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INTRODUCTION 

The mission of the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) is set out in Title 3 of the California Penal 

Code. Sections 13010-13012 require the Bureau to collect data from state and local agencies for the 

purpose of dcveloping an annual report of statistics showing: ..... ( a) The amoun t and the types of 

offenses known to the public authorities; (b) The personal and social characteristics of criminals and 

delinquents; and (e) The administrative actions taken by law enforcement, judiciaL penal and 

corredional agencies or institutions in dealing with criminals or delinquents ... " 

The annual Crime and Delinquency report is published by the Bureau to present specific data 

compiled on the administration of criminal justice in California. Sections in this year's publication 

are devoted to crimes, arrests, the adult and juvenile criminal justice systems, and criminal justice 

personnel and expenditures. In addition, a separate section is induded describing speciaJ studies 

developed by the Bureau during th..: past year. Trend data are provided when available. Data in each 

section were eompileu primarily from reports submitted to the Bureau on a regular basis by both 

state and local criminal justice agencies. Following is a brief summary of some of the highlights of 

the publication. 

In 1976, crimes reported for the more serious offenses (Seven Major Offenses) increased 3.6 percent 

from 1975. Although this is considerably lower than the increase of9.1 percent reported from 1974 

to 1975, the average annual increase from 1971 to 1975 was only 5.7 percent. For the fourth 

consecutive year, theft ($ 200 and over) showed the largest percent increase of the crimes reported 

(17.6 percent). Willful homicides increased only 0.8 percent, significantly lower than the average 

annual increase of 8.6 percent recorded from 1971 to 1975. Both burglary and robbery showed 

decreases for t~le first time in at least 15 years. 

In several sections of this year's pUblication, reference is made to the new marijuana laws which 

were implemented on January 1, 1976. The reader should note, in particular, the drama tic impact 

these laws had on the processing of adults and juveniles at the law enforcement, prosecutor, and 

court levels. The new laws, defined under Health and Safety Code Sections 11357(b) and] 1357(c), 

changed the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of marijuana from a felony to a 

misdemeanor. This change contributed largely to the overall decrease of 18.4 percent in rate per 

1 00,000 popu~ation of total felony arrests and the increase of 6.2 percent in total misdemeanor 

arrests. Numerically, while arrests for felony drug law violations decreased by over 50 percent in 

1976, both adult and juvenile misdemeanor drug law arrests increased significantly over 1975 

(119.2 percent and 167.9 percent, respectively). In addition, the percentages of adult felony 

marijuana arrestees convicted in lower and superior courts increased over 1975. 
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Since 1971, the ratios of juvenile arrests to total arrests and of juvenile population to total 

population have registered corresponding decreases. There have also been decreases in the numbers 

of juvenile probation referrals and juvenile court petitions. The number of new referrals from 

schools showed a marked decrease of 80.6 percent from 1971 to 1976, due primarily to a new 

program implemented in 1975 which permitted handling habitual truants in the school system. The 

percentages of juveniles disposed of at each level in the juvenile justice system have remained fairly 

constant since 1971. 

Much of the data presented in this puhlication is supplemented in the Bureau's regular criminal 

justice profile series, which is also published annually. The profiles provide detailed data by county 

. and jurisdiction, and include ten-year trend data when available. Criminal justice data not available 

in the annual Crime and Delinquency publication or the criminal justice profile series are provided, 

when available, on a special request basis to both contributors and the general public. 
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CRIMES 

In California, major crimes reported by law enforcement agencies are grouped into two 

classifications: crimes against persons (willful homicide, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated 

assault) and crimes against property (burglary, theft ($200 and over), and motor vehicle theft). 

These climes, referred to as the Seven Major Offenses, are classified according to the F.B.l.'s 

Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) definitions. There are differences between UCR definitions and 

California Penal Code definitions in the categories of burglary and theft. For example, thefts from 

locked vehicles and telephone booths are scored as theft under UCR rules, but are burglaries under 

the California Penal Code definition. Also, shoplifting, where intent to enter a premise to commit 

theft can ge established, is classified as burglary in California but is scored as a theft by UCR. Where 

these differences occur, UCR definitions are usee! for classifying the offense. In addition, the Seven 

Major Offenses include only thefts valuee! at $200 and over while the F.B.L's UCR definition 

includes all thefts regare!kss of value. 

Duling 1976, the Seven Mttior Offenses reportee! by California law enforcement agencies increased 

3.6 percent over 1975. (Sec Table L) Theft ($200 and over) demonstrated the largest percent 

increase of the Seven Major Offenses, continuing the upward trend shown in previolls years. 

Robbery and burglary exhibited slight decreases in 1976, the first drops reported for each of these 

crimes in at least 15 years. From 1971 to 1976, the Seven Major Offenses showed an overall 

increase of 27.0 percent. 

Crimes Against Persons 

Crimes against persons generally involve a direct confrontation between victim and offender. They 

represented 15.8 percent of the total Seven Major Offenses reported in 1976. (See Chart 1.) From 

1975 to 1976, crimes against persons exhibited a slightly larger percent increase (3.7 percent) than 

e!id crimes against property (3.6 percent). During the five-year period from 1971 to 1976, crimcs 

against persons increased 37.3 perccnt while crimes against property increased 25.3 percent. 

Aggravated assault continued to be the most frequently reported of the crimes against persons with 

a total of 72,609 offenses reported in 1976. Assault also showed the largest percent increase since 

1971, 51. 0 percent. Robbery exhibited the smallest increase, 24.5 percen t, during the five-year 

period, and was the only offense in the crimes against persons category to show a decrease from 

1975 (1.0 percent). 
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Years Total 

1976 .......... 907,898 
1975 .......... 876,288 
1974 .......... 802,945 
1973 .......... 740,157 
1972 .......... 723,936 
1971 .......... 714,685 

Percent change 
in number 

1976 over 1971 27.0 

1976 over 1975 3.6 
1975 over 1974 . 9.1 
1974 over 1973 8.5 
1973 over 1972 2.2 
1972 over 1971 1.3 

Rate per 
100,000 
popUlation 

1976 .......... 4218.9 
1975 .......... 4150.5 
1974 .......... 3835.8 
1973 .......... 3568.6 
1972 .......... 35:~7.3 

1971 ..•. '" ... 3526.7 

Percent change 
in rate 

1976 over 1971 19.6 

1976 over 1975 1.6 
1975 over 1974 8.2 
1974 over 1973 7.5 
1973 over 1972 . 1.2 
1972 over 1971 0.0 

TABLE 1 
CRIMES, 1971-1976 
Seven Major Offenses 

Number and Rate per 100,000 Population 

Crimes against persons 
- _. 

Aggra-
Willful Forcible vated 

Total homicide ' rape Robbery assault Total 

143,507 2,214 9,552 59,132 72.609 764,391 
138,400 2,196 8,787 59,747 67,670 737,888 
127,469 1,970 8,480 52,742 64,277 675,476 
116,506 1,862 8,349 49,524 56,771 623,651 
110,680 1,789 8,131 48,834 51,926 613,256 
104,489 1,633 7,281 47,477 48,098 610,196 

37.3 35.6 31.2 24.5 . 51.0 25.3 

3.7 0.8 8.7 -1.0 7.3 3.6 
8.6 11.5 3.6 13.3 5.3 9.2 
9.4 5.8 1.6 6.5 13.2 8.3 
5.3 4.1 2.7 1.4 9.3 1.7 
5.9 9.6 11.7 2.9 8.0 O.S 

666.9 10.3 44.4 274.8 337.4 3552.0 
655.5 _ lOA 41.6 283.0 320.5 3494.9 
608.° 904 40.5 252.0 307.1 3226.8 
561. 7 9.0 40.2 238.8 273.7 3006.9 
539.2 8.7 39.6 237.9 253.0 2988.0 
515.6 8.1 35.9 234.3 237.3 3011.1 

29.3 27.7 23.5 17.3 42.2 18.0 

1.7 -1.1 6.7 -2.9 5.3 1.6 
7.6 10.5 2.7 12.3 4.4 8.3 
8.4 4.8 0.6 5.5 12.2 7.3 
4.2 3.0 1.6 004 8.2 0.6 
4.6 8.2 10.3 1.6 6.6 -0.8 

Note: Rates may not lHlin!lce due to rounding. 
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Crimes against property 

Motor 
Theft vehicle 

Burglary ($200 and over) theft 

465,758 160,564 138,069 
468,433 136,522 132,93'3 
431,863 110,444 133,169 
407,375 85,053 131,223 
398,465 75,418 139,373 
391,157 75,128 143,911 

19.1 113.7 -4.1 

-0.6 17.6 3.9 
8.5 23.6 -0.2 
6.0 29.9 1.5 
2.2 12.8 -5.8 
1.9 0.4 -3.2 

2164.3 746.1 641.6 
2218.7 646.6 629.6 
2063.1 527.6 636.2 
1964.1 410.1 632.7 
1941.5 367.5 679.1 
1930.2 370.7 710.1 

12.1 101.3 -9.7 

-2.5 1504 1.9 
7.5 22.6 -1.0 
5.0 28.7 0.6 
1.2 11.6 -6.8 
0.6 -0.9 -404 
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CHART 1 

CRIMES, 1976 

Seven Major Offenses 

WILLFUL HOMICIDE-O.2% ------------------, 
FORCIBLE RAPE-l.l% ------------------, 
ROBBERY-6.5% ------------------, 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT-8.0%-----------, 

THEFT ($200 AND OVER)-17.7% -------
/' 

/' J 
/'/' CRIMES 

/'/' AGAINST 
./ PROPERTY 

84.2% 
I 
I 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT-l 5.2% __________ ---11 ~-.... I--
BURGLARY-51.3% ------------------------' 

Willful Homicide 

As shown in Table 1, willful homicides increased 0.8 percent from 1975 to 1976, considerably less 

than the increase of 11.5 percent recorded in 1975. From 1971 to 1976, willful homicides increased 

35.6 percent, the third largest increase of all Seven Major Offenses reported. 

Information on type of weapon used are displayed in Table 2 for the years 1971, 1975, and 1976. 

Firearms were used in over half (52.8 percent) of the homicides reported in 1976. Cutting 

instruments represented the second largest category of weapons used, comprising 23.4 percent of 

the total. 

3-76365 
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TABLE 2 
WILLFUL HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

By Type of Weapon Used 

Number Percent Percent change 

Type of weapon 1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

Total ... ,. .................. 1,633 2,196 2,214 100.0 100.0 100.0 35.6 0.8 

Firearm ..... ,. ......... ,.,. ... 901 1,220 1,169 55.2 55.6 52.8 29.7 -4.2 
Knife or culting instrument ..... 370 446 517 22.7 20.3 23.4 39.7 15.9 
Club ....................... 59 137 121 3.6 6.2 5.5 105.1 -11.7 
Hanus, fists, feet, etc ........... 163 204 205 10.0 9.3 9.3 25.8 0.5 
Other means ................. 90 161 155 5.5 7.3 7.0 72.2 -3.7 
Unknown .. , ................ 50 28 47 3.1 1.3 2.1 -6.0 -

Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 
Percent changes from one given year to a subsequent year are not calculated when the given base year is less than 50. 

