.5 24,2
1973. ¢« + . . 823 656 167 165.7 28.8 9.7
Mnriposab ’
1972 4 0 0 u s 12 12 - 169.0 37.4 San BenitoP
1973, 0 4 o . s 14 14 - 189.2 38.6 - 19720 v 4 4 . 24 19 5 192.5 12.7
1973, ¢ 4 4 . 21 20 1 206.7 17.1 -
Meudocinob
1972, ¢ o @ 0 . 86 75 11 219.1 17.1 San Bernardino
1973, v ¢ ¢ o 87 72 15 204.1 15.2 1.2 1972, . . . . . 730 577 153 192.5 34.3
1973. ¢ v o s 734 582 152 196.6 30.5 0.5
Mercedb
19720 v ¢ o . 64 58 6 109.7 32.8 - s San Diego
L N 77 65 12 121.7 47.7 20.3 19720 . . 0 . 853 599 254 185.8 21.1
19730 ¢ 4 ¢ o o 937 653 284 202.7 26.2 9.8
b
Modoce
19720 v e v o e 12 12 - 231.6 9.5 - San Francisco ‘
19730 v o v . 12 11 1 217.5 10.3 - ‘ " 19724 v 0 e . 212 172 40 -c 0.38
19730 ¢ v v w 375 276 99 -c 0.59 76.9
H
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Number of Personnel and Rate per 100,000 Unincorporated Population by County
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

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

TABLE 13 - Continued

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Sworn officers Arrests Percent change
Personnel per 100,000 per in
County and unincorporated sworn total

population group Total Sworn Civilian population officer personnel
San Joaquin

1972, v« . . 338 256 82 213.6 11.1

1973 + v 4 o . 340 274 66 231.9 14.3 0.6
San Luls ObispoP

1972, » « . . . 117 99 18 208.3 22.2

1973, « « + . . 117 a8 19 198.0 19.8 0.0
San Mateob

1972, .« « . 417 292 125 430.9 23.2

1973, « . . . . 410 298 112 446.6 20.2 -1.7
Santa Barbara

1972, « . . . . 403 249 154 193.2 24.9

1273, « + o . 395 223 172 170.4 40.8 -2.0
Santa Clara

1972, .« v . 686 537 149 367.4 17.5

1973, ¢« . . 711 545 166 388.5 12.6 3.6
Santa Cruzb

1972, . . . . . 156 118 38 158.4 23.1

1973, .« . . 156 120 36 152,7 21.0 0.0
ShastaP

1972, .. . . 104 82 22 152.2 24.9

1973, v v . . 109 83 26 137.2 35.7 4.8
Sierrab

1972, . . . . . 14 13 1 830.7 6.0

1973, « . . . . 14 13 1 823.8 7.1 -
Siskiyoub

1972, o v 4 . 47 39 8 223.2 16.8

1973, « . . . . 50 40 10 226.7 20.9 6.4
SolanoP

1972, . . . . . 119 87 32 602.3 14.3

1973. <+ .+ o . 126 87 39 614.6 17.6 5.9
Sonoma

1972, . . . . . 217 160 57 149.4 27.7

1973, . . .. 227 185 42 168.1 21.4 4.6
Stanislausb

1972, « « . . . 194 131 63 140.9 30.4

1973, . . . . . 221 136 £5 150.7 36.4 13.9
Sutterb

1972, . . . . . 51 51 - 189.5 14.6

1973, v 0 0 . 51 51 - 192.5 12.9 0.0

34

Sworn officers Arrests Percent change
Personnel per 100,000 per in
County and unincorporated sworn total
population group Total Sworn Civilian population officer personnel
Tehamab
1972, . . . . . 35 31 4 162.7 26.4
1973, + . . . . 40 33 7 174.3 17.2 14.3
Trinityb
1972, . . . . . 19 19 - 220.9 22.2
1973, . .« . . . 20 20 - 229.9 12.4 -
Tulare
1972. v . v . 211 175 36 155.1 33.6
1973 ¢ 4 . o 211 175 26 156.8 21.4 0.0
Tuolumneb
1972, . . . . . 45 39 3 188.3 18.8
1973, v v 4« . 48 45 3 207.7 14.4 6.7
Venturab
1972, v v o . . 505 355 150 410.8 16.3
1973, & o . o . 513 359 154 405.0 20.5 1.6
Yolob
1972, 4 ¢ 4 . . 122 98 24 219.1 29.5
1973, v ¢ . . . 124 101 23 223.8 31.1 1.6
Yubab
1972, . .. . . 40 40 - 114.4 37.3
1973, ¢ o o . . 44 44 - 128.9 49.1 10.0
Recap by
population group
Statewidea
1972, v 4 o . . 17,961 13,398 4,563 267.8 23.2
1973, ¢« o 4 4 . 18,586 13,856 4,730 274.6 27.1 4.3
1-5,000,000-
9,999,999
1972, ¢« ¢« o o 6,986 5,216 1,770 520.2 20.0
1973, v . 4 . . 6,915 5,306 1,609 523.3 28.3 -1.0
2-1,000,000-
4,999,999
19720 v o o« 3,028 2,087 941 261.2 21.1
19730 ¢ 4 o . . 3,285 2,236 1,049 287.0 26.2 8.5
3-200,000-99,9992
1972, ¢« 4 & . . 5,595 4,085 1,510 189.2 27.7
1973, ¢ ¢« 4 . 6,094 4,386 1,708 187.8 28.0 8.9
4-50,000-199,999
1972, o o o . . 1,541 1,255 286 176.0 26.0
1973, . . & . . 1,528 1,236 292 190.9 23.9 -0.8
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

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

TABLE 14

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Amount and Percent Change by County

County and
Population group

Expenditures in 1,000s

Percent change?®

Sworn officers Arrests Percent change
Personnel per 100,000 per in
County and unincorporated sworn total

population group Total Sworn Civilian population officer personnel
5-70,000-49,999

1972, . . . .. 713 661 52 219.7 22.2

1973, .« . . . 662 596 66 214.8 21.7 ~7.2
6-0~9,999

1972, « . . . . 98 94 4 332.8 16.3

1973, « . . 102 96 6 325.0 15.2 4.1

4gan Francisco Sheriff's Department is excluded from the totul since it is not a primary law
enforcement agency and has no unincorporated population.
Because 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.
San Francisco Sheriff's Department 1s not a primary law enforcement agency.

Note: Percent change is not calculated on numbers of 25 or less.
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Statewide total
1972 - - - » - L ] ]
1973 L . L] L] L ] . L ]

Alameda
1972 ¢ ¢ ¢« @ o o o
1973 & 0 4 e 4 e

Alpine
1972 . L] . . L] ° .
1973 L] L L] . . L] -

Amador
1972 . * - * L ] L ] -
1973 . - . - - . .

Butte
1972 & 4 ¢ & o o
1973 - L] L] L] L] . L]

Calaveras
1972 L ] - . . * * L]
1973 L] L] [ ] L] L) [ ] L]

Colusa
1972 ¢ v @ & o o &
1973 4 4 4 4 v o

Contra Costa
1972 - L] L] - L] . L]
1973 . ¢ ¢ v o . .

Del Norte
1972 » - - * L] - .
1973 ¢« & 6 o o . W

El Dorado
1972 ¢ ¢ 4 o 4 e
1973 v v ¢ o ¢ o .

Fresno
1972 L] L] L ] L] - L] -
1973 * L] . L] . L] [ ]

$231,091
262,878

7,105
7,411

110
111

247
265

1,354
1,831

341
360

279
321

5,358
6,038

207
310

1,731
1,418

3,520
4,541

37

13.8

4.3

7.3

35.2

5.6

15.1

12.7

50.0

-18.1

29.1
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TABLE 14 - Continued

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Amount

and Percent Change by County

]

County and
population group

Expenditures in 1,000s

Percent

change®

Glenn
1972 . . . . . . .
1973 0 . v . 0 . .

Humboldt
1972 . . .. . . .
1973 . .« . . . .

Imperial
1972 ¢ v v v 4 e .
1973 &« v v @ 4 4

Inyo
1972 « .« + . .
1973 . . . . . .

Kern
1972 L] L] ° . L] L] .
1973 . . . ¢ . . .

Kings
19 72 - L) . - - L) -
R

Lake
1972 - . . . - L] .
1973 . - L ] [ ] . - .

Lassen
1972 . L] - . L ] L] L]
1973 . L] L] L] * L] L]

Los Angeles
1972 - - L . . - L]
1973 L] . - L] - L] .

Madera
972 . . . .. ..
1973 L] L] L] . . L] L ]

Marin
1972 . . . . . ..
1973 . * - - » . -

$ 296
367

1,356
1,687

941
1,083

326
424

4,261
4,853

539
672

472
51

206
218

96,649
10l,631

480
586

2,293
2,462

38

24.

24.

15.

30.

13.

24.

22.

N

TABLE 14 - Continued

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Amount and Percent Change by County

County and
population group

Expenditures in 1,000s

Percent

change®

Mariposa
1972 . .+« o . .
1973 . . . . - . L]

Mendocino
1972 v v ¢ o v s e
1973 v ¢ ¢ & 4 . e

Merced
1972 L ] s L] ] - ” .
1973 L ] . . L ] . - [ ]

Modoc
1972 v 4 ¢ ¢ o . .
1973 [ ] L] * * L] . .

Mono
1972 ¢« ¢ v ¢ 4 . .
1973 . - - L] . L ] -

Monterey
1972 . L] - o . - L
1973 . - L] L] - L)

Napa
1972 L] L] . - L L] -
1973 ¢ v ¢ ¢ o o

Nevada
1972 . L ] [ ] L ] . L] L]
1973 - . . - L] - .

Orange
1972 . o 4 o 0 e
1973 . L] L3 - . ® -

Placer
1972 - . . L] L] - -
1973 L] - L] - . - -

Plumas
1972 » L] L] L ] - - .
1973 L ] - L] L] L] L] .

$ 103
119

880
1,033

690
804

135
134

215
262

2,131
2,524

826
959

497
555

12,827
14,095

1,211
1,468

409
442

39

15,

17.

16.

21.

18.

le.

11.

21.




TABLE 14 - Continued

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Amount and Percent Change by County

County and
population group

Expenditures in 1,000s

Percent changea

Riverside
972 . . . ..
1873 . . . . .

Sacramento
1972 . . . . ..
1973 . . . .

San Benito
19 72 . . . .
1973 . . . .

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

San Diego
”’72 ... ..
1973 . . .

San Franciscob
1972 . . .
1973 ., . .

San Joaquin
1972 . ., .
1973 . . ..

San Luis Obispo
1972 ., ..
1973 . . .

San Mateo
1972 ., . ,
1973 . .

Santa Barbara
1972 , , .
973 . . .. .. .

Santa Clara
1972 , ., .
1973 . . .

$ 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

40

21.3

72.9

14.1

18.8

16.8

27.7

14.6

15.5

9.1

20.3

[ et s e

TABLE 14 - Continued

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Amount and Percent Change by County

County and
population group

Expenditures in 1,000s

Percent change@

Santa Cruz
1972 ¢ v ¢ o o« o @
1973 ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ . .

Shasta
1972 @ v ¢ e o o
1973 . L] - L ] L] .

Sierra
1972 @ v o 4 & o »
1973 L] E ] . - L] . -

Siskiyou
1972 & o @ o o o
1973 ¢ ¢ v o o . .

Solano
1972 & v ¢ ¢ ¢ .
1973 * . L] L] - L ] .

Sonoma
1972 ¢ v 6 ¢« ¢ o &
1973 & v v ¢ ¢ ¢ &

Stanislaus
1972 * L] [ ] - . L] .
1973 » . - * L ] L] .

Sutter
1972 v v ¢ ¢ o o
1973 ¢ . 0 e v e e

Tehama

1972 L] L] L] . L - L)
1973 » L4 L] L] . - .

Trinity

1972 ¢ v 0 0 o 4 .
1973 L] . L] . L - -

Tulare

1972 - L] . L] L . -
1973 ¢ v o 0 4 . .