In addition to information on those homicides designated as willful, data are collected on the 

number of homicides involving peace officers. From 1971 to 1976, the numbers of homicides 

committed by peace officers in the line of duty fluctuated with 93 in 1971, a low of 64 in 1973, 

and 94 in'1976. During the same period, the numbers of peace officers killed varied, with a high of 

16 in 1973 and lows of six in 1972 and 1976. From 1975 to 1976, the number of peace officers 

killed decreased by six. (See Table 3.) 

TABLE 3 
HOMICIDES INVOLVING PEACE OFFICERS, 1971-1976 

Killed by Peace otTicer 
Yenr peace officera killed 

1976 94 6 
1975 87 12 
1974 84 10 
1973 64 16 
1972 76 6 
1971 93 14 

alncludcs only killings in the line of duty. 
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Forcible Rape 

During 1976, there were 765 more forcible rapes reported than in 1975, an increase of 8.7 percent. 
As shown in Table 1, this is more than twice the percent increase noted in 1975 (3.6 percent). The 

increase in forcible rapes reported can be largely attributed to the increase in community-based 
programs, including rape crisis centers and Rape Awareness, and a change in legislation which 

protects the rights of rape victims. 

Forcible rape is broken down into two categodes: actual forcible rapes and attempts to commit 

forcible rape. From 1975 to 1976, actual forcible rapes increased 10.1 percent and attempts to 

commit forcible rape increased 6.2 percent. From 1971 to 1976, actnal forcible rapes increased 

26.8 percent and attempts to commit forcible rape increased 40.6 percent, representing a combined 

increase of 31.2 percent during the five-year period. (See Table 4.) Attempts to commit forcible 

rape have consistently represen ted approximately one-third of the total forcible rapes since 1971. 

TABLE 4 
FORCIBLE RAPE CRIMES, 1971,1975, AND 1976 

Number Percent Percen t change 

1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

Total ...... ... 7,281 8,787 9,552 100.0 100.0 100.0 31.2 8.7 

Actual forcible 
rapes .... . . 4,951 5,702 6,276 68.0 64.9 65.7 26.8 10.1 

Attempts to commit 
forcible rape 2,330 3,085 3,276 32.0 35.1 34.3 40.6 6.2 

Robbery 

In 1976 robbedes dropped 615 in number, a decrease of 1.0 percent from 1975. This is the first 

time in 15 years that robbery has exhibited a decrease. The slight decrease in 1976 cannot be 
attributed to any single cause. In comparison, in 1975 robberies registered the largest percent 

increase (13.3 percent) of the crimes against persons. (See Table 1.) 

Robberies are categorized by location of occurrence, with the majority occurring in the highway 

classification (robberies which occur on highways, streets, alleys, etc.) in 1976. These data are 

shown in Table 5. Robberies of commercial establishments, such as gas stations, supermarkets, and 
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convenience stores, comprised the second largest group. The "other" category, which ir:c1udes 

locations such as schools and recreational areas, comprised the third largest group. Bank robberies, 

although representing only 1.9 percent of the total robberies in 1976, have exhihited an increase of 

111.5 percent since] 971. Bank robberies showed the largest percent change over 1975, an increase 

of 37.5 percent. 

TABLE 5 
ROBBERY CRIMES, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

By Premise and Type 

Number Percent 

Item 1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 

Total ....................... . 47,477 59,747 59,132 100.0 100.0 

Highway .•.................... 21,358 25,881 24,397 45.0 43.3 
Commercial ................... 16,418 20,327 20,722 34.6 34.0 
Residence ••................... 4,151 5,904 5,741 8.7 9.9 
Bank ....... " ..•....•........ 532 818 1,125 1.1 1.4 
Other ........................ 5,018 6,817 7,147 10.6 11.4 

Armed ••••• 4 ••••••••••••••••• 30,427 37,462 37,645 64.1 62.7 
Firearm .................... - 26,371 26,299 - 44.1 
Knife or cutting instrument ..... - 6,970 7,4 79 - 11.7 
Other dangerous weapon ....... - 4,121 3,867 - 6.9 

Strong-arm .................... 17,050 22,285 21,487 35.9 37.3 

Notes: Percents may not total due to founding. 
Dash indicates data are unavailahle. 

Percent change 

1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

100.0 24.5 -1.0 

41.3 14.2 -5.7 
35.0 26.2 1.9 

9.7 38.3 -2.8 
1.9 111.5 37.5 

12.1 42.4 4.8 

63.7 23.7 0.5 
44.5 - -0.3 
12.6 - 7.3 
6.5 - -6.2 

36.3 26.0 -3.6 

Robbery is n crime in which the victim is threatened by the offender with a weapon (armed), threat 

of a weapon, or the threat of physical violence (strong-arm). In Chart 2 and Table 5, robberies are 

displayed by armed or strong-arm, nnll by type of weapon where armed. Armed robberies have 

consistently represented 60 to 65 percent of all robberies reported shlce 1971. As in 1975, firearms 

were the most frequent type of weapon in 1976 when they were used in 44.5 percent of all 

robberies reported. 
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CHART 2 

ROBBERY CRIMES, 1976 
!3y Type of Weapon Used 

OTHER DANGEROUS WEAPON-6.S% ----------------, 

KNIFE OR CUTTING INSTRUMENT-12.6% 

\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 

'- \ ............. 

ARMED 
63.7% 

FIREARM-44.S% -----------------, 

Note: Percents may not toiailOO.O due to rounding. 

Assault 

STRONG-ARM 
(Hands, Fists, 

Feet, Etc.) 
36.3% 

Since 1971, aggravated assault has been the most frequently reported of the crimes against persons. 

In 1976, there were 72,609 aggravated assaults reported, representing 50.6 percent of all reported 

crimes against persons. The number of aggravated assaults was up 4,939 over 1975, an increase of 

7.3 percent. From 1971 to 1976, aggravated at>sault exhibited the second largest increase of the 

Seven Major Offenses, 51.0 percent. (See Table 1.) 
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Table 6 displays data for both aggravated and llqnaggravated assaults, although only aggravated 

assaults are included in the Seven Major Offenses. From 1975 to 1976, aggravated assaults increased 

more than nonaggravated assaults (7.3 percent versus 3.2 percent). The reverse was true for 1974 to 

1975 when aggravated assaults increased 5.3 percent and nonaggravated assaults increased 8.6 

percent. (Data not shown.) 

-

Type of weapon 

TABLE 6 
ASSAULT CRIMES, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

By Type of Weapon Used 

Number Percent 

1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 

Percen t change 

1976 1971-1976 1975·1976 -
Tot,l! ..•.....•....•.......... 118,279 149,794 157,379 33.1 5.1 

Aggravated assaults ........•.... 48,098 67,670 72,609 100.0 100.0 100.0 51.0 7.3 

Firearm •..•................ 10,870 14,819 15,988 22.6 21.9 22.0 47.1 7.9 
Knife or ell tting instrument ..... 11,853 13,461 14,485 24.6 19.9 19.9 22.2 7.6 
Other dangerous weapon ....... 14,917 20,959 22,341 31.0 31.0 30.8 49.8 6.6 
Hands, fists, feet, etc. . " . ~ ...... 10,458 18,431 19,795 21.7 27.2 27.3 89.3 7.4 

Nonaggravated assaults .......... 70,181 82,124 84,770 20,8 3.2 

N()tl!: Percents may not tnttl\ 100.0 due tn founding. 

As with robberies, aggravated assaults are categorized by the type of weapon used. The use of 

"hands, fists, feet, etc." has increased 89.3 percent since 1971. However, "firearms" showed the 

largest increase frol11 1975 to 1976, 7.9 percent. The percent distribution for type of weapon used 

showed no significant change from 1971 to 1976. (See Table 6.) As shown in Chart 3, the "other 

dangerous weapon" category, which includes blunt instruments and chemicals, continued to 

represent the hll'gest proportion of aggravated assaults in 1976, with "hands, fists, feet, etc." 

remaining second. 

10 



CHART 3 

ASSAULT CRIMES, 1976 
By Type of Weapon Used 

FIREARM-IO.2% ------------------..., 

KNIFE OR CUTTING INSTRUMENT-9.2% -------, 

\ 

-- \ AGGRA VATE~\\ 
46.1% 

OTHER DANGEROUS WEAPON-14.2% ------

HANDS, FISTS, FEET, ETC.-12.6% ------------' 

Note: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

Crimes Against Property 

Crimes against property comprised approximately 84 percent of the total Seven Major Offenses 

reported in 1976. (See Chart 1.) Table 1 shows that from 1975 to 1976 crimes against property 

increased 3.6 percent, noticeably less than the 9.2 percent increase exhibited from 1974 to 1975. 

As noted earlier, from 1971 to 1976 there was an overall increase of 25.3 percent. 

Theft ($200 and over) registered the greatest percent increase 07.6 percent) of the property crimes 

in 1976. Burglary was the only property crime to show a decrease (0.6 percent) ovel' 1975. Motor 
vehicle theft was the only one of the Seven Major Offenses to show an overall decrease from 1971 

to 1976, down 4.1 percent. 
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Burglary 

In 1976, hurglaries represented 51.3 percent of the total Seven Major Offenses reported. However, 

for the first time since 1959 this category showed a slight decrease, 0.6 percent (2,675), from the 

previous year. From 1971 to 1975, burglaries increased an average of 5.0 percent per year. 

Since 1971, residential burglaries have constituted approximately two-thirds of all reported 

burglaries. In addition, Table 7 shows that <;ince 1971 residential burglaries have increased at a 

noticeably faster rail' than nonresidential burglaries (28.7 percent and 2.5 percent, respectively). 

From 1975 to 1976, residl'ntial burglaries increased 1.9 percent while nonresidential burglaries 

decreased 5.5 percent. 

Burglary data are also classified by type of entry: forced, attempted force, and unlawful entry 

without force. Forced and attempted forced entry have consistently represented approximately 70 

pL'rccnt of all burglaries reported since 1971. The remaining 30 percent showed no signs of forced 

or attempted forced entry. However, unlawful entries increased more than forced and attempted 

forced entries during the five-year period (21.6 percent versus 18.1 percent). From 1975 to 1976, 

unlawful entries increased 2.7 percent while forced and attempted forced entries decreased l.9 

percent. 