$ 1,799
1,923

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

41

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

Amount- and Percent Change by County

TABLE 15
PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 19732
County and . . . c
population group Expenditures in 1,000s Percent change? ype of Detention by County
Tuolumne Adult Juvenile T
1972 v v o 4 4 4 e e . $ 472 ' city Cam
- ps, Cit P
1973 & o v 4 e e e e 539 14.3 " and ranches, anz ercent change
County and county Juvenile homes, county Total Total
Ventura populgtion group Total camps Jails | Total halls schools | camps | Jails | adult |juvenile
1972 4 v v v e e e e e 5,296 - . Statewide total ‘
1973 6’725 27.0 ‘ 19720 . 0 . o 24,736 | 6,880 | 17,856 | 5,788 3,253 2,420 4 111
A ’ : 19730 ¢ v v v e 22,446 | 6,316 | 16,130 | 6,744 3,982 2,708 6 48 -9.3 16.5
Yolo Alameda
1972 o v 0 e e e 1,336 P 1,29 o s Rt ne Wl !
e e e e 1, - ,442 02 1 - - . .
1973 v 4 4 e 6 s e e e 1,561 16.8 4 9 11.3 12.9
Alpine
1972, 0 v 4 0 . . - - - - -~ -
Yuba e
1973, v v v v v . . - - - - - - - -
1972 L) L] » L] - . - L] L) 535
1973 & ¢ e s e ¢ e o 640 19.7 Amicgig;r
 J - - 1 - 1
1973, 0 4 4 0w . . 5 5 - - - -
Recap by
population total Butte
1972 ¢ v v v v e 64 - 64 21 21 - - -
1973 . 0 . e . 77 1 76 13 13 - - - 20.3 -
Statewiae total
1972 v 4 v ¢ 0 o 6 e s 231,091 Caig\;gras
1973 @ o v e e e e 262,878 13.8 e o 2 22 N I i - - - i
1-5,000,000-9,999,999 Colusa
1572 s 9,999, o6 64 1972, 0 v e e 29 - 29 53 - 49 4
« ® s e e ® o = e 20, 9 1973. & v v v e w . 38 - 38 44 - 40 4 31.0 -17.0
1973 v @ 4 o o o o s e 101,631 5.2 c
ontra Costa
19720 v v v v . 337 192 145 199 97 102 - -
2-1,000,000~4,999,999 ; 1973, . v o e . ST 137 194 | 219 115 104 - - | -1.8| 10.1
1972 . . . . . . . . . 44,933 :
Del Norte
1973 v v h v v e e e 51,169 13.9 oL, 13 - 13 " . 23 . L
19730 0 v v v 0 e 22 - 22 40 6 33 - 1 - 17.7
3-200,000-999,999 o1
Dorado
1972 ¢ o v 0 0 s e e s 63,152 19720 v 4 v v v a 45 - 45 7 7 - - -
1973 ¢ v 4 ¢ 4 4 e o 82,729 31.0 1973, 4 v v 4 4 . 41 - 41 12 12 - - - -8.9 -
: Fresno
4-50,000-199,999 o 1972, 0 v v 489 2 487 155 90 64 - 1
1972 o o o 0 0 0 e e 17,100 | - 19730 0 v v 0 e 537 67 470 155 111 42 - 2 9.8 0.0
1973 & ¢ ¢ o o o o o o 19,152 12.0 o1
enn
: 1972, & . v e .. 16 - 16 - - - - -
5-10,000~49,999 - 1973, v v e e 14 1 13 2 - - - 2 - -
1972 . . » . . . . 3 . 8[330 :
1973 2 0 e e 7,067 15.1 ¥ N 100 B 5 - -
1973, . 0 v o 4. . 85 - 85 8 8 - - - | ~-18.3 -
6-0-9,999 ;
1972 v v v v e e e e 927
1973 & ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 v e e . 1,130 21.9 s

dpercent change is computed using actual figures.
San Francisco is not included since it is not a primary law enforcement agency.
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TABLE 15 - Continued TABLE 15 - Continued

PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 19732 PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 19732

Type of Detention by County ' Type of Detention by County
Adult Juvenile Adult Juvenile
- o — B
City Camps, City I Percent change tity Camps, Gity Percent change
and xanches, and » and Juvenile rﬁgx‘izzs’ coi?xiy Total Total
County and county Juvenile homes count Total T a County and county uvern ’
population group Total camps Jails | Total halls schools campZ Jails azuit juertxﬂe population group Total camps Jails | Total halls SChQOlS camps | Jalls | adult } juvenile
Imperial ' i Monterey
1972. C 227 97 130 38 38 - - - . . 1972, . .00 195 8 17 P e o - - 200 292
1973, . . . .. .. 405 195 210 29 29 - - - 78.4 | -23.7 i 1973, ¢ v . e .. 234 95 139 62 35 27 - - 0. .
Inyo ! Napa
1972, o . . . ... 152 136 16 - - - - - | 19720« 0 o 0w e - - - 16 16 - - -
1973. . . . .. 19 - 19 2 - - - 2) - - 1973, . . . o . . . - - - 20 20 - - - - -
Kern Nevada
1972, . . ... 716 328 388 218 143 70 - 1 s 1972, 0 0 e e . 26 - 26 2 2 - - -1 15.4
1973, . . . . ., 619 298 321 197 114 83 - - | -13.6 | -9.6 1973, . . oo .. 30 - 30. 8 . -
Kings ’ Orange
1972, . . 0 .. 73 32 41 20 20 - - - 1972. v 0« . v . . | 1,161 299 862 504 264 240 - n
1973, . . . .. 90 - 90 18 18 - - - 1 23.3 - 1973. .+ . « . . . | 1,019 206 813 613 324 288 - 1 | -12.2 21.6
Lake Placer
1972, . . 21 - 21 - - - - - 1972, . 0 0 e . 60 - 60 12 12 - - -
1973. . . 26 - 26 6 - - - 6 - - 1973, o v o v v 69 - 69 20 20 - - - 15.0 -
Lassen ! ; Plumas 7
1972. : 9 - 9 - - - - - : 19720 0 0o 7 - - - - - -
1973, . . 14 - 14 - - - - - - - 1973, ¢ o v v . . 14 8 6 1 - - - 1 - -
Los Angeles Riverside 620 . 533 162 o1 69 9
1972, . . .. .. 9,719 | 2,706 | 7,013 | 1,597 869 658 - 1 70 | j 1972, . . o 0. . - -
1973. . o ... 8,585 | 3,038 | 5,547 | 2,012 1,225 787 - -1 -7 26.0 : 1973, . . ... 578 117 461 229 153 73 - 3 6.8 41.4
i
Madera i ; Sacramento
1972, .« . ... 84 - 84 14 1 - - - :» 1972, .+ v v v . . . | 1,237 691 546 227 114 113 - -
1973, . . o . ... 81 - 81 8 g - - - -3.6 | -~ e 1973, « v o o . e 991 528 463 246 137 109 - - | -19.9 8.4
‘ !
Marin ; San Benito 4
P2 108 S| 8 22 21 - - 1 } : 1972, . . .. 41 - - - - - - i
1973, . . . .. 151 41 110 38 38 - - - 39-Bi - : 1973, 4 4 v 0 4 . 29 - 29 10 - 10 - 29.3
! ;
Meariposa ! San Bernardino
1972, . . . . 5 5 i i N _ | : 172, | e | 226 | sso | a0 203 % | 4 -
1973, . . . . ., 6 6 - - - - - o - ] 1973, 4 v v e . . 668 194 474 252 160 85 5 2 | -13.9| -16.8
Mendocino ; ( San Diego
] 80 140 - 8
19720 0 v u . 52 - 2 - - - ! : 1972, .« . .. .. | 1,358 451 907 328 1
1973, . 4 . ... 36 - ge %i ﬁ - - -1 -30.8] - : 1973 « 2 v v . . . | 1,109 - 11,109 380 207 168 - 5 | -18.3 15.9
. { -
Merced ] San Francisco
19720 00 ... 162 62 100 27 27 - - - | 1972, . . . . . . . | 1,086 - 11,086 279 1§2 ig; - N R 0.4
973 ... ..., 131 53 78 14 14 - - -1 -19.1 - ~ 19730 ¢ v s 0 v v s 901 - 901 280 121 .
Modoc i San Joaquin
- - 1
19720 . 0 L. .. - - - - - - 19720 ¢ 4 v v o s 560 157 403 35 34
1973 o o v u ; - ; - - - - - - - 1973, + v e e 466 146 320 73 72 - - 1| -16.8) 108.6
Mono San Luis Obispo
- - 5
1972, . ..., .. - - - - - - 19720 0 v v 0w v 105 29 76 1 6 _
1973, . . ... : - : 1 - - - 1 - - 19730 2 0 v 83 - 83 14 11 - - 3} -0
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TABLE 15 - Continued
PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 19738

Type of Detenticn by County

County and
population group

San Mateo

1972. « . v .

1973. .« .

Santa Barbara
1972, . . .

..

1973. « .+ .« .

Santa Clara

1972, « v v .

1973. . . .

Santa Cruz
1972,

1973. . . .

Shasta

1972, ¢ v v 0 o s

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, . .

Adult Juvenile
- City»w - Camps, City Percent change
and ranches, and
county Juvenile homes, county Total ) Total
Total camps Jails | Total halls schools | camps | Jails | adult juvenile
465 176 289 261 135 126 - -
438 166 272 250 129 121 - - ~5.8 4,2
330 101 229 111 40 71 - -
239 71 168 136 35 101 - - ~27.6 22,5
1,113 455 658 347 174 171 - 2
"920 351 569 | 44l 249 192 - Sl 2
135 64 71 19 19 - - -
123 44 79 27 27 - - - -8.9 -
93 30 63 6 6 - - -
100 21 79 21 21 - - - 7.5 -
1 - 1 - - - -
9 - 9 1 - - 1 - -
40 9 31 4 4 - ~ -
36 8 28 - - - - - ~-10.0 -
99 7 92 24 24 - - -
115 18 97 43 43 - - - 16.2 -
159 45 114 70 53 17 - -
216 50 166 69 54 14 - 1 35.9 ~1.4
369 162 207 35 32 - - 3
339 138 201 65 63 - i - 2 -8.1 85.7
- 10 - - - -
23 - 61 - - - - - 103.3 -
24 2 22 4 4 - - -
20 4 16 2 2 - - - - -
5 1 4 - - - - -
5 5 - 1 - 1 - 1 - - -
362 147 215 73 30 43 - -
266 108 158 102 1 46 56 - - -26.5 39.7
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TABLE 15 -~ Continued
PERSONS IN COUNTY DETENTION IN 1972 AND 19732

Type of Detention by County

W Adult Juvenile 1
City Camps, City Percent change
and ranches, and -
County and county Juvenile homes, county Total Total
population group Total camps Jails | Total halls schools | camps | Jails | adult | juvenile
Tuolumne ) o -
1972, . o 0 o o 0 17 - 17 2 - - - 2
1973. o 0 v 0 17 - 17 7 - - - 7 - -
Ventura
L 284 57 227 79. 58 19 - 2
1973, . . . o 373 169 204 96 70 23 - 3 31.3 21.5
Yolo
1972, « o . . o o 159 49 110 15 10 5 - -
1973, . . o v .o 123 38 85 17 13 4 - - -22.6 -
Yuba
1972, . . . . . . 60 - 60 22 20 - ~ 2
1973. . . . oo .. 66 - 66 17 17 - - - 10.0 -
Recap by population
group
Statewide total
1972, . . . o o . . 24,736 6,880 | 17,856 | 5,788 3,253 2,420 4 111
1973. . . . oo . 22,446 6,316 | 16,130 | 6,744 3,982 2,708 6 48 -9.3 16.5
1-5,000,000-9,999,999
19720 o o o 0 0 9,719 2,706 7,013 } 1,597 869 658 - 70
1973, . . .o . .. 8,585 3,038 5,547 | 2,012 1,225 787 - - -11.7 26.0
2-1,00u,000-4,999,999
1972, o o v o e 4 4,928 1,205 3,723 1,535 828 696 - 11
1973. . .« o v . 4,490 557 3,933 1,836 993 837 - 6 ’ -8.9 19.6
3-200,000-999,999
1972, . o v v v 7,731 2,302 5,429 2,204 1,249 936 4 15
1973, . v . 7,347 2,325 5,022 | 2,469 1,453 997 5 14 ~5.0 12.0
4-50,000~199,999
1972, . . o0 . . 1,695 517 1,178 309 256 48 - 5
1973, . .. . ... 1,478 370 1,108 277 270 4 -~ 3 -12.8 -10. 4
5-10,000-49,999
19720 . 0 v o v o 638 149 489 143 51 82 - 10
1973, . . . . . . 519 21 498 147 41 83 - 23 -18.7 2.8
6-0-9,999
1972, . . . o o . . 25 1 24 - - - - -
1973, « o o o 27 5 22 3 - - 1 2 - -

a )
Counts 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 3lst of each year.