TABLE 7 
BURGLARY CRIMES, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

Type ofEHtry, Premise, and Time of Day 

Number Percent 
" 

I te1l1 1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 1976 

Total . ~ .. . . .......... ~ . . ... 391,157 468,433 465,758 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Force and attempt force ...... 278,348 334,874 328,627 71.2 71.5 70.6 
No force (unlawful entry) .... [12,809 133,559 137,131 28.8 28.5 29.4 

Residence ................. 247,576 312,7'26 318,575 63.3 66.8 68.4 
Nomesidence ••••• '* •••••••• 143,581 155,707 147,183 36.7 33.2 31.6 

Day ....................... 111,045 171,551 174,259 28.4 36.6 37.4 
Night .......................... 140,217 165,289 163,426 35.8 35.3 35.1 
Unknown ................. 139,895 131,593 128,073 35.8 28.1 27.5 
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Percent change 

1971-1976 1975-1976 

19.1 -0.6 

18.1 -1.9 
21.6 2.7 

28.7 1.9 
2.5 -5.5 

56.9 1.6 
16.6 -1.1 
-8.5 -2.7 



Additionally, burglmies are classified by time of occurrence. Of all burglaries committed in 1976 

where the time of occurrence was known, 51.6 percent were committed during the day and 48.4 
percent were committed at night. Of all burglaries reported from 1971 to 1976, those committed 

during the day increased significantly more (56.9 percent) than those reported as committed at 

night 06.6 percent). (See Table 7.) 

Theft 

Although the Seven Major Offenses include only those thefts Df articles valued at $200 and over, 

BCS also collec~<; data on thefts under $200. Data on all types and values of thefts are shown in 

Table 8. Theft ($:200 and over) showed the largest increase from 1975 to 1976 of the Seven Major 

Offenses, 17.6 percel1t. It also showed the largest increase from 1971 to 1976,113.7 percent. (See 

Table 1.) 

Thefts under $200 have consistently comprised the greatest proportion of total thefts. However, 

from 1971 to 1976 thefts ($200 and over) increased more rapidly, probably the result of an 

inflationary economy which raised the value of many items to over $200. During the five-year 

period, thefts ($200 and over) increased 113.7 percent while thefts under $200 increased less than 1 

percent. 

Item 

Total ........... ,. .. 

Pocket-picking ..... 
Purse-snatching ..... 
Shoplifting ........ 
From auto and 

au to accessories .. 
Bicycles .......... 
From buildings ..... 
Coin machines ..... 
All other .......... 

$200 and over .. .o ••• 

$50to$199 ....... 
Under $50 .......... 

TABLE 8 
THEFT CRIMES, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

Types and Values 

Number Percent 

1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 [976 

710,898 783,063 800,980 100.0 100.0 100.0 

4,302 4,079 4,387 0.6 0.5 0.5 
8,597 9,946 9,340 1.2 1.3 1.2 

70,501 107,531 107,327 9.9 13.7 13.4 

245,973 282,722 319,045 34.6 36.1 39.8 
170,025 98,454 92,785 23.9 12.6 11.6 
104,565 118,643 110,431 14.7 15.2 13.8 

8,655 6,939 6,244 1.2 0.9 0.8 
98,280 154,749 151,421 13.8 19.8 18.9 

75,128 136,522 160,564 10.6 17.4 20.0 
225,901 251,726 263,084 31.8 32.1 32.8 
409,869 394,815 377,332 57.7 50.4 47.1 

Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 dllt> to rounding. 

Percent change 

1971·1976 1975-1976 

12.7 2.3 

2.0 7.6 
8.6 -6.1 

52.2 ·0.2 

29.7 12.8 
·45.4 -5.8 

5.6 ·6.9 
-27.9 -10.0 
54.1 -2.2 

113.7 17.6 
16.5 4.5 
-7.9 -4.4 

Although data are displayed for all thefts, the Seven Major Offenses include only those thefts $200 and over. 
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As shown in Table 8, thefts "from auto and au to accessories" represent the largest volume. They 

also exhibited the greatest change from 1975 to 1976, an iJ1crease of 12.8 percent. The current 

popularity of tape players and citizens' band radios is reportedly a major contributor to this 

increase. The only other theft type which registered an increase from 1975 to 1976 was 

pocket-picking, 7.6 percent. An other types of thefts showed decreases from 1975. 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

As shown in Table 1, there has been no general trend in motor vehicle thefts since 1971. Decreases 

were recorded in 1972,1973, and 1975, and increases were recorded in 1974 and 1976. From 1971 

to 1976, there was an overall decrease of 4.1 percent. As noted earlier, of the Seven Major Offenses 

only motor vehicle theft registered a decrease for this five-year period. In 1976, motor vehicle thefts 

increased 3.9 percent over 1975. 

Since 1974, data have been collected on the type of motor vehicle stolen. Table 9 shows that of the 

three types of vehicles, autos showed the smallest increase in 1976, up 2.8 percent over 1975. The 

other two types ~ trucks and buses, aDd other vehi.cles (snowmobiles, motorcycles, etc.) - showed 

increases of 7.3 percent and 7.9 percent, respectively. 

-

TABLE 9 
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT CRIMES, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

By Type of Vehicle 

---
Number Percent Percent change 

Type of vehicle 1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

Total ............ 143,911 132,933 138,069 100.0 100.0 100.0 -4.1 3.9 

AUIOs ••... , ..•.•. - 104,667 107,648 - 78.7 78.0 - 2.8 
Trucks llnd buses ... - 12.039 12,913 - 9.1 9.4 - 7.3 
Other vehicle$ ....... - 16,227 17,508 - 12.:2 12.7 - 7.9 

.--

Notes: Perceots may not total 100.0 due to rOllnding. 
Ila~h indicates data arc unavailable. 
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ARRESTS 

In California, the majority of offenders enter the criminal justice system through the arrest process. 

The Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) presently maintains two, separate arrest reporting systems: 

the Arrest Summary system and the Monthly Arrest and Citation Register (Arrest Register) system. 

While the Arrest Summary system includes arrest counts only, the Arrest Register system entails the 

line-item reporting of individual offender data, including personal characteristics of the arrestee. 
Arrest offenses reported through both systems are coded by the Bureau according to California 

statute definitions. When a single arrest is for multiple offenses, only the most serious offense, based 
on the degree of punishment, is counted. 

In 1976, approximately 90 percent of the total statewide arrests were reported on the Arrest 

Register. The remaining 10 percent were reported through the Arrest Summary system. It is 

anticipated that all arrests will be reported on the Arrest Register in 1977. Data from the Arrest 

SummaJY system and Arrest Register are combined to determine the total number of arrests each 

year. (See Tables 10-13 and ChaJ"ts 4 and 5.) A separate section describing the personal 

characteIistics of offenders reported on the Arrest Register in 1976 is included in this publication. 

Total Arrests 

In 1976, the arrest rate per 100,000 population showed a decrease for the second year, dropping 

1.4 percent from 1975. (See Table 10.) Juvenile felony-level arrests showed the largest change in 

rate per 100,000 population, a decrease of 21.0 percent. There was an overall rate decrease of 18.4 

percent in felony-level arrests, while misdemeanor-level an-ests increased 6.2 percent. Arrests of 
juveniles for delinquent tendencies, such as runaway, curfew, and incorrigible, decreased 8.0 percent 

in rate during the same peIiod. 

Numerically arrests in 1976 varied slightly, rising by only 7,893 or less than I percent over 1975. It 
is interesting to note that of the three arrest levels, felony, misdemeanor, and delinquent tendency, 

only the misdemeanor-level arrests showed an increase in 1976. The decrease in felony-level arrests 
311d increase in misdemeanor-level arrests can be largely attributed to the new marijuana laws, 

effective January 1, 1976, which changed the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of 
marijuana from a felony to a misdemeanor. The decrease in delinquent tendency arrests may bf a 

result of the drop in the number of people in the delinquency-prone years. (See Chart 6.) 

15 

J 



In the five-year period following 1971, the actual number of arrests for all offenses increased 7.4 

percent. However, when adjusted to state population figures, the arrest rate per 100,000 population 

increased only 1.2 percent. 

Offense lypes 
-

Total ................. 

Adult ............... 
Juvenile ............. 

Felony levela ........... 

Adult ............... 
Juveniletl 

•••....•.••• 

Misdemeanor levela ...... 

Adult ............... 
Juvenile<l ............ 

Delinquent lendencies 
Ullvenile onJy):l ....... 

TABLE 10 
ARRESTS REPORTED, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

Number and Rate per 100,000 Population 

1971 1975 1976 

Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate 

1,347,479 6649.3 1,439,857 6819.8 1,447,750 6727.5 

968,025 4776.g 1,068,907 5062.8 1,093,998 5083.6 
379,454 1872.5 370,950 1757.0 353,752 1643.8 

333,737 1646.9 393,658 1864.5 327,535 1522.0 

229,476 1132.4 265,816 1259.0 224,532 1043.4 
104,261 514.5 127,842 605.5 103,003 478.6 

854,150 4214.9 <)60,062 4547.3 1,039.453 4830.2 

738,549 3644.5 803,091 3803.8 869,466 4040.3 
115,601 570.4 156,971 743.5 169,987 789.9 

J 59,592 787.5 86,137 408.0 80,762 375.3 
-'--- L.... 

Percent change 
in rate 

1971-1976 1975-1976 

1.2 -IA 

6.4 0.4 
-12.2 -6.4 

- -18.4 

-7.9 -17.1 

- -21.0 

- 6.2 

10.9 6.2 

- 6.2 

- -8.0 

,IJuvenile data for 1975 and 1<)76 are not comparable with 1<)71 since some offenses previously grotlped in the delinquent tendency 
category Ufe now included in th,' felony- and misdl'OlCanor-level categories. 

Note: Rates may not balance due to rounding. 
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Chart 4 shows the percentages of adult and juvenile felony~ and misdemean01'~level arrests, and 
juvenile delinquent tendency arrests in 1976. 

CHART 4 

ARRESTS REPORTED, 1976 

FELONY JUVENILE-7.1 % --------------, 

FELONY ADULT-15.5% ----------

DELINQUENT 
.---- TENDENCY ARRESTS 

(Juveniles Only) 
5.6% 

\1/ 
-

1;1 

LEVEL 
ARR.WfS 

71.8% 

MISDEMEANOR JUVENILE-I 1.7% ~ 
MISDEMEANOR ADULT-60.1% ___ , _________________ ---J 

Nearly three-fourths (71.8 percent) of the total arrests in 1976 were for misdemeanor-level offenses. 

Of the rema~ning, 22.6 percent were felony-level arrests and 5.6 percent were for delinquent 

tendencies. A delinquent tendency is unreasonable or incorrigible behavior by a juvenHe as 

described under Welfare and Institutions Code (W &I) Section 601, such as runaway, truancy, and 

loitering-curfew. 
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As shown in Chart 5, in 1976 appr9ximately 25 percent of the total arrests were for juveniles. 

J uvcniles comprised approxima tcly 31 percent of thc felony-level arrests and 16 percent of th,' 

misdemeanor-level arrcsts. Delinquent tendency arrests are for juveniles only. During 1976, juveniles 

represented almost 30 percent of the st.ute population. 