Nota: Percent change is not calculated on numbers of 25 or less.

47




B R ——

SUPERIOR

TABLE 16

AND LOWER COURT FELONY WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

Number of Defendants by County

Superior court Lower court
N Percent change
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted e
Total | Total
County and Dis- Acquit-| Guilty Dis- | Misde- | Section | superior | lower
population group Total |missed ted plea | Trial | Total | missed | meanor | 17 P.C. court | court
Statewide total
1971. 60,089 4,891 1 3,153 | 42,499 9,546 | 51,021 | 18,495 8,525 24,001
1972. 52,741 | 4,358 | 2,843 | 38,015} 7,525 | 43,937 {17,011 7,768} 19,158 -12.2 | -13.9
Alameda
1971. 2,696 222 108 2,005 361 3,321 970 891 1,460
1972. 2,384 212 94 1,863 215 3,062 929 834 1,299 ~11.6 -7.8
Alpine
1971. - - - - - - - - -
1972. - - - - - - - - - - -
Amador
1971, 40 1 2 36 1 40 10 19 11
1972, 32 1 1 29 1 51 29 16 6 ~20.0 27.5
Butte
1971. 178 23 3 126 26 136 47 52 37
1972. 206 13 6 166 21 199 79 52 68 15.7 46,3
Calaveras
1971, . 131 14 - 109 8 - - - -
1972, 100 30 5 59 6 - - - - -23.7 -
Colusa
1971. 40 3 - 33 4 10 4 2 4
1972. 38 2 2 32 2 4 2 2 - -5.0 -
Contra Costa
1971. 768 35 10 646 77 678 176 146 356
1972. 929 50 25 771 83 484 152 101 231 21.0 | -28.6
Del Norte
1971. . 39 3 - 28 8 9 5 4 -
1972. 31 1 4 19 7 20 5 15 - -20.5 -
El Dorado
1971, . . . . 111 5 2 97 7 118 49 23 46
1972. . 97 10 3 76 8 97 2 30 35 ~12.6 | -17.8
Fresno
1971, . 920 51 32 757 80 1,366 451 257 658
1972, . 751 54 24 613 60 1,288 423 254 611 -18.4 ~5.7
Glenn
1971, . 53 9 - 44 - 2 2 - -
1972, 40 2 - 36 2 10 4 6 - -24.5 -
Humboldt :
1971, . . . . 280 20 8 224 28 161 72 24 65
1972, . . .. 281 13 11 219 38 168 65 32 71 0.4 4.3
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SUPERIOR

TABLE 16 - Continued

AND LOWER COURT FELONY WORKLOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

Number of Defendants by County

Superior court Lower court
- Percent change
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted e
- Total Total
County and Dis- | Acquit— | Guilty Dis- | Misde~ [Section |superior | lower
population group Total | missed ted plea |Trial | Total |missed | meanor |17 P.C. court court
Imperial
1971. 218 13 4 183 18 228 61 42 125
1972. 196 10 3 167 16 173 50 47 76 -10.1 | -24.1
Inyo
1971, 47 8 - 35 4 28 7 7 14
1972, 47 2 1 36 8 21 7 6 8 0.0 -
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 ;
19710 & . . . 98 12 8 61 17 125 33 1 36 56 |
1972, 106 12 8 63 23 117 34 45 38 8.2 -6.4
Lake
1971, . 97 10 2 79 6 50 29 12 9
1972, . 56 2 1 47 6 35 13 12 10 1 -42.3 1 -30.0
Lassen 5 |
1971 . ., ., 53 7 2 42 2 48 28 9 11 |
1972, . . . . 48 6 2 36 4 51 23 9 190 -9.4 6.3
Los Angeles
1971. . 28,4751 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 E -20.3 | -14.8
Madera
1971, . . 73 13 3 47 10 38 8 17 13
1972, . . 93 3 6 66 18 13 8 2 3 -27.4 -
Marin
1971. 350 31 6 266 27 240 124 54 62
1972, 317 22 12 227 56 233 91 73 69 -3.9 -2.9
Mariposa
1971, . 10 - 2 6 2 15 3 2 10
1972, 7 - = A 3 13 2 2 9 i - -
Mendocino %
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
1971, 278 15 12 208 43 220 82 50 | 88
1972, 268 20 8 211 29 218 78 39 101 | -3.6 -0.9
Modoc
1971, . . . . .. 19 - - 18 1 14 7 7 -
1972, . . . . . 17 1 - 13 3 17 7 5 5 ~10.5 21.4
Mono
97 . . . .. - - - - - - - - -
1972, . . . .. 2 - - 2 - - - - - - -
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TABLE 16 - Continued

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

Number of Defendants by County

Superior court Lower court
T Percent change
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted
Total | Total
County and Dis~ | Acquit— | Guilty Dis~ | Misde~ | Section | superior| lower
population group Total | missed ted plea | Trial | Total | missed | meanor | 17 P.C. court | court
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
Napa
1971, . . . . . 116 12 7 82 15 76 14 17 45
1972. . . 112 6 6 86 14 209 29 50 130 -3.4 | 175.0
Nevada
1971. 47 5 - 34 8 29 20 4 5
1972, 35 4 - 29 2 78 20 25 33 -25.5 | 169.0
Orange
1971, . 2,463 172 68 2,044 179 { 7,410 1,898 2,112 3,400
1972, 1,957 139 54 1,594 170 | 4,108 1,384} 1,133 1,591 ~20.5 | ~44.6
Placer
1971, 166 19 3 127 17 37 5 32 -
1972, 165 32 3 125 5 115 28 64 23 -0.6 | 210.8
Plumas
1971. 27 8 2 16 1 29 10 9 10
1972, 13 - 1 7 5 18 5 5 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
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
San Benito
1971. 29 3 1 23 2 13 5 3 5
1972, 56 6 3 43 4 15 11 2 2 93.1 -
San Bernardino
1971. 2,079 110 48 1,730 191 { 1,055 321 188 546
1972. 1,808 117 36 1,495 160 964 359 186 419 =13.0 ~-8.6
San Diego
1971. 3,449 360 120 2,653 316 | 4,127 952 860 2,315
1972, 3,392 251 140 2,684 317 4,371 1,205 894 2,272 -1.7 5.9
San Francisco
1971, . . . . L 3,087 295 55 2,560 177 | 3,818 988 514 2,316
1972, . . . . .. 2,488 266 39 2,004 179 ({ 3,413 718 680 2,015 -19.4 ] -10.6
San Joaquin
1971, . . . 1,021 147 11 800 63| 1,084 374 207 503
1972, . 1,094 112 19 893 70 944 308 217 419 7.1 -12.9
San Luis Obispo
1971, 194 11 3 141 39 367 99 75 193
1972, 146 10 4 121 11 261 79 93 89 ~24,7 1 -28.9
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TABLE 16 - Continued

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

Number of Defendants by County

Superior court Lower court
Percent change
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted -,
Total Total
County and Dis-t |Acquit~ | Guilty Dis—~ | Misde~ | Section | superior | lower
population group Total | missed ted plea | Trial | Total | missed | meanor [ 17 P.C. court | court
San Mateo
1971, . 1,253 104 21 1,064 64 | 1,342 552 296 494
1972, 1,229 99 28 1,033 69 | 1,301 507 285 509 -1.9 -3.1
Santa Barbara
1971, . . 690 38 17 568 67 362 82 92 188
1972. . . 704 36 18 606 44 486 161 167 158 2,0 34.3
Santa Clara
197 . . . . . 2,710 237 56 2,193 224 |+ 1,714 337 267 1,110
1972, . . . .. 2,670 234 53 2,165 218 { 1,073 293 169 611 -1.5 | ~37.4
Santa Cruz
w971, , ... .. 353 24 10 266 53 386 199 87 100
1972, 314 15 7 231 61 309 162 96 51 -11.0 | ~19.9
Shasta
1971, . . 293 14 1 269 9 80 32 30 18
1972, . 335 21 11 268 35 39 13 6 20 14.3 | -51.3
Sierra
19710 < v v .. 2 - 2 - - 1 - - 1
1972, . . . .. 7 2 - 1! 4 12 4 4 4 - -
Siskiyou
1971, 96 12 2 75 7 64 30 16 18
1972, 132 25 5 93 9 87 34 28 25 37.5 35.9
Solano
197L. . . . . .. 403 16 18 327 42 596 188 166 242
1972, . ... .. 417 8 20 329 60 726 223 196 307 3.5 21.8
Sonoma
1971, 275 22 8 230 15 475 131 98 246
1972, 213 27 10 164 12 533 130 99 304 -22.5 12.2
Stanislaus
1971. 554 103 24 377 50 933 432 175 326
1972, 801 128 29 564 80} 1,237 564 242 431 44,6 32.6
Sutter
1971, . . . 115 8 - 102 5 84 17 21 46
1972, 134 17 1 109 7 138 45 33 60 16.5 64.3
Tehama
1971, . .. . 98 4 2 80 12 30 11 10 9
1972, . . . 74 4 4 58 8 54 16 24 14 -5 80.0
Trinity
1971, 33 1 1 30 1 - - - -
1972, 34 3 - 26 5 18 3 4 11 3.0 -
Tulare
1971, 445 50 16 324 55 34 14 i7 3
1972, 515 76 19 364 56 70 23 27 20 15.7 | 105.9
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TABLE 16 - Continued

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

Number of Defendants by County

Superior court Lower court
Percent change
Not convicted Convicted Prosecuted
Total | Total
County and Dis- | Acquit- | Guilty Dis- | Misde~ | Section | superior | lower
population group Total | missed ted plea | Trial | Total | missed | meanor | 17 P.C. court | court
Tuolumne
1971. 105 9 2 79 15 555 212 97 246
1972, 116 9 3 95 9 536 177 102 257 10.5 ~3.4
Ventura
1971, 393 18 9 335 31 683 287 32 364
1972, 395 18 1l 326 40 558 299 43 216 0.5 1 -18.3
Yolo :
1971, 167 18 2 138 9 448 111 138 199
1972. 224 21 4 186 13 379 10% 118 155 34,1 | -15.4
Yuba
1971, 92 3 2 75 12 161 33 58 70
1972. 111 3 88 20 155 21 31 103 20.7 =-3.7
Recap by population
group
Statewide
1971. . 60,089 | 4,891 | 3,153 42,499 | 9,546 51,021 | 18,495 8,525 | 24,001
1972, 52,741 | 4,358 2,843 |38,015 7,525 | 43,937 {17,011 7,768 | 19,158 -12.2 | ~13.9
1-5,000,000-9,999,999
1971, . . . 128,475 2,138 2,302 17,301 | 6,734 |12,754 6,666 429 5,659
1972. 22,708 | 1,799 | 1,958 114,095 | 4,856 |10,862 | 6,173 268 4,421 -20.3 {-14.8
2-1,000,000~4,999,999
1971. .o« . . 11,318 991 352 8,895 11,080 ;16,572 | 4,157 ! 4,130 8,285
1972. 10,403 836 341 8,306 920 {12,614 3,811} 3,030 5,773 ~-8.1 | -23.9
3-200,000-999,999
1971. .. 15,487 | 1,374 368 12,530 | 1,215 {17,407 6,183 2,867 8,357
1972, 14,806 | 1,314 373 11,920 | 1,199 |15,966 | 5,533| 3,231 7,202 4.4 -8.3
4~50,000-199,999
1971, . 3,452 262 104 2,685 401 [ 2,950 999 779 1,172
1972, 3,504 276 129 2,690 409 3,052 | 1,026 876 1,150 1.5 3.5
5-10,000-49,999
1971, . 1,293 125 22 1,034 112 | 1,308 480 311 517
1972, 1,253 127 42 958 126 | 1,383 452 348 583 -3.1 5.7
6-0-9,999
1971. 64 1 5 54 4 30 10 9 11
1972. 67 6 - 46 15 60 16 15 29 4,7 | 100.0
Note: Percent change is not computed on numbers of 25 or less.




TABLE 17
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
County and Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal

population group filings population filings population filings filings
Statewide total

1971, « . . o o . . 65,425b 322.8 117,767 581.1

1972, « & v o 4 o 33,586 247.7° 104,596 509.6 - -11,2
Alameda

1971, « « . v . . 3,032 280.6 7,132 659.9

1972, « . 0 0. . 2,408 219.7 6,326 577.3 -20.6 -11.3
Alpine

1971, . . . o . . . - - - -

1972, . . . . . . - - - - - -
Amador®

1671, . . . . . . . 47 376.0 - -

1972, . . . . . . . 32 246.2 - - =-31.9 -
Butte

1971, . . . . . . 178 168.1 137 129.6

1972, « . . o . .. 250 232.8 227 211.4 40.4 65.7
Calaveras®

1970, . . . . 0 . 143 1007.0 - -

1972, . . . . . 109 756.9 - - ~23.8 -
Colusa®

1971, . . . . . .. 42 338.7 - -

1972, . . .. . 36 292.7 - - -14.3 -
Contra Costa

1973, . . . . o . 906 158.7 1,652 289.4

1972, v v v 0 o 0 1,043 178.8 1,835 314.5 15.1 11.1
Del Norte®

1970, « . o0 . .. 41 275.2 - -

1972, . . . . . L 40 258,1 - - ~2.4 -
El Dorado®

1971, . .« « 4 . . 113 245.1 - -

1972, « . . 0 . . 102 206.9 - - -9.,7 -
Fresno

1970, . 0 v 0 e . 1,064 252.4 2,180 517.2

1972, . . s .. . 804 187.2 1,919 446,8 ~24.4 -12.0
Glenn®

e 73 412.4 - -

1972, . . . o 0 .. 55 310.7 - - =24.7 -
Humboldt

1971, . . o o . . 317 316.1 518 516.5

1972 . ., ... ., 307 '307.6 615 616.2 -3.2 18.7
Imperial®

197k, « . o v o . 223 296.1 - -

1972, . . .0 .. 198 257.1 - - -11.2 -

55



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 court@ Percent change
Filings Filings
County and Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal
population group £ilings population filings population filings filings -

Inyo®

1971k « v« 4 o . 51 318.8 - -

1972, . . . . . . 42 257.7 - - -17.6 -
Kern

1974, « . o . . 783 233.3 1,517 452.0

1972, . . .. . 0 785 229.6 1,432 418.8 a.3 -5.6
Kings®

1970 < o v 4 o L 114 175.4 - -

1972, . . .. ... 120 176.0 - - 5.3 -
Lake®

1971, . . . . . . 108 514.,3 - -

1972, . . . .. L. 85 393.5 - - -21.3 -
Lassen®

B i 43 250.0 - -

1972, . o o L L 53 308.1 -~ - 23.3 -
Los Angeles

1971, . . .. ... 30,173 429.5 45,235 644.0

1972, ¢ v v 0. . . -d -d 39,417 565.8 - -12.9
Madera®

1974, . . . . . L 68 158.1 - _

1972, . . . . 0 o 111 252.8 - - 63.2 -
Marin

1978, . . . .. L. 351 169, 4 650 313.7

972, . .o . 0L 318 152.5 566 271.5 -9.4 -12.9
Mariposa®

B 10 149.3 - -

1972, . . .. . . 4 56,3 - - - -
Mendoecino®

197 . . . . L 292 564.8 - -

1972, .« o ... 273 520.0 - - «6.5 -
Merced

B 285 265.4 - -

1972, . . . 0 . L 315 283.5 - - 10.5 -
Modoc® -

971, . .. 0L 21 269.2 - -

1972, . . .. L 18 225.0 - - - -
Mono€

970 . . ..., - - - - )

1972, . . . .. L. 2 38.5 - - - -
Monterey

1970 « o v 0. L 965 383.9 1,414 562.5

1972, . . .. oL 992 389.6 1,275 500.8 2.8 -9.8
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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 court? Percent change
Filings Filings
County and Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal

population group filings population filings population filings filings
Napa®

1970, « v v o 0 e . 115 141,11 - -

1972, . . . . . .. 136 161.1 - - 18.3 -
Nevada®

1973, « . . o 51 182.8 - -

1972, v ¢ v 4 4 e s 30 103.4 - - -41.2 -
Orange

1970, . . . . 0. 2,574 171.8 10,505 701.3

1972, « . v . o . s 1,894 121.0 7,234 462.2 -26.4 -31.1
Placer®

1971, . . . o o v 229 286.3 - -

1972, v v v v e 198 237.1 - - -13.5 -
Plumas®

1971 & 4 0 v e e . 25 204.9 - -

1972, . . 0 .. 40 315.0 - - - -
Riverside

1971, .« . . 0 . 1,146 242.7 2,564 543.0

1972, . . . . . . 1,306 268.9 2,436 501.5 14.0 -5.0
Sacramento

1971, . . . . . . 1,578 241.6 5,389 830.4

1972, . . . . . o . 1,632 2443 3,996 598.1 4.1 ~25.8
San Benito®

1971. « . . . . . 32 172.0 - -

1972 « v 0 4 e e 72 367.3 - - 125.0 -
San Bernardino

1971, v v o o 0 e 2,253 323.4 3,094 444.2

19720 v 0 v v e e s 2,427 346.9 2,888 412.7 7.7 ~6.7
San Diego

1971, .« v o o . 3,712 266.2 8,811 631.7

1972, . . .« o 0 . 3,866 266.9 9,610 663.5 4.1 9.1
San Francisco

1971, « ¢ v o . . 3,218 457.6 8,123 1155.0

1972, « o . 0 . 2,988 435.8 7,048 1028.0 -7.1 -13.2
San Joaquin

1971 ¢ 0o . . 1,27 426.9 2,214 743.7

1972, « ¢ . o . o 1,170 390.1 2,296 765.6 -7.9 3.7
San Luwils Obispo

1974, . o o o 0 o 220 204.7 - -

19720 ¢ o v 0 e 178 161.7 - - -19.1 -
San Mateo

B 1,306 234.6 2,699 484.7

1972, o o o 0 0 e 1,287 229.7 2,814 502.1 =1.5 4.3
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TABLE 17 ~ Continued

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

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

Superilor court Municipal court? Percent 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, . . . v . 3,162 287.2 5,639 512.2

1972, . ., . . . 2,755 241.5 4,256 373.1 -12.9 -24.5
Santa Cruz

197, . . . . ., 403 317.3 842 663.0

1972, , . . . . 363 269.3 850 630.6 -9.9 1.0
Shasta® |

1970, . o . v 362 455.3 -

1972, . . . . . .. 443 ! 541.6 - ~ 22.4 -
Sierra® |

1971, . . . . ., 2 80.0 - -

1972, . . . . ., 9 360.0 - - - -
Siskiyou®

1971, . . . . e e 110 326.4 - -

1972, . o o L 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

197%, . . . . ., 310 145.5 822 385.7

1972. . .. 245 111.5 826 375.8 -21.0 0.5
Stanislaus

1971, « . . o . L 1,075 533.2 1,691 838.8

1972, . . . . L. 1,030 496.9 2,091 1008.7 ~4.2 23.7
Sutter®

1971, . . . . . . 138 322.4 - -

972, .. 0. L 102 230.8 - - -26.1 -
Tehama®

1971, . . . . . . 105 344.3 - -

1972, « o v 79 253.2 - - ~-24.8 -
Trinity®

1971, . . . . ., 39 481,35 - -

1972 . . . . o .. 37 430.2 - - -5.1 -
Tulare

LI A 560 288.5 315 162.3

1972, .. .. .. 531 267.2 324 163.1 -5.2 2.9
Tuolumne®

1970, « v 0 o L 125 534.2 - -

1972, . . . .. 107 449.6 - - ~14.4 -

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 court?@ Percent change
Filings Filings
County and Total per 100,000 Total per 100,000 Superior Municipal
population group filings population filings population filings filings

Ventura k

1971, . . . . .. . 414 104.8 2,322 587.7

1972, . . . . . 456 111.0 1,811 440.7 10.1 ~22.0
Yolo®

1973, . . .. v . 207 220.7 - -

1972, « v v o o 232 241.4 - - 12.1 -
Yuba®

1971, . . . . . 124 271.3 - -

1972, . . . . . 117 254.3 - - -5.6 -

Recap by population

group

Statewide total

1971, « v . o o . 65,425 322.8 117,767 581.1

1972, . . . o 33,5862 247.72 104,596 509.6 = ~11.2
1-5,000,000~-9,999,999

87, . ., . . 30,173 429.5 45,235 644 .0

1972, . ., . . ~d -d 39,417 565.8 - -12.9
2-1,000,000~4,999,999

1971, . . . . . . . 12,480 245.9 32,087 632.3

1972, . . . . 16,923 208.1 27,426 522.4 -12.5 ~14.5
3-200,000-995,999

1971 o v v 0w 17,328 277.7 37,543 601.7

1972, . .. 17,256 272.8 34,475 545,1 -0.4 -8.2 |
4-50,000-199,999

1971 « v v v 0w 3,933 272.0 2,902 200.7 ‘

1972, « o . . . . 3,998 268.7 3,278 220.3 1.7 13.0
5-10,000-49,999

1971, . . o . 0. 1,439 319.9 - -

1972, [N 1,339 289.6 - - -6.9 -
6"0"'9’999

1971, . . . o . . 72 236.1 - -

1972, . . . 70 218.8 - - ~2.8 J -

dpash in column indicates county does not have municipal court.

Los Angeles County data are not included.

®Because the population of this county is less than 100,000, the filing rate has been adjusted accordingly.
Data 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

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, ¢« « o o ¢ o 63,120 11,104 14,245 14,064 15,518 6,489 1,334 366 2.4

1972, « v 4 o o e s 54,999 8,804 12,098 | 13,386} 14,147 5,199 922 443 2.4
Alameda

1971 & ¢« v 4 o o @ 2,791 361 501 650 612 419 227 21 2.8

1972, 0 v ¢ o 4 e 2,454 258 521 540 639 364 103 29 2.8
Alpine

1970, « v o 0 0 . . - - - - - - - - -

1972, ¢ v 4 4 s 4 - - - - - - - - -
Amador

1970, .« 4 4 o 4 . 42 28 7 4 3 - - - 0.8

1972, v o o 6 0 v 33 22 4 5 1 1 - - 0.8
Butte

1971, v 4o ¢ v o o » 200 90 43 23 23 3 3 15 1.2

1972, v 4 v o 0 . 223 95 52 25 42 5 2 2 1.3
Calaveras

19710 ¢ o 4 ¢ « o o 140 22 28 26 49 14 - 1 2.7

1972, v 4 v v s e 104 29 16 15 24 13 - 7 2.4
Colusa

1970, . . . v . . 41 7 11 5 11 7 - - 2.5

1972, « 4 o . .. 39 10 10 3 14 2 - - 1.9
Contra Costa

1971, 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 789 78 148 220 270 63 3 7 2.7

1972 ¢ ¢ o « o & » 938 56 172 291 339 72 7 1 2.8
Del Norte

19710 v 4 o 4 e 41 13 13 5 7 3 - - 1.5

1972, v o o 0 0 . 32 12 10 1 7 2 - - 1.4
El Dorado

1971, ¢ ¢ & 4 o o o 120 36 40 14 25 4 1 - 1.6

1972, ¢ ¢ ¢ o o & 100 34 36 14 12 3 1 - 1.4
Fresno

19710 v ¢ ¢ o o & o 940 208 226 289 169 40 6 2 2.1

19720 v ¢ o o o o & 766 151 197 163 201 49 4 1 2.2
Glenn

1971, v 4 v 0 v . 63 22 18 9 10 4 - - 1.5

1972, & v v 4w . 52 21 12 3 11 5 - - 1.4
Humboldt

1971 4 o o o o« o o 283 95 72 59 41 14 1 1 1.6

1972, v ¢ o o s o » 290 o8 82 27 54 24 4 1 1.5
Imperial

19710 o 4 o o o = » 228 86 39 31 45 23 1 3 1.7

1972, & v 4 4 0 e 203 72 39 29 44 16 2 1 1.7
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TABLE 18 ~ Continued
TABLE 18 - Continued L °

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

. T in Months by Count
Time in Months by County ime in Mon 7 v

) Less 24,0

County and Total iﬁiﬁ zgéo County and Total than or
def 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
population grovy | 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 population group | defendants

e e e e . . .