CHART 5 

ADULT AND JUVENILE ARRESTS REPORTED, 1976 

TOTAL POPULATION 

TOT AL ARRESTS 

FELONY -LEVEL 

HOMICIDE 

FORCIBLE RAPE 

ROBBERY 

ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

THEFT 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

DRUG LAW VIOLATIONS 

ALL OTHER 

MISDEMEANOR-LEVEL 

ASSAULT AND BATTERY 

PETfYTHEFT 

CHECKS & CREDIT CARDS 

DRUG LAW VIOLATIONS 

DRUNK 

DRUNK·DRIVING 

DISTURBING THE PEACE 

ALL OTHER 

DELiNQUENT TENDENCIES 
(JUVENILES ONLY) 

JUVENILE ARRESTS ADULT ARRESTS 

100 80 60 40 20 o 20 40 60 

PERCENT 

18 

80 100 

.1 

j 



> 

Juveniles accounted for about 50 percent of the arrests for burglary, motor vehicle theft, and petty 

theft in 1976. They represented a significant 80 percent of the arrests for "other" 

misdemeanor-level offenses, such as glue sniffing, malicious mischief, and liquor law violations. 

However, they comprised less than 5 percen t of the arrests for checks and credit cards violations, 

drunk, Jnd drunk-driving. 

Adult FelollY Arrests 

The downward trend in adult felony arrests continued in 1976, dedining 15.5 percent from 1975. 

The largest percent change occurred in arrests for drug law violations, which registered a decrease of 

45.2 percent. (See Table 11.) 

From 1971 to 1976, there was an overall decrease of 2.2 percent in adult felony arrests. Three 

significant increases OCCUlTed during this period. Arrests for weapon law violations increased 58.9 

percent, felony hit-and-run arrests rose l22.6 percent, ancI theft arrests increased 58.1 percent. 

During the same period, marijuana arrests decreased a significant 69.6 percent. This decrease can be 

attributed to the new marijuana laws which changed the possession of limited quantities or 

concentrations of marijuana from a felony to a misdemeanor, and was accompanied by a significant 

increase in arrests for misdemeanor drug law violations. 

Adult Misdemeanor Arrests 

Adult misdemeanor arrests accounted for the greatest number of all arrests in 1976, 60.1 percent. 

As shown in Table 12, total adult misdemeanor arrests rose 8.3 percent, from 803,091 in 1975 to 

X(19,466 in 1976. The largest increases in misdemeanor arrests were for drug law violations, 119.2 

percent; annoying children, 70.8 percent: and lewd conduct, 31.4 percent. The significant increase 

in arrests for drug law violations can be mainly attributed to Ihe new misdemeanor marijuana laws 

which became effective J al1UalY 1, I 976. 

From 1971 to 1976, adult misdemeanor arrests increased 17.J' percent. Again, arrests for drug law 

violations showed the largest increase, 207.9 percent. Arrests for hit-und-run rose 66.5 percent and 

anests for annoyi.ng children increased 65.5 percent. The largest decrease in adult misdemeanor 

arrests was for obscene matter, down 84.4 percent from 1971. It is probable that changes in social 

attitudes and comt interpretation of the laws caused the decline in these arl'ests over the five-year 

period. Arrests for misdemeanor nonsupport showed the second largest decrease, 70.1 percent. 
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TABLE 11 
ADULT FELONY ARRESTS REPORTED, 1971-1976 

Specific Offense by Year 

1976 Percent change 

OITcnsc 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 Number Percent 1971-1976 

Total ....................... 229,476 240,231 239,395 267,904 265,816 224,532 100.0 -2.2 

Crimes lIgainst persoIls ....... 43,320 45.689 45,518 51,108 54,377 53,430 23.8 23.3 
Homicide ................ 1,809 1,995 1,776 2,175 2,213 2,227 1.0 23.1 
Forcible rape ............ 2,544 2,795 2,564 2,705 3,054 3,000 1.3 17.9 
Robbery ................ 14,080 13,904 13,698 14,888 16,005 15,506 6.9 10.1 
Assault •. , •............. 23,918 25,894 26,540 30,310 31,865 31,511 14.0 31.7 
Kidnapping ..........•... 969 1,101 940 1,030 1,240 1,186 0.5 22.4 

Crimes against property ....... 81,805 78,485 76,353 87,582 94,565 94,108 41.9 15.0 
Burglary ................ 36,522 35,263 34,721 38,962 42,903 41,668 18.6 14.1 
Theft ...................... 17,073 17,491 18,585 23,519 26,073 26,984 12.0 58.1 
Motor vehicle theft ........ 16,791 14,809 13,174 14,719 14,581 15,509 6.9 -7.6 
Forgery, checks, 

credit cards ............ 11,419 10,922 9,873 10,382 11,008 9,947 4.4 -12.9 

Drug law violatioIls .......... 84,384 95,251 96,733 105,771 92,569 50,747 22.6 -39.9 
Marijuana. , ........ '" . 42,745 52,027 58,456 66,641 59,408 13,003 5.8 -69.6 
All 0 ther , •.............. 41,639 43,224 38,277 39,130 33,161 37,744 16.8 -9.4 

Sex law violations ........... 3,739 3,270 3,630 3,657 3,795 3,033 1.4 -18.9 
Unlawful sexual 

intercourse .. , .....•.. , 569 486 ' 466 395 475 336 0.1 -40.9 
Lewd and lasciviulls ........ 1,463 1,462 1,354 1,486 1,581 1,430 0.6 -2.3 
AU other ..•....••..•.... 1,707 1,322 1,810 1,776 1,739 1,267 0.6 -25.8 

AU other ...... , ........... 16.228 17,536 17,161 19,786 20,510 23,214 10.3 43.0 
Weapons ...... , ... , ..... 4,170 4,429 5,047 6,359 6,463 6,627 3,0 58.9 
Drunk-driving ...•..•..... 3.286 3,586 3.751 3,4.71 3,621 3,900 1.7 18.7 
llit-and·run ..•... , ....... 461 928 865 1,049 1,054 1,026 0.5 122.6 
Escape ................. 1.396 1,392 905 897 869 974 0.4 -30.2 
Bookmaking ..... , ....... 2,096 1,833 1,731 1,691 1,702 1,690 0.8 -19.4 
Arson •..• , .. , .......... 628 818 732 770 985 865 0.4 37.7 
All other .....•..... , '" . 4,191 4,550 4,130 5,549 5,816 8,132 3.6 94.0 

Total (less drug law violations) ... 145,092 144,980 142,662 162,133 173,247 173,785 77.4 19.8 

Polke dispositions ............ 229,476 240,231 239,395 267,904 265,816 224,532 100.0 -2.2 
Released n .•.••.••• , ....•... 47,238 46,121 47,341 44,503 42,750 38,313 17.1 -18.9 
Other jurisdiction ....•..••.. 10,245 8,368 6,372 11,652 9,829 8,942 4.0 -12.7 
Complaint med , ............ 171,993 185,742 185,682 211,749 213,237 177,277 79.0 3.1 

:l'ncludes rel~ases where no compillints were sought and releases where complaints were rejected by the district attorney. 
Note: P~rcents may not totnllOO.O due to rounding. 
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-15.5 

-1.7 
0.6 

-1.8 
-3.1 
-1.1 
4.4 

-0.5 
-2.9 
3.5 
6.4 

-9.6 

-45.2 
-78.1 
13.8 

-20.1 

-29.3 
·9.6 

-27.1 

13.2 
2.5 
7.7 

-2.7 
12.1 
-0.7 

-12.2 
39.8 

0.3 

-15.5 
-10.4 

-9.0 
-16.9 

1 
I 

'I 



I 

I 
I. 

TABLE 12 
ADULT MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS REPORTED, 1971-1976 

Specific Offense by Year 

I 1976 . Pc rce n t c lUlIlge 

Offense 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 Number Percent 1971-1976 

Total ......•.............. 738,549 746,975 781,222 812,067 803,091 869,466 100.0 17.7 

Assault and battery ........ 21,500 24,834 24,321 27,795 31,215 33,648 3.9 56.5 
Pe tty theft •.............. 45,267 44,888 45,118 51,394 58,751 60,150 6.9 32.9 
Checks and credit cards ..... - - 1,973 1,955 1,527 1,689 0.2 -
Drug law violations .....•.. 18,377 17,889 20,803 24,209 25,821 56,588 6.5 207.9 

Indecent exposure ......... 2,153 2,135 1,937 1,884 1,781 1,831 0.2 -15.0 
Annoying children ..•...... 669 888 778 561 648 1,107 0.1 65.5 
Obscene matter •........•. 1,322 1,282 848 685 255 206 0.0 -84.4 
Lewd conduct ., .........• - - 4,156 3,585 3,751 4,930 0.6 -
Prostitution .............. 7,301 7,546 9,122 8,304 8,707 11,082 1.3 51.8 
Drunk •..•.............. 233,551 211,252 202,976 206,658 209,251 212,708 24.5 -8.9 
Disorderly conduct .•...... 8,176 9,596 9,395 9,453 8,455 7,956 0.9 -2.7 
Disturbing the peace ....... 17,424 16,819 15,326 14,645 11,751 10,996 1.3 -36.9 

Drunk-driving .. ~ ..... ~ ... 192,012 220,279 272,028 268,244 252,120 257,846 29.6 34.3 
Hit-and-run .............. 2,204 2,554 2,882 3,018 2,800 3,670 0,4 66.5 
Traffic-custody ........... 103,592 52,860 93,502 112,277 114,249 116,711 13.4 12.7 

Gambling ...............• 5,285 5,623 4,843 4,951 5,090 4,797 0.6 -9.2 
Nonsupport .............. 5,398 5,002 3,657 2,479 2,222 1,615 0.2 ·70.1 

a 74,318 123,528 67,557 69,970 64,697 81,936 9.4 All other ..•........•... -
Police dispositions ..........• 738,549 746,975 781,222 812,067 803,091 869,466 100.0 17.7 

Releascdb •.••..•..•..•.•. 53,937 55,497 67,084 76,569 75,643 85,308 9.8 58.2 
Other jurisdiction ...... - .. 29,982 26,026 28,293 33,819 10,308 14,109 1.6 -52.9 
Complaint filed ........... 654,630 665,452 685,845 701,679 717,140 770,049 88.5 17.6 

aOata for 1973, 1974, 1975, and 1976 are not comparable with prior years due to changes in offense groupings. 
blncludes releases where no complaints were sought and releases where complaints were rejected by the district attorney. 
Notes: Percents may not total100.0 due to roundin?-. 