Bf l;971. e e e e e 119 21 35 29 24 7 2 1 2.1
1970 4 v s v v . 50 14 12 4 11 7 2 - 1.9 10720 v e e e e 115 17 40 21 30 7 - - 2.0
1972, ¢ . v 4. . 47 14 9 7 4 10 3 - 2.0

, - - Nevada

T 1971 v ¢ o o o o o 48 10 14 6 14 4 - - 2.0
1971, . . . v ... 708 227 132 114 162 65 7 1 1.9 1972 I 35 7 12 8 7 1 - - 1.8
1972, o v o 0w . 727 214 135 171 156 41 5 5 2.0 et

Orange

Y 19%1. e e e e s 2,556 1,004 355 254 585 318 32 8 1.7
B 105 39 24 14 25 3 - - 1.5 10720 0 4 e e e 2,078 844 272 218 410 268 52 14 1.7
19720 v v 0 4 v v 120 37 45 24 8 5 1 - 1.5

Placer

T 1971e o o o o o o » 209 72 59 29 40 9 - - 1.5
1971, . . . . . .. 99 37 20 12 19 9 2 - 1.6 19720 v v e e e 222 73 45 35 53 15 1 - 1.8
1972, ¢ v v .o . . 60 22 10 5 14 8 1 - 1.8

' Plumas

Lassen 1970, o v e 28 2 7 6 8 5 - - 2.8
1971 v v v v . e 56 32 7 4 9 3 1 - 0.9 19720 4 o o o o v o 13 3 2 2 4 2 - - 2.7
19720 4 4 v ol 49 27 9 5 7 1 - - 0.9

- Riverside

Los Angeles 19710 « o v v v o o] 1,241 311 290 273 267 77 16 7 2.0
1971, . . .. .. 29,876 3,858 6,500 6,721 8,315 3,637 631 214 2.6 1972, « o o, 1,106 242 256 249 283 57 12 7 2.2
19720 v v v 0 0 . . 23,641 2,568 4,948 5,547 7,036 2,823 455 264 2.7

Sacramento

Madera aigyl_ e e e e 1,443 175 631 406 192 35 4 - 1.8
1971, . . 0. .. 76 22 21 19 9 5 - - 1.7 1972 e 1,549 254 568 442 239 42 4 - 1.9
1972, 4 v v v . . 94 17 35 27 12 1 2 - 1.8 tt

San Benito

157 1971 4 4 o v o o o 30 17 7 3 3 - - - 0.9
19710 v v v w e e 336 16 63 64 105 59 23 6 3.7 1972, .« . 60 30 17 7 5 1 - - 1.0
19720 v 0 0 0 0. . 320 18 50 76 118 37 6 15 3.4

S Bernardino

Hariposa T U AT NPT 453 436 343 624 287 3 9 2.6
1970 . . 0 L 10 4 1 1 3 - - 1 2.0 . 1972, v v e e e 1,861 391 305 242 588 275 50 10 2.9
19720 o 0 . . . .. 7 - 1 - 5 1 - - 4.5 tt

Diego

Mendocino Sarllgn_g. e e 3,566 807 671 | 1,077 788 181 33 9 2.2
19710 4 v 0 0 0 v . 271 78 110 37 28 18 - - 1.5 1972 e e 3,480 734 577 1,034 846 238 30 21 2.4
1972, v v v W . . . 240 [ 68 66 45 46 9 5 1 1.7 e

; Francisco

Merced 33;97]1:.“? e e 3,279 319 801 553 792 578 209 27 2.9
N 284 93 115 55 16 5 - - 1.4 1972 R 2,694 266 660 913 566 200 63 26 2.4
1972, .. . . . 272 68 94 74 31 4 - 1 1.7 tt

San Joaquin

Modoc 1971n v v e e e 1,049 244 337 182 187 86 12 1 1.8
1971 . . . . . .. 19 11 3 2 3 - - - 0.9 - - 1972 R 1,117 265 339 186 176 121 27 3 1.8
1972, ¢ .. 0L . 17 7 5 2 2 -~ 1 - 1.3 v

S Luis Obispo

Momno 32973' .. .p. “ e 210 87 53 32 32 6 - - 1.3
1971. “ % s s e e - - - - - - - - - - L] 1972 e e s e s e s 163 60 42 34 20 7 - - 1.5
1872, . . . . . .. 2 1 1 - - - - - 1.0 ’ *

t

Monterey Sa;jgl;ii ee e 1,303 280 228 274 374 113 26 8 2.5
N 857 292 182 178 167 31 6 1 1.7 1972, o oo 1,258 208 240 364 370 64 6 6 2.5
19720 v v 0w . . . 782 177 203 217 147 32 4 2 2.0 :
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MEDIAN TIME FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION IN SUPERIOR COURT, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

TABLE 18 ~ Continued

Time in Months by County

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

TABLE 18 - Continued

Time in Months by County

Less 24.0
County and Total 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
Santa Barbara

1971, « . . . 703 127 226 147 138 50 11 4 1.9

1972, « + .« 721 196 252 165 86 15 7 - 1.6
Santa Clara

1971, + « o« . 2,900 494 833 921 541 92 10 9 2.1

1972, . . . . 2,795 321 814 1,005 514 102 26 13 2.2
Santa Cruz

1971, « . . . 372 115 94 74 64 21 3 1 1.7

1972, . . . . 328 52 75 107 68 21 3 2 2.3
Shasta

1971, . . . . 299 123 76 35 56 5 3 1 1.3

1972, « « . . 343 90 71 63 108 11 - - 2.1
Sierra

1971, . . . . 3 - 1 - 1 1 - - 4.5

1972, « . . . 7 1 1 2 3 - - - 2.7
Siskiyou

1971. . . . . 99 30 21 19 24 2 2 1 1.9

1972, o o « . 137 32 48 28 19 9 - 1 1.7
Solano

1971, « . . . 436 71 107 a5 128 29 4 2 2.4

1972, « . . . 449 108 123 115 88 14 1 - 1.9
Sonoma

1971, « .« . . 290 58 75 58 68 28 1 2 .2

1972, « v . . 221 42 45 48 57 27 2 - 2.4
Stanislaus

1971, « . . . 815 107 239 328 119 18 3 1 2.1

1972, « « « o 987 142 217 381 194 47 3 3 2.3
Sutter

197L., « . . W 120 42 17 14 25 22 - - 2.0

1972. « + . . 137 37 23 23 46 5 3 - 2.3
Tehama

1971, « . . . 103 53 30 10 6 4 - - 1.0

1972, . . . . 77 34 18 9 16 - - - 1.2
Trinity

1971, .. . . 33 11 11 6 4 1 - - 1.5

1972, « . . . 35 9 12 6 5 3 - ~- 1.7
Tulare

1971, . . . . 476 iil 127 98 109 27 3 1 2.0

1972, . . . . 527 76 123 124 142 51 8 3 2.5
Tuolumne

1971, . . . . 111 42 23 11 28 4 3 - 1.5

1972, . . . . 121 49 17 12 25 13 5 - 1.6
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Yolo

Yuba

Less 24.0
County and Total 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
Ventura

19710 4 o v o @ w . 399 54 61 178 82 19 5 - 2.4

19720 v v v v v s 410 30 62 167 121 20 6 4 2.6

19710 @ v o 4 0 o s 173 56 29 29 38 19 1 1 2.0

19720 4 4 v v o e 228 72 44 29 53 24 6 - 1.9

1971, w4 0 o 0 o s 93 39 15 14 20 5 - - 1.5

1972, v 4 s o o o s 113 23 16 31 31 11 1 - 2.5

Recap by

population group
Statewide total

19710 ¢ o o ¢ o o o 63,120 11,104 14,245 14,064 15,518 6,439 1,334 366 2.4

1972, v v s ¢ o . . 54,999 8,804 12,098 13,386 14,147 5,199 922 443 2.4
1-5,000,000~9,999,999

19710 4 4 ¢« 0 o e W 29,876 3,858 6,500 6,721 8,315 3,637 631 214 2.6

19720 ¢ v o o s o @ 23,641 2,568 4,948 5,547 7,036 2,823 455 264 2.7
2-1,000,000-4,999,999

1971, & o v o o o 1,813 2,666 2,360 2,902 2,526 1,010 302 47 2.3

1972, &« v v 0 4 . s 10,807 2,157 2,184 2,797 2,409 972 211 77 2.3
3-200,000-999,999

1971, 4 4 ¢ v w e . 16,341 2,949 4,075 3,607 3,716 1,549 369 76 2.3

1972 v 4 ¢ o o o o 15,457 2,652 3,701 4,075 3,641 1,099 206 83 2,3
4-50,000-199,999 |

1971 ¢« v o @ 0 o 3,665 1,137 283 640 669 189 21 26 1.7

1972, v « v & o o 3,723 986 941 752 787 213 33 11 1.9
5-10,000-49,999

19710 v v o o o o s 1,360 468 311 185 281 102 11 2 1.6

1972. v o v o o o o 1,303 423 304 205 259 88 16 8 1.7
6~0-9,999

1971, & . 4 4 4 0 65 26 16 9 11 2 - 1 1.4

1972, & v o v 4 0 . 68 18 20 10 15 4 1 - 1.8
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TABLE 19

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

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

Superior court Municipal court®
4 Weighted
Judicial caseload Judicial Weighted
Total positions per Total positions caseload
County and judicial per 100,000 judicial judieial per 100,000 per judicial
. population group positions population position® positions?® population position
Statewide total
1971, . . . . . . 564 2.8 65,741 392 1.9 61,725
1972, & . v . . 573 2.8 58,022 414 2.0 57,236
Alameda
1971, . . . o . 27 2.5 56,858 29 2.7 59,105
1972, . . . . . . 27 2.5 55,482 29 2.6 55,085
Alpined
1971, . . . o . . 1 200.0 3,293 - - -
1972, . . . . .. 1 166.8 3,253 - - -
Amadord
1971, . .« . . . 1 8.0 21,994 - - -
1972, . . . . .. 1 7.7 21,832 - - -
Butte
1971, . . . . . 3 2.8 40,062 1 0.9 60,052
1972, . . . .. 3 2.8 44,035 1 0.9 73,346
Calaverasd
1971, . . . . .. 1 7.0 44,633 - - -
1972, . . . . . . 1 6.9 44,435 - - -
Colusad
e 1 8.1 21,974 - - -
1972, . . . . . . 1 8.1 18,126 - - -
Contra Costa
1971, .« . . . . . 12 2.1 54,874 11 1.9 49,561
1972, . . .+ . . 12 2.1 58,612 12 2.1 52,817
Del Norted
1971, . . . . . 1 6.7 29,331 - - -
1972, . . . . . . 1 6.5 26,712 - - -
E1 Doradod
B N 2 4.3 51,881 - - -
1972, . . . . . 2 4.1 59,385 - - -
. Fresno
1971, v ¢ v v e W 10 2.4 50,762 6 1.4 71,210
1972, « . o v . 10 2.3 52,270 6 1.4 64,240
. Glennd
1971, « . . . 1 5.6 29,494 - - -
1972, . . . . . 1 5.6 23,847 - -, -
Humboldt
1973, . . . . . . 3 3.0 48,191 1 1.0 68,760
19724 . L. ... 3 3.0 48,392 1 1.0 79,402
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TABLE 19 - Continued

Weighted Caseload by County

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

Number of Judicial Positions, Rate per 100,000 Population, and

Superior court Municipal court?®
Tudicial Weighted
udicia caseload Judicial Weighted
Total positions per Total i :
positions caseload
. Ciuziy and judicialb per 100,000 judicial judicial per 100,000 per judicial
o population %foup pogitions population position® positions? Population position
Imperiald
]]:g;i be e e 4 2 2.7 58,303 - - -
e e e e 2 2.6 62,823 - - -
Inyod
ig;;. e e e e 1 6.3 26,025 - -
e e e v e 1 6.1 22,156 - - :
Kern
971, . . . . .. 9 2.7
. 53,394 [ 1.8
972, . . . ... 9 2.6 54,298 6 1.8 19 700
. 44,746
Kingsd
}g;;. e e e e e 1 1.5 74,625 - -
1 v e e e e e 1 1.5 77,917 - - :
Laket
ig;;. e e e e e 1 4.8 51,447 - -
P e e e e e 1 4.6 48,813 - - :
Lassend
ig;;, P e e e e 1 5.8 28,102 - -
[ 1 5.8 24,954 - - :
Los Angeles
971, . ., .. 217 3.1
972, . . ... 217 3:1 Zg'ggg 1oy > e
' 167 2.4 61,640
Maderad
ig;;. C e e e e 1 2.3 58,711 - -
e e e e e, 1 2.3 71,088 - - :
Marin
1971, . . .. .. 7 3
1972, . . . ... 7 3.4 35 338 4 e 5 o80
’ 4 1.9 57,986
Mariposad
ig;%. e e e 1 14.9 8,361 - -
s e e e e, 1 14.1 9,571 - - :
Mendocinod
:lt,g;]z.. e e e e 2 3.9 57,474 - -
e e e e e 2 3.8 58,989 - - :
Merced
ig;%. Ce e e e 3 2.8 52,756 - - -
e e e . 3 2.7 51,208 - - -
Modoed
}3;;. e e 1 12.8 17,061 ~ -
e e e e e 1 12.5 12,305 - - :
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TABLE 19 - Continued

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

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

Superior court Municipal court?
Weighted
Judicial caseload Judicial Welghted
Total positions per Total positions caseload
County and judicial per 100,000 judicial judicial per 100,000 per judicigl
population group positions population position positions® population position
Monod
1971, « « 4 o . 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, . v o v . 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, . .+ o« . . 34 2.3 55,097 32 2,1 59,524
1972, .« « .« . . 36 2.3 55,965 34 2.2 56,435
Placerd
1971, . .« . . 2 2.5 69,742 - - -
1972, . . . . . . 2 2.4 83,479 - - -
Plumasd
1971, .+ .+ . o« . . 1 8.2 18,070 - - -
1972, ¢ . . . . . 1 7.9 26,402 - - -
Riverside
1971, . « « o o 13 2.8w . 50,396 8 1.7 61,467
1972, . . . o . 14 2.9 56,540 8 1.6 60,005
Sacramento R
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, . . .« 0 18 2.6 57,912 11 1.6 57,218
San Diego
197k, . . . . . 31 2.2 62,600 32 2.3 51,752
1972, .« v 4 . . 32 2.2 67,709 32 2,2 55,656
San Francisco
1971, . . . o o . 31 4.4 54,157 19 2.7 61,923
1972, « . o« . 0 e 31 4.5 53,118 19 2.8 57,722
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TABLE 19 - Continued

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

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

County and
population group

San Joaquin
B
1972, . . . . ..

San Luis Obispo
971, . o . oL
972, . . ...

San Mateo
1971, . . . . ..
1972, . . ... .

Santa Barbara
971, . . .. L.
1972, . . . . ..

Santa Clara
1971, « . . . ..
1972, . . . . ..

Santa Cruz
197, . . . . L.
1972, . ., . ..

Shastad
R
1972, . . . ...

Sierrad
1971. . . .. ..
1972, . . . . . .

Siskiyoud
1971, . . . ..
1972 , . . .,

Solano
971, . . .. ..
972, . ... ..

Sonoma
e
1872, . . . ...

Stanislaus
1971, . . . . ..,
1972, . . . . ..

Sutterd
1971, . . .. ..
1972, . . . . . .

Superior court Municipal court?
Weighted
Judicial caseload Judicial Weighted
Total positions per Total positions caseload
judicial per 100,000 judicial judieial, per 100,000 per judicial

positions population position® positions population position
7 2.4 62,086 6 2.0 57,607
8 2.7 55,736 7 2.3 52,703
3 2.8 54,340 - - -
3 2.7 51,957 - - -
14 2.5 55,922 9 1.6 55,702
14 2.5 54,951 10 1.8 54,557
8 3.0 41,158 5 1.9 58,299
8 3.0 45,312 5 1.9 54,018
25 2.3 64,678 19 1.7 56,294
25 2.2 65,712 20 1.8 51,687
3 2.4 61,699 2 1.6 85,358
3 2.2 61,674 3 2.2 64,058
2 2.5 87,315 -~ - -
2 2.4 92,619 - - -
1 40.0 4,007 - - -
1 40.0 3,622 - - -
1 3.0 59,605 - - -
1 2.9 69,302 - - -
4 2.3 50,554 3 1.7 49,760
4 2.2 54,635 4 2.2 42,201
5 2.3 56,275 4 1.9 56,532
5 2.3 55,147 4 1.8 55,180
5 2.5 63,598 3 1.5 66,450
6 2.9 66,292 3 1.4 77,681
2 4,7 35,289 - - -
2 4.5 35,228 - - -
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TABLE 19 - Continued

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

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

T
Superior court Municipal court?
Weighted
Judicial caseload Judicial Weighted
ions caseload
Total positions per ) Total posit
County and judicial per 100,000 judicial judicial per 100,000 per judicial
population group positionsb population position positions population position
Tehamad i
elg?i. P T 1 3.3 51,928 - -
1972, .« « o . o 1 3.2 52,241 - - -
Trinityd ) ) )
1971, v v v v 0w 1 12.3 16,201
1972, . . . o o . 1 11.6 16,756 - - -
Tui;;i C e e e e 3 1.5 75,140 1 0.5 72,753
1972' : e e e s e 4 2.0 57,149 1 0.5 78,505
Tuolumned A
UEQ;T. e e e e e 1 4.3 53,627 - - 3
1972, . .« o o . o 1 4.2 53,387 - -
VE;;;Ia e e e e e 8 2.0 50,770 7 1.8 65,555
1972. c e e e e e 8 1.9 53,970 8 1.9 58,193
d
Yoig7l. e s e e s e s 2 2.1 61,293 - - -
1972, + « . 0 e 2 2.1 68,345 - - -
d
Yu§;71. e e e e e 2 4.4 37,098 - - -
1972, + v ¢ 0 0 4. 2 4.3 37,027 - - -
Recap by population
group
Sti;?Yide tOta% . e . 564 2.8 56,877 392 1.9 61,725
1972. ) : : o e s 573 2.8 58,022 414 2.0 57,236
1_56320,000-9’999’99? 217 3.1 59,443 159 2.3 61,400
1972' .. : : : . . 217 3.1 60,625 167 2.4 61,640
— Q
2-15220’000 ?’?9?,?9: 117 2.3 59,532 112 2.2 57,157
1972. ) : e e e e e 120 2.3 61,019 115 2.2 55,052
3-iggi000-999,99? . 168 2.7 55,189 113 1.8 61,692
1972' .. : : e s . 173 2.7 56,084 122 1.9 55,583
- - 9
* i8§200 199,9? e 35 2.4 59,109 8 0.6 65,195
1972' X : : e e e 36 2.4 59,852 10 0.7 59,223
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TABLE 19 - Continued

SUPERIOR AND MUNICIPAL COURT PERSONNEL, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

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

Superior court

Hunicipal court?

Weighted
Judicial caseload Judicial Weighted
Total positions per Total positions caseload
County and judicial per 100,000 judicial judieial per 100,000 per judicial
population group positions population position® positions® population position
5~10,000-49,999
1 21 4.7 38,561 - - -
1972 v v v v e e 21 4.5 40,301 - - -
6~-0-9,999
1971. . .. 6 19.7 9,156 - - -
1972, « « .+ . 6 18,8 11,306 - - -

3pash in column indicates county does not have a municipal court.
Includes referees and commissioners.
Court filings 1n each category of proceedings are weighted according to

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.
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the average time required on

TABLE 20

Amount and Percent Change by County

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

County and
population group

Statewide total
197L. « . o 4 s
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, e
1972, . . . . .

El Dorado
1971. .
1972.

Fresno
1971, . . .« . . .
1972, . . . .

Glenn
1971, . . . . ..
1972, . . . . .

Humboldt
1971, . . . .
1972, . . . .

S T T I T I T LTI T T

Data shown in thousands of dollars

Percent changed

Superior court Lower court
expenditures expenditures
$38, 809 §59,475
43,225 65,942

2,031 3,915
2,126 4,816
4 7

6 8
17 39
21 37
141 260
131 266
7 49

7 54
33 79
33 74
690 1,689
812 1,952
19 31
18 30
37 155
29 159
406 1,285
426 1,429
43 60
76 72
47 303
52 330
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Superior Lowér
court court
11.4 10.9
4.7 23.0
37.5 20.3
23.1 -4.7
~7.6 2.4
8.5 10.4
0.8 -6.5
17.7 15.6
~1.7 -2.7
-20.7 2.9
4.8 11.2
78.9 20.1
10.2 9.1




TABLE 20 - Continued

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 197

Amount and Percent Change by County

1 AND 1972

County and
population group

Data shown in thousands of dollars

Percent changea

Lower

Imperial
1971, + v o v e

1972, « v o v ow oo

Inyo

1971, » v e e

1972, v ¢ o v o e

Kern
1971, ¢ o e e s
1972, .« .« . s .

Kings
1971, . o . v s
1972, « v 0 .

Lake
1971, . v v e s e
1972 « 4 o e s s

Lassen
1971 « o o o s

19720 o 0 0 00 s e

Los Angeles
1971, « v o

1972, 4 v 0 0 e s

Madera

19710 o v v e
1972« o v 4 o e

Marin

1971 0 0 0 e 0 e s

1972, . 0 v . s

Mariposa
1971, « v o .
19720+ ¢ ¢ o e

Mendocino |
19710 0 . .
1972, + « + o

Merced
1971, « o o 0
19720 v« « 0

Modoce
19710 v o ¢ e e

1972, v ¢ o o v o s

Mono
1971 « v« o
19720+ ¢ o v s

Superior court Lower court Superior
expenditures expenditures court court
$ 130 $ 302
152 352 17,1 16.6
26 45
20 47 -22.4 3.8
534 975
600 1,008 12.4 3.4
116 220
103 247 -10.8 12.1
16 74
17 83 6.4 11.9
20 45
24 46 15.7 1.1
17,703 16,972
19,095 18,004 7.9 6.1
52 126
66 147 28.7 16.1
556 796
714 912 28.4 14.5
16 22
15 27 -6.8 23.7
98 205
91 223 ~=7.0 8.6
111 323
106 351 -4.8 8.5
22 29
18 34 -18.8 15.1
7 29
13 34 97.9 15.1
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TABLE 20 - Continued

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

Amount and Percent Change by County

Déta shown in thousands of dolliars Percent change?@ o
County and pe. v
population group S:iz:igitzg::t eigzzgizzzzg Sugiﬁizr o
Monterey -
ig;;. . $ 232 $ 797
. 300 889 29.2 11.5
Napa
ig;;. C e e e e 107 189
c e e e e e s 93 198 -12.6 4.8
Nevada
1971.
: ; 0
Orange .
ig;;. . 1,725 4,680
. 2,025 5, 444 17.4 16.3
Placer
ig;;. e e e e e 72 200
e e e e e 58 202 -20.2 1.4
Plumas
B 42 61
1972. 53 67 26.3 9.9
Riverside
ig;é. 871 1,433
. 966 1,542 11.0 7.7
Sacramento |
ig;;- . 1,170 1,370
. 1,539 1,832 31.5 33.7
San Benito
1971. . . . 11 55
1972, . . . . 16 60 45.5 8.7
San Bernardino
ig;%. . . 1,428 2,129
N 1,730 2,663 21.2 25.1
San Diego
7L 2,348 5,356
. 2,978 6,423 27.1 19.9
San Francisco
S 1,955 3,178
1972, . 2,339 3,527 19.6 11.0
San Joaquin
1971, « . . o . 460 827
19720 v v v v o e 426 859 ~-7.5 3.9
San Luis Obispo
197L. .+ « PN 121 276
1972, . . o . 0 . 128 297 6.3 7.7




TABLE 20 ~ Continued

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

Amount and Percent Change by County

TABLE 20 -~ Continued

SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT EXPENDITURES, FISCAL YEARS 1971 AND 1972

Amount and Percent Change by County

76

Data shown in thousands of dollars Percent change?@
County and Superior court Lower court Superior Lower
population group expenditures 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
1971, . . . . . 144 331
1972. . . . . . 160 392 11.2 18.2
Shasta
1971 . 49 210
1972 . 82 225 68.2 7.0
Sierra
1971 . 22 13
1972. [N 10 17 -55.9 31.7
Siskiyou
R 67 143
1972, . . . . . 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
Stanislaus .
1971. . . 282 558
1972, . . 356 651 26.3 16.5
Sutter
1971, . . . . . 43 100
21972, . . . . 67 105 58.2 4.9
Tehama
1971, . . . ... 11 101
1972, . . . 11 107 ~4.5 5.5
ﬂ.grinity
TEL97L. . . . . 21 35
1972. . . ., 22 34 4.9 -2.5
Tulare
1971, » « . . . . 194 507
1972, . . . . .. 156 555 ~19.8 9.5

Data shown *n thousands of dollars

Percent change?