Dash indicates data are unavailable. 
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7.8 
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2.8 
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31.4 
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-5.9 
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-27.3 
26.6 

8.3 
12.8 
36.9 

7.4 



JllJ!enile Arrests 

As shown in Table 13, juvenile arrests decreased from 370,950 in 1975 to 353,752 in 1976 (4.6 

percent). Arrests for most crimes against persons declined, except for felony assault which increased 

only 2.1 percent or 187 arrests over the previous year. Of the crimes against property, anests for 

burglary decreased 8.3 percent while felony theft and motor vehicle theft arrests increased 3.2 

percent and 2.4 percent, respectively. Arrests for delinquent tendencies dropped 6.2 percent 

(5,375) from 1975. Arrests of runaways accounted for the greatest decrease in delinquent 

tendencies, dropping by 4,502 in 1976. In addition, arrests for truancy and "all other" delinquent 

tendencies decreased by 677 and 1,673, respectively. Arrests for incorrigible and loitering-curfew 

showed increases of 51 and 1,426, respectively. (Data not shown.) 

Juvenile arrests decreased 6.8 percent from 1971 to 1976. Numerically, there were 25,702 fewer 

arrests reported in 1976 than in 1971. This decline may be attributed, in part, to the decrease in the 

number of people in the delinquency-prone years. (See Chart 6, page 50.) Theft showed the most 

significant increase of the felony-level arrests, 132.8 percent. Misdemeanor drunk-driving arrests 

increased by a striking 229.8 percent. During the five-year period, juvenile arrests for most of the 

crimes against persons and property increased, with the exception of motor vehicle theft which 

decreased 17.5 percent. 

Personal Characteristics of Arrestees 

In 1976, BCS obtained individual offender records on the Monthly Arrest and Citation Register 

(Arrest Register) for about 90 percent of all reported arrests. This enabled a comprehensive analysis 

of arrest data since line-item reporting on the Arrest Register includes age, sex, and race data for 

offenders. Tables 15 and 16 show An-est Register data for 1976. Although percents are not shown 

on the tables, they are referenced in the narrative. It is anticipated that in 1977 all arrests will be 

reported to BCS on the Arrest Register. 

Table 14 shows the ratio of male arrests to female arrests reported on the Arrest Register in 1976. 

Of the total, there were 5.5 males to 1 female arrested. The ratio for felony-level arrests was 6.7 

m:,iles to 1 female, and for misdemeanor-level an'csts 6.1 males to 1 female. The ratio of male to 

female arres~~ for delinquent tendencies was nearly the same at 1.3 to 1. 
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TABLE 13 
JUVENILE ARRESTS REPORTED, 1971-1976 

Specific Offense by Year 

. 
1976 

Offense 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 Number Percent 

Total ..........•............ 379,454 353,232 362,617 408,131 370,950 353,752 100.0 

Law violationsa ........•...... 219,862 217,714 259,560 300,233 284,813 272,990 77.2 

Felony levela .,. ............ 104,261 104,531 118,629 134,517 127,842 103,003 29.1 
Crimes against persons ..... 11.119 13,610 15,249 17,030 17,742 16,398 4.6 

Homicide .......... '" 235 321 280 366 348 327 0.1 
Forcible rape .......... 501 644 742 758 664 547 0.2 
Robbery .....•........ 5,137 6,271 7,048 7,605 7,981 6,588 1.9 
Assault ............... 5,246 6,374 7,179 8,301 8,749 8,936 2.5 

Crimes against propertya ... 57,298 57,289 60,999 70,629 72,871 69,444 19.6 
Burglary .............. 35,842 36,085 39,888 46,077 47.866 43,887 12.4 
Theft ........ ~ ....... 4,692 5,343 5,985 8,417 10,586 10,922 3.1 
Mo tor vehicle theft ...... 16,764 15,861 14,318 15,296 13.498 13,825 3.9 
Forgery, checks. credit 

cards ...•.........•. - - 808 839 921 810 0.2 

Drug law violationsa ....... 34,800 32,448 35,072 38,125 2,} ,507 9,895 2.8 
Marijuanaa ..•......... 18,454 21,034 29,654 32,956 26,349 6,281 1.8 
AU othera ........... ; . 16,346 11,414 5,418 5,169 3,158 3,614 1.0 

Arson .•.....•.......... 1,044 1,184 1,282 1,497 1,388 1,139 0.3 
All othel ........ '" .... - - 6,027 7,236 6.334 6,127 1.7 

Misdemeanor levela ....•....• 115,601 113,183 140.931 165,716 156,971 169,987 48.1 
Assault and battery ........ 9,464 9,743 10,199 12,071 13,099 13,488 3.8 
Petty theft ..•........... 54,034 49,493 50,917 63,715 62,007 56,578 16.0 
Checks and credit cards 81 82 34 47 0.0 - -
Drug law violationsb ... : : : : - - 6,606 8,163 7,443 19,940 5.6 
Weapons ................ 2,543 2,562 2,403 2,554 1,764 1,802 0.5 
Drunk-driving .•...•...... 1,440 1,691 1,924 3,737 4,213 4,749 1.3 
Drunk .......... , ....... - - 7,701 8,875 9,291 10,644 3.0 
Disturbing the peae<: ....... 11,557 11,633 9,994 10,718 7,587 6,626 1.9 
Glue sniffing ............. - - 2,554 2,052 2,319. 2,170 0.6 
Malicious mischief ........ 16,494 17,953 15,846 17,650 16,017 15,036 4.2 
Liquor Jaw violationsa ..... 17,056 17,635 9,778 10,954 10,139 12,269 3.5 
AU othera ..•............ 3,013 2,473 22,928 25,145 23,058 26,638 7.5 

Delinquent tendenciesa ........• 159,592 135,518 103,057 107,898 86,137 80,762 22.8 

Police dispositions ............ 379,454 353,232 362,617 408,131 370,950 353,752 100.0 
Handled within department ... 152,476 142,814 145,155 160,114 144,297 136,478 38.6 
Other jurisdiction ...•....... 14,652 12,435 12,145 13,108 9,396 7,517 2.1 
JUYfJniie court or probation 

department .............. 212,326 197,983 205,317 234,909 217,257 209,757 59.3 

Percent change 

1971-1976 1975-1976 

-6.8 -4.6 

- -4.2 

- -19.4 
47.5 -7.6 
39.1 -6.0 

9.2 -17.6 
28.2 -17.5 
70.3 2.1 

- -4.7 
22.4 -8.3 

132.8 3.2 
-17.5 2.4 

. -12.1 

- -66.5 

- -76.2 

- 14.4 

9.1 -17.9 
- -3.3 

- 8.3 
42.5 3.0 

4.7 -8.8 
I - -

- 167.9 
-29.1 2.2 
229.8 12.7 

- 14.6 
-42.7 -12.7 

- -6.4 
-8.8 -6.1 

- 21.0 

- 15.5 

- -6.2 

-6.8 -4.6 
-10.5 -5.4 
48.7 -20.0 

-1.2 -3.5 

a Data for 1973, 1974, 1975, and 1976 are not comparable with prior years since some offenses previously grouped in the delinquent 
tendency category are now included in felony- and misdemeanor-level categories. 

bMisdemeanor drug law violations were included in the felony catl\gory prior to 1973. 
Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

Dash indicates data are unavailable. 
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TABLE 14 
RATIO OF MALE ARRESTS TO FEMALE ARRESTS REPORTED ON 

THE MONTHLY ARREST AND CITATION REGISTER, 1976 

Total Male Female 

Total arrests . . . . . ... · . 1,294,941 1,094,636 200,305 

Felony level . . . . . · . 288,864 251,188 37,676 
Misdemeanor level .. 935,793 804,283 131,510 
Delinquent tendencies . · . 70,284 39,165 3L119 

Felony-Level Arrest Data 

Ratio 

5.5 to 1 

6.7101 
6.1 to 1 
1.3 to 1 

There were 288,864 felony-level arrests reported on the Arrest Register during 1976. Property 

crimes comprised the largest number of total felony arrests, 145,643 or 50.4 percent. There were 

75,100 burglary arrests reported, representing 51.6 percen t of the total arrests for property crimes. 

As shown in Table 15, the largest number (36.2 percent) of total felony arrests reported in 1976 

were for young adults (18-24 years of age). Nonwhites (Mexican-Americans, Negroes, and other) 

represented the largest number of arrests for crimes against persons (61.0 percent). H01tvever, the 

majori ty of persons arrested for property crimes were white (51.8 percent). Whites represented 53.6 

percent of the burglary arrests and Negroes comprised 45.5 percent of the robbelY arrests. 

Misdemeanor-Level Arrest Data 

As shown in Table 16, there were 935,793 misdemeanor-level arrests reported during 1976 on the 

Arrest Register. Drunk-driving and drunk arrests combined represented 47.3 percent of the total 

misdemeanor-level arrests. 

As with felony-level arrests, the largest misdemeanor-level arrest group was persons 18-24 years of 

age. However, juveniles acc()lunted for 48.5 percent of the arrests for petty theft. 

Whites represented 56.6 percent of the total misdemeanor-level arrests reported on the Arrest 

Register. Mexican-Americans accounted for 29.6 percent of the persons arrested for being drunk, 

while Negroes accounted for only 13.4 percent It is interesting to note that 21.5 percent of the 

persons arrested for petty theft were white females, considering they accounted for less than 9 

percent of the total misdemeanor-level arrests. Petty theft was the only misdemeanor-level offense 

where females accounted for more than 20 percent of the arrests (39.2 percent). 
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TABLE 15 
ADULT AND JUVENILE FELONY-LEVEL ARRESTS REPORTED ON THE 

MONTHLY ARREST AND CITATION REGISTER, 1976a 

Offense by Age, Sex, and Race 

White Mexican-American Negro Other 

Offense and age Total Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Total ............ 288,864 251,188 37,676 123,710 20,026 53,322 5,505 69,344 11,359 4,812 786 

Under 18 ....... 89,757 80,650 9,107 42,689 5,250 16,974 1,644 19,337 2,04 t 1,650 172 
18-24 .......... 104,680 90,208 14,472 44,635 7,827 20,584 1,975 23,362 4,353 1,627 317 
25-39 .......... 74,353 62,901 11,452 28,375 5,523 12,616 1,532 20,77'if 4,166 1,132 231 
40 and over ..... 20,074 17,429 2,645 8,011 1,426 3,148 354 5,867 799 403 66 

Crimes against 
persons ......... 61,936 54,992 6,944 21,480 2,660 13,570 1,156 18,529 2,956 1,413 172 

Homicide ......... 2,211 1,919 292 677 125 556 41 631 121 55 5 

Under 18 ....... 238 213 25 50 11 92 6 66 8 5 ° 18-24 .......... 871 771 100 246 34 263 22 242 42 20 2 
25-39 .......... 821 700 121 282 56 153 12 240 51 25 2 
40 and over ..... 281 235 46 99 24 48 1 83 20 5 1 

Forcible rape ...... 3,053 3,017 36 1,116 19 766 3 1,071 14 64 ° 
Under 18 ....... 509 497 12 155 8 130 1 201 3 11 ° 18-24 .......... 1,224 1,208 16 430 6 372 1 374 . 9 32 0 
25-39 .......... 1,092 1,084 8 424 5 225 1 418 2 17 0 
40 and over ..... 228 228 0 107 0 39 0 78 0 4 ° 