County and Superior court Lower court Superior Lower

population group expenditures expenditures court court
Tuolumne

1971. $ 22 $ 80

1972. 20 93 -7.3 16.3
Ventura

7 558 1,232

1972, . . . 0 . . . 581 1,236 4.2 0.3
Yolo

1971. . . P 195 296

1972, . < . . . 181 336 7.4 13.5
Yuba

197k, « v« v . 4 . 41 84 )

1972. . . .. 45 100 10.2 19.3

Recap by population

group

Statewide total

1971, . . . PR 38,809 59,475

1972, . . . . . . . 43,225 65,942 11.4 10.9
1-5,000,000~9,999,999

1971, « « . . . .. 17,703 16,972

1972. 19,095 18,004 7.9 6.1
2-1,000,000-4,999,999

R 7,832 16,904

1972. . . . . 9,015 19,976 15.1 18.2
3~200,000-999,999

1971, . . . .. 11,042 19,962

1972. . 12,843 21,768 16.3 9.0
4-50,000-199,999

1971. . . 1,599 4,112

1972. . 1,570 4,532 . ~-1.8 10.2
5-10,000-49,999

1971, . . . . . . 541 1,390 .

1972. . 618 1,508 14.2 8.5
6-0-9,999

1971. . 92 135

1972, . . .. 84 154 -8.7 4.1

Bpercent change is computed using actual figures.
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TABLE 21
SUPERTOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Status by County

Superior court? Lower court? Percent change
Active Active ) Probationers | Superior | Lower
County and caseload caseload per 100,000 court court
population group July 1 | Received | Removed { July 1 [ Received | Removed ! population July 1 | July 1
Statewide total
1972, . . . .. .. 68,763 27,669 27,356 | 46,182 38,292 22,926 560.1
1973, . . . o ... 71,288 14,966 15,143 | 67,497 24,318 17,768 669.1 3.7 46.2
Alameda
1972, v v v o e . . 3,571 1,265 1,607 - 3,372 853 325.9
19730 0 v v o . . .| 3,407 1;121 1,325 | 7,226 - - 972.5 ~4.,6 -
Alpineb
1972, . . . .. - - - - - - -
1973. . . . .. . - - - - - - - - -
Amador® . DJ,L‘
1972, 4 v e 4 . e 27 20 12 4 - - 238.5
1973, « v v v . . 35 37 16 3 - - 271.4 29.6 -
Butte
1972, v v v o e . 230 99 92 116 96 72 322.2
219730 0 e e e e 235 108 109 141 122 100 340.0 2.2 21.6
CalaverasP (
1972, . . . . . .. 143 51 57 - - - 993.1
1973. . . o v e .. 137 69 75 - 6 - 901.3 4.2 -~
Colusab o P
1972, . . . . . .. 52 26 22 8 3 9 48745
1973, & v v v . 59 30 28 5 5 4 $12.0 13.5 -
Contra Costa
19720 v v e e . 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 26.7
Del Norteb
1972, . . . . . . . 27 14 11 - 5 - 174.2
1973, . . . . . . 31 19 12 17 9 3 317.9 14.8 -
El Dorado®
1972, v v v v e e 127 43 46 41 56 27 340.8
1973, + v 4 v b om 119 52 61 108 58 62 450.4 ~6.3 163.4
Fresno
1972, . 0 . 4 v . . 1,156 448 461 - 1,077 634 269.2
1973. . . . . . .. 1,194 248 386 1,658 1,140 833 653.2 3.3 -
GlennP
1972, . . . . . .. 95 31 26 6 12 3 570.6
1973, v v v . 4 . 100 28 29 15 22 7 638.9 5.3 -
Humboldt .
19720 . . ... L. 178 111 102 22 13 17 200.4
1973, . ¢ o o o .. 183 92 129 22 28 16 200.4 2.8 -
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TABLE 21 - Continued

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

Status by County

Superior court® Lower court? Percent change
Active Active Probationers | Superior | Lower
County and caseload caseload per 100,000 court court
population group July 1 | Received | Removed | July 1 | Received | Removed population July 1 | July 1
Imperialb
1972, . . 244 103 84 22 20 9 345.5
1973. N 269 122 121 32 96 17 385.4 10.2 -
Inycb
1972. . 9l 32 36 - 14 - 558.3
1973. 86 28 33 54 27 8 828.4 -5.5 -
Kern K
1972. . . 721 314 338 - 466 264 210.9 ’
1973. . - 720 285 290 1,348 521 788 604.7 -0.1 -
KingsP %
1972. . 109 50 26 212 89 127 470.7 :
1973. . 137 44 26 176 100 112 463.0 25.7 ¢ -17.0
Lakeb
1972. 118 37 45 - 4 - 546.3
1973. . - 109 32 38 - - - 480,2 ~7.6 -
Lassend
1972. . 33 10 11 83 91 32 674.4
1973. . 30 6 17 80 67 71 621.5 -9.1 -3.6
Los Angeles
1972. . . 31,785 11,523 12,061 | 17,813 14,494 7,706 711.9
1973. ., . 32,398 - - | 24,192 - - 812.3 1.9 35.8
Maderab
1972. . 57 24 20 115 82 80 391.8
1973, 63 42 36 126 137 75 428.6 10.5 9.6
Marin
1972, . . . 315 173 151 592 380 347 435.0
1973. . 357 195 142 647 347 303 465.2 13.3 9.3
Mariposab
1972. 14 6 1 - 2 - 197.2 -
1973, . . 19 11 7 2 1 - 283.8 - -
Mendocino?
1972. . . . 149 91 81 8 23 7 299.0
1973. . . 161 88 97 24 37 17 335.1 8.1 -
Merced
1972. . 302 140 164 - 46 8 271.8
1973, . . . 282 156 158 42 88 33 289.0 ~6.6 | -
ModocP
1972, . 31 9 6 27 17 9 725.0
1973. . . . 34 16 9 29 13 9 807.7 2.7 7.4
Monob
1972. 20 17 5 17 9 7 711.5
1973, . 31 14 13 21 6 16 838.7 - e -
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SUPERLIOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Status by County

Superior court? Lower court? Percent change
Active Active Probationers | Superior | Lower
County and caseload caseload per 100,000 court court
population group July 1 | Received | Removed | July 1 | Received | Removed | population July 1 jJuly 1
Monterey
1972. 790 425 402 262 146 168 413.2
1973. 818 394 419 245 254 152 406.5 3.5 -6.5
Napab |
1972. 164 74 46 357 210 149 617.3 |
1973. 191 84 49 420 352 124 708.8 16.5 17.6 |
Nevadab
1972, 86 22 22 5% 19 44 500.0
1973. 87 34 27 35 29 19 405.3 1.2 -40.7
Orange
1972. . . 2,714 1,089 1,263 3,623 2,115 1,506 404.9
1973. . 2,618 938 1,309 4,378 1,864 1,674 435,7 ~-3.5 20.8
Placerb
1972, . 192 76 71 117 97 98 370.1
1973. - 223 120 94 73 103 89 339.1 16.1 -37.6
Plumasb
1972, . o . . . 33 14 19 28 37 28 480.3
1973. . . . . . 27 9 13 40 38 36 511.5 -18.2 42.9
Riverside
1972, . . i . . 993 532 523 3,070 1,036 1,011 836.5
1973. 1,038 613 532 1,646 1,336 999 535.9 4.5 ~46.4
Sacramento
1972. . 1,759 791 655 3,675 2,680 1,974 813.4
1973. . 1,964 657 723 4,446 2,424 2,217 948.2 11.7 21.0
San Benitob
1972. . 23 26 16 21 35 13 224.5
1973. . 43 34 20 33 37 27 395.8 - -
San Bernardino
1972. 1,771 9%0 962 2,359 1,412 1,314 590.3 a
1973. 1,916 1,00u8 834 2,619 1,346 1,522 649.5 8.2 11.0 |
San Diego
1972. 4,829 1,871 1,720 4,753 1,067 4 661.6
1973. 5,029 1,854 1,775 5,493 1,954 795 709.9 4,1 15.6
San Francisco
1972. . 4,884 1,530 1,065 - - - 712.4
1973. . 5,366 1,373 1,050 - - - 787.7 9.9 -
San Joaquin .
1972. . . . . 623 391 274 436 237 234 353.1.
1973. . . 769 250 32 434 458 208 400.5 23.4 -0.5
San Luis Obispo
1972, . . . 253 69 102 296 263 188 498.6 .
1973. . . . 231 109 82 374 341 236 513.6 -8.7 26.4
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SUPERIOR AND LOWER COURT ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Status by County

County and
populacion group
San Mateo
1972. . . .
1973. . . .

Santa Barbara
1972.
1973. . . .

L ]

Santa Clara
1972, « .+ . . .
1973, + 4 4 e v .

Santa Cruz

1973. . . . . . . .
Sierrab
19720 v o 0 0 e
1973, v o v . e e

siskiyou?

1973, « 0 o v e

Solano
1972, « v v e o
1973, . . . v .

Sonoma
1972, v v 4 e . .
1973« o . e 0

Stanislaus
1972, . 4 v o o o
1973. . .
Sutterb
1972,

.....

-------

Trinity?

1972, . v o o w0
19730 0 0 0 v v s

Tulare

1972, . . . v 0. .
19730 v v 0 e w o .