Robbery .......... 19,295 17,531 1,764 5,617 682 3,532 252 8,000 786 382 44 

Under 18 ....... 5,886 5,303 583 1,414 200 1,149 108 2,608 266 132 9 
18-24 .......... 8,080 7,352 728 2,484 305 1,531 92 3,213 311 124 20 
25-39 .......... 4,652 4,242 410 1,478 163 725 47 1,938 187 101 13 
40 and over ..... 677 634 43 241 14 127 5 241 22 25 2 

Assault ........... 36,147 31,411 4,736 13,584 1,769 8,486 844 8,459 2,003 882 120 

Under 18 ....... 7,966 6,868 1,098 2,774 394 2,234 277 1,670 412 190 15 
18-24 .......... 12,437 11,011 1,426 4,772 504 3,403 264 2,527 615 309 43 
25-39 .......... 11,344 9,782 1,562 4,268 589 2,211 222 3,020 701 283 50 
40 and over •.... 4,400 3,750 650 1,770 282 638 81 1,242 275 100 12 

Kidnapping ....... 1,230 1,114 116 486 65 230 16 368 32 30 3 

Under 18 ....... 166 134 32 55 21 29 4 43 6 7 1 
18-24 .......... 503 458 45 194 29 108 5 149 10 7 1 
25-39 .......... 467 432 3S 191 13 72 6 156 15 13 1 
40 and over ..... 94 90 4 46 2 21 1 20 1 3 0 
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TABLE 15 - Continued 
ADULT AND JUVENILE FELONY-LEVEL ARRESTS REPORTED ON THE 

MONTHLY ARREST AND CITATION REGISTER, 1976a 

Offense by Age, Sex, and Race 

White Mexican-American Negro Other 

Offense and age Total Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 
-

Crimes against 
property ........ 145,643 128,379 17,264 66,132 9,321 25,412 2,647 34,582 4,896 2,253 400 

Burglary ...•...... 75,100 68,133 6,967 36,410 3,854 13,265 1,241 17,394 1,703 1,064 169 

Under 18 ....... 38,586 35,457 3,129 20,497 1,989 6,329 491 8,042 587 589 62 
18-24 .• , . , . , .. , 23,631 21,400 2,23'1 10,818 1,119 4,583 409 5,661 649 338 54 
25-39 ' .. , .. , •.• iO,994 9,686 1,308 4,369 557 2,012 290 3,197 426 108 35 
40 andover ..... 1,889 1,590 299 726 189 341 51 494 41 29 18 

Theft .. , ..•.. , ... 34,930 30,074 4,856 15,719 2,486 5,052 620 8,761 1,641 542 109 

Under 18 ....... 10,502 9,461 1,041 5,352 584 1.500 142 2,425 288 184 27 
18-24 •......... 12,632 10,729 1,903 5,686 952 1,887 224 2,989 676 167 51 
25-39 .......... 8,937 7,412 1,525 3,447 721 1,248 193 2,590 586 127 25 
40 and over ..... 2,859 2,472 387 1,234 229 417 61 757 91 64 6 

Motor vehicle 
theft ........... 26,037 23,883 2,154 10,355 1,061 6,341 539 6,641 498 546 56 

Under 18 .....•. 12,305 11,157 1,148 5,202 609 3,129 350 2,518 158 308 31 
18-24 .. , ,., •.•• 9,303 8,654 649 3,344 287 2,388 148 2,758 198 164 16 
25-39 . , , .. , , ... 3,738 3,421 317 1,468 135 708 39 1,182 135 63 8 
40 and over., ... 691 651 40 341 30 116 2 183 7 11 1 

Forgery, checks, 
credit cards ..... 9,576 6,289 3,287 3,648 1,920 754 247 1,786 1,054 101 66 

Under 18 .... , .. 748 477 271 324 176 63 31 80 56 10 8 
18-24 . ' , ....... 3,917 2,348 1,569 1,308 904 365 134 637 501 38 30 
25-39 .......... 3,969 2,743 1,226 1,515 681 271 71 916 452 41 22 
40 and over ....• 942 721 221 501 159 55 11 153 45 12 6 

Drug law 
violations , ...... 51,543 41,206 10,337 21,695 6,306 8,599 1,298 10,391 2,600 521 133 

Under 18 •••.•.• 6,745 5,473 1,272 3,677 992 993 130 722 140 81 10 
18-24 .... , .... , 21,903 17,201 4,702 10,426 3,031 3,354 547 3,188 1,052 233 72 
25-39 .... " .... 19,288 15,417 3,871 6,790 2,038 3,421 525 5,032 1,260 174 48 
40 and over ..•.. 3,607 3,115 492 802 245 831 96 1,449 148 33 3 

All other ., ....... 29,742 26,611 3,131 14,403 1,739 5,741 404 5,842 907 625 81 

Under 18 ..•.... 6,106 5,610 496 3,189 266 1,326 104 962 117 133 9 
18-24 ... , .•.... 10,179 9,076 1,103 4,927 656 2,330 129 1,624 290 195 28 
25-39 ••........ 9,051 7,982 1,069 4,143 565 1,570 126 2,089 351 180 27 
40 and over. " .. 4,406 3,943 463 2,144 252 515 45 1,167 149 117 17 

nEighty-eight percent of the total felony arrests were reported on the Monthly Arrest and Citation Register. 
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TABLE 16 
ADULT AND JUVENILE MISDEMEANOR-LEVEL ARRESTS REPORTED 

ON THE MONTHLY ARREST AND CITATION REGISTER, 1976<1 
Offense by Age, Sex, and Race 

White Mexican-American Negro Other 

Offense and age Total Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Fcm,lle Male Female 

Total ....... , .... 935,793 804,283 131,510 447,609 82,459 196,459 19,830 137,845 24,988 22,370 4,233 

Under Ig ....... 155,905 121,577 34,328 75,796 21,788 26,446 5,940 16,900 5,721 2,435 879 
18-24 .......... 291,062 250,996 40,066 141,091 23,271 66,812 5,940 38,105 9,682 4,988 1,173 
25-39 .......... 283,191 247,232 35,959 125,945 21,681 62,910 5,526 49,970 7,289 8,407 1,463 
40 and over ..... 205,635 184,478 21,157 104,777 15,719 40,291 2,424 32,870 2,296 6,540 718 

Assault 

and battery ..... 42,972 36,586 6,386 20,694 3,299 7,781 1,270 7,202 1,617 909 200 

Under 18 ....... 12,370 9,673 2,697 5,270 1,309 2,162 651 2,010 659 231 78 
18-24 .......... 14,318 12,655 1,663 7,145 814 2,962 308 2,252 493 296 48 
25-39 .......... 11,961 10,481 1,480 5,858 819 2,037 231 2,302 373 284 57 
40 and over ..•.. 4,323 3,777 546 2,421 357 620 80 638 92 98 17 

Pctty theft ........ 103,977 63,167 40,810 36,084 22,346 12,058 7,706 13,089 8,989 1,936 1,769 

Under 18 ....... 50,444 32,669 17,775 19,725 10,585 5,536 2,742 6,538 3,883 870 565 
18-24 .......... 25,831 15,291 10,540 8,383 5,173 3,302 2,161 3,174 2,766 432 440 
25-39 .......... 17,Y42 10,042 7,900 4,853 3,612 2,198 1,920 2,576 1,848 415 520 
40 and over ..... 9,760 5,165 4,595 3,123 2,976 1,022 883 801 492 219 244 

Drug law 

violations •...•.. 64,785 54,704 10,081 31,304 6,745 13,103 1,507 9,600 1,702 697 127 

Under 18 ....... 19,369 16,267 3,102 10,667 2,410 2,962 330 2,425 322 213 40 
18-24 .......... 27,453 23,322 4,131 13,800 2,793 5,590 666 3,640 614 292 58 
25-39 .......... 15,411 12,911 2,500 5,948 1,330 3,806 467 3,008 678 149 25 
40 and over ..... 2,552 2,204 348 889 212 745 44 527 88 43 4 

Drunk ...•.••..•. 198,800 184,391 14,409 93,476 9,764 56,567 2,209 24,872 1,688 9,476 748 

Under 18 ....... 9,695 8,025 1,670 4,659 1,241 2,847 341 336 54 183 34 
18-24 •.•...•... 41,860 38,246 3,614 20,524 2,250 13,407 657 3,082 539 1,233 168 
25-39 ... , ...... 61,351 56,573 4,778 26,071 3,036 17,624 725 9,123 703 3,755 314 
40 and over .•... 8S,1l94 81,547 4,347 42,222 3,237 22,689 486 12,331 392 4,305 232 

Drunk-driving ' •... 243,791 219,569 24,222 134,828 19,447 56,367 2,479 24,131 1,854 4,243 442 

Under 18 ....... 4,499 4,066 433 2,729 367 1,152 50 130 11 55 5 
18-24 .......... 63,054 58,148 4,906 35,379 3,904 18,547 624 3,273 291 949 87 
25-39 ...•. , .... 99,246 89,371 9,875 51,656 7,707 25,025 1,118 10,647 835 2,043 215 
40 and over ••... 76,992 67,984 9,008 45,064 7,469 11,643 687 I 10,081 717 1,196 135 
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TABLE 16 ~ Continued 
ADULT AND JUVENILE MISDEMEANOR-LEVEL ARRESTS REPORTED 

ON THE MONTHLY ARREST AND CITATION REGISTER, 1976a 

Offense by Age, Sex, and Race 

White Mexican-American Negro 

Offense and age Total • fate Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Traffic ........... 117,977 108,735 9,242 50,762 5,555 22,192 1,204 33,770 2,271 

Under 18 ....... 4,383 3,970 413 2,616 307 904 68 380 33 
18-24 .......... 60,458 56,183 4,275 27,297 2,535 12,669 562 15,320 1,091 
25-39 .......... 42,653 38,935 3,718 16,642 2,155 7,134 484 14,322 979 
40 and over ... , . 10,483 9,647 836 4,207 558 1,485 90 3,748 168 

All other ......... 163,491 137,131 26,360 80,461 15,303 28,391 3,455 25.181 1),867 

Under 18 ....... 55,145 46,907 8,238 30,130 5,569 10,883 1,758 5,081 759 
18·24 .......... 58,088 47,151 10,937 28,563 5,802 10,335 962 7,364 3,888 
25-39 ...... " .. 34,627 28,919 5,708 14,917 3,022 5,086 581 7,992 1,873 
40 and over ..... 15,631 14,154 1,477 6,851 910 2,087 154 4,744 347 

flNinety percent of the total misdemeanor arrests were reported on fhe Monthly Arrest and Citation Register. 
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THE ADULT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

California's adult criminal justice system involves the combined efforts of law enforcement agencies, 

prosecutors, lower courts, superior courts, and local and state correctional agencies. The Bureau of 

Criminal Statistics (BCS) main tains three separate systems to describe the adult criminal justice 

process. The Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) system compiles data on the processing 

of adult felony arrestees from the point of anest to the point of final disposition in the criminal 

justice system. A second system collects data on adult state and local concctional programs, 

including counts on institlr,Lion and parole population movements, and county and city jail and 

camp populations. The third ~ystem describes the adult probation system in California, including 

individual offender data on kivver and superior court probation caseloads, grants, and removals. 

Data from these three systems have been included in this section of the annual Crime and 

Delinquency publication to provide a comprehensive description of adult criminal justice in 

California. 

Introduction to Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) 

Prior to 1975, the Bureau collected and compiled separate statistics 011 the dispositions of adult 

felony defendants in California courts. Data on the law enforcement and prosecutor level processing 

of these defendants were not included in the system. Over the past several years, the Bureau has 

been developing a criminal transaction reporting system which accounts for adult felony arrestees 

from the point of arrest to the point of final disposition in the criminal justice system. This 

reporting system, referred to as Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS), includes individual 

offender data on final dispositions at the law enforcement, prosecutor, lower court, and superior 

court levels. 

There is a significant difference between arrest data, as reported earlier in this publication, and final 

disposition data for adult felony arrests as reported by law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, and 

courts through the OBTS system. OBTS data are based on the year in which the final disposition 

occurred and are frequently reported a year or more after the anest takes place. Arrest data 

reported earlier in this publication are based on the year in which the arrest occurred and are 

reported to the Bureau during that year. 

There are several other characte1istics and limitations of OBTS data: 

OBTS data do not reflect the total number of adult felony anests nor the total number of 

dispositions which were made at any particular level of the criminal justice system during a 

given disposition year. It is estimated that approximately 25 to 30 percent of the final 

6-76365 
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dispositions of adult fclony arrests were not reported to BCS in 1975 and 1976. However, 

OBTS data do indicate how adult felony arrestees were processed through the criminal justice 

system. 

The 1975 and 1976 OBTS data from several counties appear to be underreported. In any 

newly implemented statistical reporting system, data are often incomplete during the 

developmental years. 

It is not advisable to make statistical compalisons of 1975 and 1976 OBTS data with court 

disposition data published by BCS plior to 1975 since they were collected through different 

reporting systems. 

Data for the 1975 disposition year do not include Alameda and Santa Clara counties since 

they did not participate in the OBTS program dUting the year. Data for the 1976 disposition 

year do not include Santa Clara County. 

A Comparison of OBrs Dispositions in 1975 and 1976 

During 1976, there were 157,537 fir!aldispositions reported to BCS through the OBTS system by 

57 California counties. (See Table 17.) Excluding 9,669 cases reported by Alameda County in 1976, 

the total number of final dispositions of adult felony arrests reported by 56 California counties 

through the OBTS system declined by 15.1 percent from 1975 to 1976. One of the primary reasons 

for the decrease was legislation, effective on January 1, 1976, which reduced the possession of 

limited quantities or concentrations of marijuana from a felony to a misdemeanor. The following 

data on total felony arrest dispositions show the effect that processing thousands less felony 

malijuana cases in 1976 had on the valious components of the adult criminal justice system (see 

Table 17): 

Law enforcement releases dropped from 8.5 percent in 1975 to 6.7 percent in 1976. 

Complaints filed increased from 78.0 percent in 1975 to 79.6 percent in 1976. 

Lower court dismissals dropped from 25.1 percent in 1975 to 20.0 percent in 1976. 

Lower court convictions increased from 30.5 percent in 1975 to 36.2 percent in 1976. 

Lower court commitments to county jails increased from 4.6 percent in 1975 to 6.1 percent 

in 1976. 

. 
Superior court convictions increased from 18.0 percent in 1975 to 19.4 percent in 1976. 
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TABLE 17 
DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS, 1975-1976 

Disposition Level by Year 

Dispositions 

Felony arrest dispositions . . . . . . .. . ......... . 
Law enforcement releases ................. . 
Complaints denied ...................... . 
Complaints filed ........................ . 

Misdemeanor complaints ................ . 
Felony complaints .................... . 

Lower court dispositions .................... . 
Dlslllissedc ... .' ........................ . 
Acquitted .........•.........•.......... 
Convicted ............... " ............ . 

Guilty plea ................••......... 
Jury trial ............................ . 
Court trial ........................... . 

Sentence .............................. . 
California Youth Authority ............. . 
Straight probation .......•.............. 
Probation/jail ........................ . 
County jail .......................... . 
Fine ........................•....... 
Other .............................. . 

Superior court dispositions .................. . 
Dismissedd .......•...........••........ 
Acquitted ..................... ' ....... . 
Convicted ..................... , ... " .. . 

Original guilty plea .................... . 
Not guilty to guilty ........ : .......... : . 
Jury trial ......•...........•.......... 
Court trial ........................... . 
Trial by transcript ..................... . 

Sentence ........................ , " ... . 
Death .............................. . 
State prison .......................... . 
California Youth Authority ............. . 
Straight probation ..................... . 
Probation/jail ...................•..... 
County jail .......................... . 
Fine ...............•................ 
California Rehabilitation 

. Center ..................•.......... 
Mentally disordered sex 

offender •......•........•...... , .. . 
Other .............................. . 

aOuta for Alameda and Santa Clara counties ure not included. 
b Oata for Santa Clara County are not included. 
crncludes those defendants certified to juvenile court. 
dlncludes those defendants certified to juvenile court. and other. 
Notes: Percents may not totnl 100.0 due to rounding. 

Dash indicates data are unavailable. 
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1975a 

Number 

174,069 
14,798 
23,443 

135,828 
70,858 
64,970 

97,598 
43,678 

860 
53,060 
51,875 

581 
604 

53,060 
71 

21,638 
17,878 
8,040 
5,423 

10 

38,230 
5,616 
1,351 

31,263 
8,232 

18,878 
2,392 
1,051 

710 
31,263 

16 
4,561 
1,380 
6,716 

15,486 
1,716 

107 

1,046 

235 
-

Percmt Number 

100.0 157,537 
8.5 10,595 

13.5 21,571 
78.0 125,371 
40.7 64,414 
37.3 60,957 

56.1 89,295 
25.1 31,471 

0.5 872 
30.5 56,952 
29.8 55,146 

0.3 847 
0:3 959 

30.5 56,952 
0.0 85 

12.4 20,254 
10.3 19,576 
4.6 9,610 
3.1 6,761 
0.0 666 

22.0 36,076 
3.2 4,395 
0.8 1,118 

18.0 30,563 
4.7 8,458 

10.8 18,112 
1.4 2,628 
0.6 917 
0.4 448 

18.0 30,563 
0.0 14 
2.6 5,437 
0.8 1,502 
3.9 5,264 
8.9 15,181 
1.0 1,635 
0.1 158 

0.6 1,158 

0.1 197 
- 17 

1976b 

Percent 

100.0 
6.7 

13.7 
79.6 
40.9 
38.7 

56.7 
20.0 

0.6 
36.2 
35.0 

0.5 
0.6 

36.2 
0.1 

12.9 
12.4 
6.1 
4.3 
0.4 

22.9 
2.8 
0.7 

19.4 
5.4 

11.5 
1.7 
0.6 
0.3 

19.4 
0.0 
3.5 
1.0 
3.3 
9.6 
1.0 
0.1 

0.7 

0.1 
0.0 



9 Commitments to state prison increased from 2.6 percent in 1975 to 3.5 percent in 1976. 

Data in Table 17 indicate the levels of the climinal justice system at which 157,537 adults received 

final dispositions in 1976 following arrests for felony offenses in 1976 and previous years. Of the 

157,537 adult felony arrestees who received final dispositions in 57 California counties in 1976: 

6.7 percent were released at the law enforcement level, compared to 8.5 percent in 1975. 

13.7 percent were released at the prosecutor level, compared to 13.5 percent in 1975. 

56.7 percent were disposed of at the lower court level, compared to 56.1 percent in 1975. 

22.9 percent received final dispositions at the superior court level, compared to 22.0 percent 

in 1975. 

At the law enforcement level, a greater percentage of those offenders arrested for motor vehicle 

theft (18.5 percent) were released in 1976 than of any other arrestee group. This was followed by 

releases of robbery (11.3 percent) and forcible rape (10.5 percent) arrestees. A lesser percentage of 

the drug law arrestees (2.3 percent) were released at the law enforcement level than of any other 

arrestee group. (See Tables 18 and 19.) 

Complaints against adults arrested for forcible rape were denied (25.3 percent) at the prosecutor 

level more often than those for any other offense. The percentages of persons released at this level 

for motor vehicle theft, robbery, and assault arrests were 18.3 percent, 17.2 percent, and 16.9 

percent, respectively. The percentage of drug offense arrestees released at this level was the same as 

the overall percentage for all offenses, 13.7 percent. 

While 56.7 percent of all final dispositions reported in 1976 occurred in lower courts, the adults 

most frequently disposed of at this level were those arrested for: drug law violations, 67.9 percent; 

assault offenses, 60.7 percent; and felony theft offenses, 60.5 percent. 

Many of the more serious felony cases go on to superior court for final disposition. In 1976, 

superior courts were responsible for 22.9 percent (36,076) of the total final dispositions for adult 

felony arrests. The adults most frequently disposed of at the superior court level in the 57 reporting 

counties were those arrested for: homicide, 67.7 percent; robbelY, 46.8 percent; and forcible rape, 

40.1 percent. Persons arrested for assault offenses and drug law violations showed a lower 

percentage of final dispositions in superior court, 13.9 percent and 16.1 percent, respectively. 
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TABLE 18 
DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 COUNTIES, 1976a 

Disposition Level by Arrest Offense 

Motor Drug 
Forcible vehicle law 

Dispositions Total Homicide rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft theft violations 

Felony arrest dispositions ..... 157,:537 1,394 1,840 10,406 21,018 29,365 18,236 8,174 44,305 
Law enforcement releases ... 10,595 128 194 1,172 1,772 2,420 1,334 1,513 1,017 
Complaints denied ......... 21,571 172 466 1,793 3,556 3,064 2,520 1,495 6,073 
Complaints filed .......... 125,371 1,094 1,180 7.441 15,690 23,881 14,382 5,166 37,215 

Misdemeanor complain ts •. 64,414 16 177 1,115 10,042 9,590 7,413 2,333 24,695 
FelOI1Y complaints ......• 60,957 1,078 1,003 6,326 5,648 14,291 6,969 2,833 12,520 

Lower court dispositions ...... 89,295 150 443 2,567 12,761 14,826 1.1,035 3,723 30,064 
Dismissed ... ~ .... ~ ... "- "- ... 31,471 133 229 1,371 3,316 3,776 3,109 1,071 15,049 
Acquitted ............... 872 0 5 31 255 107 132 44 188 
Convicted ..•.......• " .. 56,952 17 209 1,165 9,190 10,943 7,794 2,608 14,827 