15
1

Active

i caseload

|

'

Superior court?
Active W
caseload
July 1 | Received | Removed
1,492 682 815
1,397 576 32 :
734 470 260
958 452 300
\
i
2,537 1,327 1,318
2,613 1,148 1,242
489 161 142
510 213 154
334 259 160
437 230 184
4 1 1
4 - -
60 51 35
77 35 42
403 261 202
474 275 220
259 99 138
232 108 136
765 394 264
917 285 316
103 57 51
105 61 43
171 52 40
186 68 59 °
27 24
37 17
532 251 306
496 183 240

July 1

1,634
1,674

1,103
2, 340

234
281

27
35

26
27

383
953

624
705

371
386

76
122

56
&7

513
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Lower courta Percent change
Probationers | Superior | Lower
pex 100,000 court court
Received | Removed | population July 1 [July 1
1,135 1,163 557.8
1,248 ‘ 1,104 544.0 ~6.4 2.4
2,155 954 681.4
2,639 1,295 1195.4 30.5 112.1
| - - 222.4
- - 224.6 3.0 -
| |
|
195 148 536.4
153 . 157 554.7 4.3 20.1
24 17 441.3
49 25 560.6 30.8 29.6
1 - 160.0
- 200.0 - -
13 17 248.6
9 8 298.9 -28.3 3.8
879 318 430.9
2,006 633 788.0 17.6 148.8
569 546 401.7
475 537 404.1 ~10.4 ! 13.0
i
240 238 548.0 :
275 239 627.0 19.9 ; 4.0
94 45 405.0
| 57 82 512.4 1.9 60.5
, ;
37 1 46 727.6
46 | 35 746.8 8.8 | -16.1
‘ f
4 - 31’4.0 ! ;
2 1 482.8 . 37.0 ] -
| : !
; [ t
387 216 267.7 | ’
387 402 503.5 i -6.8 l -

TABLE 21 - Continued

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

Status by County

Superior court? Lower court? Percent change
- T - I e
Active Active Probationers | Superior | Lower
County and caseload caseload per 100,000 court court
population group July 1 | Received | Removed { July 1 | Received | Removed | population July 1 |July 1
Tuolumneb
1972, . . . .. .. 108 68 45 17 67 11 525.2
1973. 129 50 52 74 52 34 796.1 19.4 -
Ventura
1972. . 503 227 249 963 | 624 600 356.8
1973, . . o . . 505 263 245 1,017 1,231 580 359.8 0.4 5.6
Yolo
19722 . ... L. 257 142 92 351 259 182 632.7
19730« v o0 308 130 83 424 246 195 732.0 19.8 20.8
Yubab
1972. . 78 60 31 328 199 194 882.6
1973, 109 53 55 348 169 196 ' 1017.8 39.7 6.1
Recap by population i
group [
Statewide total d I
1972. . . . 68,763 27,669 27,356 |, 46, 182 38,2924 22,9263 560.1°
1973. . ... . 71,288 14,966 15,143 | 67, 497 24,318 17,768 669.1° 2,2 -
1-5,000,000~9,999,999 '
1972. . . . 31,785 11,523 12,061 | 17,813 14,494 7,706 711.9 i
1973. . . . . . . .| 32,398 - -1 24,192 - - 812.3 | 1.9 -
2-1,000,000-4,999,999 d
1972. . < .« . o <} 13,651 5,552 5,908 8,376d 6, 554d 2, 363d 419,65
1973. . . . . . . .| 13,667 5,058 5,651 | 17,097 3,818 2,469 575.6° 0.1 -
3-200,000-999, 999 1 d
1972, . . . . .. 17,963 8,002 , 7,144 | 16,936 13,842 10,736 551. 8
973. . ... 19,925 7,392 7,290 } 22,019 15,989 12,852 635.4° 10.9 -
4-50,000-199,999 4
972, . .o oo L. 3,836 1,887 1,670 2,145 2,601 1,556 402.0°
1973. . . . . . 3,760 1,823 | 1,567 3,105 3,779 1,816 499.1¢ -2.0 -
5-10,000-49,999 d d
1972, . . . .. 1,432 648 545 868d 768d 549 497.5°
1973. 1,413 635 595 1,026 710 605 581.7° -1.3 -
6-0~-9,999 d
1972. g6 57 28 44 33, 16 437.5°
1973. 125 8 | o s8¢ | 22 26J 551.2° 30.2 -

%pash in either column indicates data are either unavallable Or no cases were reported.
Because 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 yesars are not comparable because number of countiles reporting has been inconsistent from year to year.

Note:

Percent change is not calculated on numbers of 25 or less.
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TABLE 22

JUVENILE PROBATIUd ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Status by County

Percent
change
in
Active Received Removed Probationers | active
County and caseload [~ e s e per 100,000 | caseload
probation group July 12 |Informal| Non-ward { Ward Informal | Non-ward | Ward population July 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
Alpineb
1972, . . . . 2 - - - - - 1 333.3
1973. . . . . 1 - - 5 - - 1 166.7 -
Amador?
972, . . . . 31 52 2 5 41 1 6 238.5
1973, « .« . . . 42 41 - 5 57 1 4 300.0 35.5
D
Butte
1972, . . . 334 125 26 142 137 29 188 311.0
1973. . . 290 154 7 136 122 11 130 262.2 -13.2
CalaverasP
1972, . . . .. 41 33 - 3 10 6 11 284.7
1973. . 51 43 - 18 51 1 9 335.5 24,4
Colusab oo
1972, . . . . .. 64 32 - 9 41 4 19 520.3
1973. . . . 41 32 1 24 33 1 2 ., 328.0 -35.9
Contra Costa
1972, . . . . . 2,045 323 410 552 440 524 711 35C¢.5
1973. . . . . . 1,776 282 425 I 567 199 339 612 303.3 -13.2
| :
| i
Del Norteb ! !
1972, . . . . 58 25 i 12 24 34 11 30 374.2
1973. . . . 46 42 1 11 30 33 11 20 304.6 -20.7
El DoraddP
972, . . o0 0 e 222 176 18 55 157 24 68 450.3
1973. + v o o 0 v 228 198 19 78 217 11 86 452.,4 2.7
Fresno
1972. . . 1,530 193 214 521 240 218 914 356.2
1973. . 1,129 248 221 372 194 230 603 258.6 -26.2
GlentP
1972, . . 0 00 . 104 95 1 20 ¢ 92 2 31 587.6
1973, « o . . o 95 114 3 12 118 1 30 527.8 -8.7
Humboldt )
1972 . ... L. 250 116 22 92 110 30 121 250.5
1973. . 228 18 12 114 96 17 116 222.9 -8.8

85




County and
probation group

Imperialb
1972, .
1973, ¢ v o o o

Inyob
1972, « o 0 v .
1973. .

Kern

.......

Lassenb
1972, . 0 o v e .
1973 & v o s 0 0 s

Los Angeles
1972, . . o s 4
1973, « . o o 4 0
MaderaP
1972, . . .

1973, « v o 0 o v

Marin
1972.
1973, .« « o . .

Mariposab

1972, o 0 v v o 4

1973 . . . ..

MendocinoP

972, 0000 o
1973, ¢ v 0. .

Merced

19720 o 0 o v

1973, . .« . .

Modocb
1972, . . . ..

19730 0 v v v 0.

Monob

1972, .« . .00 .

1973, ., . . . .

TABLE 22 ~ Continued

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

T

Actilve
caseload

July 12

346
377

75
44

1,594
1,620

334
301

41
33

80
75

17,777
19,001

224
210

405
385

147
143

385
334

44
48

3¢
37

Status by County

86

- — e
Percent
change

in
Recelved Removed Probationers active
[ s e s = her 100,000 | caseload
Informal { Non-ward | Ward Informal | Non-ward | Ward population July 1
185 14 142 174 14 126 449.4
213 13 103 204 16 118 482.7 9.0
- 1 20 2 1 49 460.1
17 1 21 3 1 23 260.4 -41.3
318 67 889 367 54 836 466.2 )
434 55 991 384 64 861 473.7 1.6
131 22 93 122 22 141 489.7
108 8 142 101 15 119 445.3 -9.9
- - 19 1 2 26 189.8 ;
- - 37 - - 17 145.4 | =19.5 -~
93 11 6 85 21 11 465.1
53 9 13 86 6 9 423.7 -6.3
6,655 1,072 8,566 6,635 911 7,611 255.2
1,754 1,548 {10,004 3,051 467 3,335 272.7 ~46.6
133 14 59 96 14 112 510.3
163 10 55 179 10 79 476.2 -6.3
43 25 178 43 43 192 194.2
36 14 222 33 20 188 178.4 ~4.9
5 6 1 10 3 7 211.3
) 3 7 3 2 4 108.1 -
h N
67 55 42 75 47 61 280.0
48 27 45 77 44 55 259.1 ; -2.7
295 47 129 291 60 177 346.5
363 60 136 337 46 154 297.9 ~13.2
54 4 2 54 1 1 550.0
47 g 8 40 4 9 615.4 9.1
!
49 - 6 48 | - 9| 576.9
27 - - 29 2 12’ 596.8 23.3

TABLE 22 - Continued

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND 1973

Status by County

e o i e = g -
Active Received Removed
County and caseload N T
probation group July 12 | Informal | Non-ward | Ward | Informal | Non-ward | Waxd

Monterey

1972, « « . o . . 657 166 70 377 175 42 460

1973, . o 0 o . e 603 251 57 382 213 69 420
Napab

1872, . . e e 350 170 30 157 131 24 135

1973. . . . « s 425 186 21 134 180 35 167
NevadaP

1972, « v o o . 142 99 2 38 86 - 46

1973. . . 150 92 6 52 100 6 36
Orange

1972, . . . . e 5,437 873 543 3,241 855 630 3,322

1973, « o 0 v 4 . 5,411 1,018 680 3,519 956 539 3,368

3

Placerb

1972, . . . . 235 70 30 104 91 34 100

1973. . . . 217 152 29 107 i 89 22 115"
Plumasb p

1972, . . . . . .. 52 73 4 19 77 3 23

1973. ‘o 45 49 6 12 47 3 15
Riverside

1972. . o s 2,061 1,472 221 746 1,517 227 753

1973, . . . . . . . 2,044 1,497 265 806 1,320 232 661
Sacramento

1972, . . . . . . 2,418 904 273 1,034 956 255 1,145

1973. . . . . . 2,311 920 235 1,108 971 287 1,082
San Benitob c

1972, « v v v v . 39 37 1 36 33 6 17

1973. . 57 59 7 19 54 2 24
San Bernardino

1972. C e e e 2,578 481 216 1,859 478 203 1,791

1973, . . . . 2,696 543 226 1,697 398 221 1,830
San Diego

1972, . . . . v . . 3,317 916 175 2,105 997 168 2,205

1973. . . o o o 3,166 563 197 2,505 802 177 2,439
San Francisco

1972, . . 2,029 380 129 864 318 135 840

1973. . . . 2,141 _ 260 129 838 236 95 713
San Joaquin 8

1972, . . . . . . . 778 158 117 370 189 78 393

1973, . . . . . AR, 777 193 3 364 113 84 374
San Luis Obispo

1972. . . . I 211 27 2 169 29 8 168

1973, . . . 0 . . 1206 .16 1 218 16 1 187

87

Probationers
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

21.4

5.6

~13.5

4.6

5.5




County and
probation group

San Mateo
1972. .,
1973, v . o . 0.

Santa Barbara

Santa {lara
1972, . . v o
1973, « o . . 4

Santa Cruz
1972, . . . o .

19730 o v v v v u

Shasta?
i 1972, . . o o . .
1973. . .« . . ..

Sierrab
w2, ., 00 ...
1973. . . .. .

Siskiyoub
972, o . . . . .
1973, . . . o L

Solano
1972, . ., « . . .
1973, « . o o0 L
Sonoma
1972, . .. 0, o
1973. . . . . .

Stanislaus
1972, . v . 0.
1973, o 0 . oL .

Sutterb
1972, . o o 0 0 L
1973. . .

Tehamab
1972, . . . . 0 ..
1973, . o ..

Trinityb
1972, . . o 0.
1973, . . O .

-----

Tulare
1972, . . . . o4
1973, . .o, ..

JUVENILE PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD, FISCAL YEARS 1972 AND

Active

caseload [~
July 12 | Informal

1,892 100

1,628 127

q
1,084 i 549
956 | 688
|

3,700 {1,862

3,345 | 2,288

439 | 114

305 108

606 | 347

433 429

6 -

1 -

9% 84

62 89

375 92

375 128

733 513

696 692

772 400

909 557

184 58

163 63

213 105

209 135

17 i 32

50 31

831 291

778 307

TABLE 22 -~ Continued

Status by County

Received
Non-ward [ Ward
211 814
212 787
78 330
79 341
385 1,425
332 1,616
i
27 115
18 135
114 87
90 88
2 17
2 18
32 229
28 257
113 213
149 217
118 463
89 464
10 68
5 42
6 34
6 48
- 5
66 413
51 400

88

Removed
Informal | Non-ward

135 277

98 209

613 79

484 79

1,816 585

2,127 293

133 20

125 23

322 83

386 114

4 -

108 2

83 3

114 46

77 22

498 103

630 121

332 79

494 103

70 17

54 2

91 8

142 8

3 5

9 1 1

|
309 | 101
256 | 66

1973

Ward

1,030
902

26 |
16

201
233

292
290

451
423

72
79

Oy

432
364

Probationers
per 100,000

population

T

Percent
change
in
active
caseload
July 1

~14.0

~11.8

6.7

-34.0

0.0

~-5.0

~11.4

-6.4
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