Guilty plea ...... ,. ..... 55,146 17 194 1,124 8,657 10,648 7,544 2,533 14,490 
Jury trial .......•...... 847 0 11 19 334 160 109 22 89 
Court trial ............. 959 0 4 22 199 135 141 53 248 

Sentence ................ 56,952 17 209 1,165 9,190 10,943 7,794 2,608 14,827 
California Youth Authority 85 0 0 5 6 44 7 12 3 
Straight probation ....... 20,254 7 62 .309 3,807 3,328 2,646 684 4,960 
Probationfjail •...•..... 19,576 5 96 490 3,140 4,787 3,095 1,148 3.734 
County jail ••••••• 04 •• 0 9,610 4 38 280 1,379 2,234 1,543 619 2,110 
Fine •.......•......... 6.761 1 12 65 772 467 452 . 115 3,723 
Other ............. " .. 666 0 1 16 86 83 51 30 297 

Superior court dispositions .... 36,076 944 737 4,874 2,929 9,055 3.347 1,443 7.151 
Dismissed •••• 0 00 •• 0 ••• o. 4,395 70 96 448 363 689 438 140 1,521 
Acquitted ............... 1,118 92 68 156 225 152 88 39 144 
Convicted .•.•....•...... 30.563 782 573 4,270 2,341 8,214 2,821 1,264 5,486 

Original guilty pica .••... 8,458 91 102 851 483 2,385 927 449 1,222 
Not guilty to guilty ...... 18,112 410 324 2,672 1,333 5,051 1,655 729 3,514 
Jury trial .............. 2,628 227 112 573 348 509 172 50 358 
Court trial ., ........... 917 41 27 122 137 188 53 29 210 
Trial by transcript ...•... 448 13 8 52 40 81 141 7 

182 
Sentence ....•.......•... 30,563 782 573 4,270 2.341 8,214 2,821 1,264 5,486 

Death ......... ~ ~ ..... 14 13 0 0 1 0 
01 0 

0 
State prison •........... 5,437 469 174 1,523 390 1,141 269 128 621 
California Youth Authority 1,502 40 33 500 85 569 56 86 63 
Straight probation .•..... 5,264 59 59 286 494 1,071 759 172 1,239 
Probation/jail ........... 15,181 193 226 1,704 1,162 4,491 1,441 696 3,027 
County jail •• 0 ••••••••• 1,635 7 32 124 186 465 205 156 126 
Fine .................. 158 0 2 7 8 8 11 1 74 
California Rehabilitation 

Center ..........•..• 1,158 1 1 114 8 444 78 24 332 
Mentally disordered sex 

offender ••••••••• 0. 0 197 0 46 12 6 19 1 1 ° Otlter •.•.••.•..•..•... 17 0 0 0 1 6 1 0 4 

aData for Santa Clara County are not included. 
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All 
other 

22,799 
1,045 
2,432 

19,322 
9,033 

10,289 

13,726 
3,417 

110 
10,199 

9,939 

103 
157 

10,199 

8 
4,451 
3,081 
1,403 
1,154 

102 

5,596 
630 
154 

4,812 
1,948 
2,424 

279 
110 
51 

4,812 

0 
722 

70 
1,125 
2,241 

334 
47 

156 

112 
5 



TABLE 19 
DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 COUNTIES, 1976a 

Disposition Level by Arrest Offense and Percent Distribution 

Motor Drug 
Forcible vehicle law 

Dispositions Total Homicide rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft theft violations 

Felony arrest dispositions ..... 157,537 1,394 1,840 10,406 21,018 29,365 18,236 8,174 44,305 
Percent distribution .......... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Law enforcement releases .•. 6.7 9.2 10.5 11.3 8.4 8.2 7.3 18.5 2.3 
Complaints denied ......... 13.7 12.3 25.3 17.2 16.9 10.4 13.8 18.3 13.7 
Complaints filed .......... ~ 79.6 78.5 64.1 71.5 74.7 81.3 78.9 63.2 84.0 

Misdemeanor complaints .. 40.9 1.1 9.6 10.7 47.8 32.7 40.7 28.5' 55.7 
Felony complaints ....... 38.7 77.3 54.5 60.8 26.9 48.7 38.2 34.7 28.3 

Lower court dispositions ...... 56.7 10.8 24.1 24.7 60.7 50.5 60.5 45.5 67.9 
Dismissed ................ 20.0 9.5 12.4 13.2 15.8 12.9 17.0 13.1 34.0 
Acquitted ............... 0.6 0.0 0.3 0.3 1.2 0.4 0.7 0.5 0.4 
Convicted •••••• of ...... of 36.2 1.2 11.4 11.2 43.7 37.3 42.7 31.9 33.5 

Guilty plea ............ ". 35.0 1.2 10.5 10.8 41.2 36.3 41.4 31.0 32.7 
Jury trial .............. 0.5 0.0 0.6 0.2 1.6 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.2 
Court trial ...•......... 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.9 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.6 

Sentence ..........•..... 36.2 1.2 11.4 11.2 43.7 37.3 42.7 31.9 33.5 
California Youth Amhority 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 
Straight probation ....... 12.9 0.5 3.4 3.0 18.1 11.3 14.5 8.4 11.2 
Probationfjail ............. 12.4 0.4 5.2 4.7 14.9 16.3 17.0 14.0 8.4 
County jail .............. 6.1 0.3 2.1 2.7 6.6 7.6 8.5 7.6 4.8 
Fine .................. 4.3 0.1 0.7 0.6 3.7 1.6 2.5 1.4 8.4 
Other ....•............ 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.7 

Superior court dispositions .... 22.9 67.7 40.1 46.8 13.9 30.8 18.4 17.7 16.1 
Dismissed 0 ••••••• 0 •••••• 2.8 5.0 5.2 4.3 1.7 2.3 2.4 1.7 3.4 
Acquitted •• to ••••• ~ •••••• 0.7 6.6 3.7 1.5 1.1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.3 
Convicted ............... 19.4 56.1 31.1 41.0 11.1 28.0 15.5 15.5 12.4 

Original guilty plea ...... 5.4 6.5 5.5 8.2 2.3 8.1 5.1 5.5 2.8 
Not guilty to guilty ...... 11.5 29.4 17.6 25.7 6.3 17.2 9.1 8.9 7.9 
Jury trial .............. 1.7 16.3 6.1 5.5 1.7 1.7 0.9 0.6 0.8 
Court trial ............. 0.6 2.9 1.5 1.2 0.7 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.5 
Trial by transcript ....... 0.3 0.9 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.4 

Sentence ..............•. 19.4 56.1 31.1 41.0 11.1 28.0 15.5 15.5 12.4 
Death . . , , . . . . . . . . ~ . . . 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
State prison ..........•. 3.5 33.6 9.5 14.6 1.9 3.9 1.5 1.6 1.4 
California Youth Authority 1.0 2.9 1.8 4.8 0.4 1.9 0.3 1.1 0.1 
Straight probation ....... 3.3 4.2 3.2 2.7 2.4 3.6 4.2 2.1 2.8 
Probation/jail • 0 ... ' ••••• 9.6 13.8 12.3 16.4 5.5 15.3 7.9 8.5 6.8 
County jail o. 0 .......... 1.0 0.5 1.7 1.2 0.9 1.6 1.1 1.9 0.3 
Fine .••.............•. 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 
California Rehabilitation 

Center .•...•........ 0.7 0.1 0.1 1.1 0.0 1.5 0.4 0.3 0.7 
Mentally disordered sex 

offender •••••••• 0 ••• 0.1 0.0 2.5 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Other .............•... 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

a Data for Santa Clara County are not included. 
Note: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 
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22,799 
100.0 

4.6 
10.7 
84.7 
39.6 
45.1 

60.2 
15.0 

0.5 
44.7 
43.6 

0.5 
0.7 

44.7 
0.0 

19.5 
13.5 
6.2 
5.1 
0.4 

24.5 
2.8 
0.7 

21.1 
8.5 

10.6 
1.2 
0.5 
0.2 

21.1 
0.0 
3.2 
0.3 
4.9 
9.8 
1.5 
0.2 

0.7 

0.5 
0.0 
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The processing of adults arrested for drug law violations changed dramatically from 1975 to 1976. 

The reasons for these changes are discllssed in the following section. 

A Comparison of OBTS Marijuana Arrest Dispositions in 1975 and 1976 

Table 20 compares final dispositions in 1975 and 1976 for adult felony marijuana arrests, From 

1975 to 1976, there was an overall decrease of 58.3 percent in the total number of marijuana arrests 

which received final dispositions. This decrease would be even larger if the 1976 data for Alameda 

County were excluded, since they did not report in 1975. The primary reason for the substantial 

changes in both the volume and disposition patterns of marijuana arrests was the new marijuana 

laws, which became effective on January 1, 1976. These laws reduced the possession of limited 

quantities or concentrations of marijuana from a felony to a misdemeanor. 

Although there were significantly fewer final dispositions of adult felony marijuana arrests in 1976, 

those felony marijuana arrestees who were processed through the system were more likely to move 

through the law enlorcement and prosecutor levels and be convicted in either lower or superior 

courts than those processed in 1975. 

In 1976, 1.3 percent of the felony malijuanFi arrestees who received final dispositions were released 

at the law enforcement level compared to 3.3 percent in 1975. At the prosecutor level, complaints 

were filed against 91.4 percent of the arrestees disposed of in 1976, compared to 83.5 percent in 

1975. 

The number of marijuana arrestees convicted in lower courts increased from 26.9 percent of the 

total rnarijuana arrestees disposed of in 1975 to 33.8 percent in 1976. There was a corresponding 

increase in the percentage of defendants who were convicted and fined in lower court, from 5.6 

percent of the total arrestees disposed of in 1975 to 13.7 percent in 1976. 

Lower court dismissal data for 1975 are inflated since those defendants who were placed in local 

drug diVersion programs under Penal Code SectIon 1000.2 and those who were removed from 

programs during the year following successful completion were counted as dismissed. Therefore, 

individual defendants who entered and left drug diversion programs during the same year were 

counted twice. In 1976, drug diversion defendants were counted as receiving final dispositions of 

"dismissed in lower court" only upon their successful removal from the programs into which they 

were placed by the court. Defendants placed in diversion programs during 1976 were not counted as 

receiving final dispositions until their removal from the programs. 

The percentage of total felony marijuana arrestees disposed of in superior court increased from 7.6 

percent in 1975 to 9.9 percent in 1976. The percentage sentenced in superior court to 

probation/jail increased from 2.6 percent in 1975 to 3.9 percent in 1976. All other types of 

superior court sentences showed smaller increases in actual percentage of total arrests. 
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TABLE 20 
DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS FOR MARIJUANA OFFENSES, 1975-1976 

Disposition Level by Year 

Dispositions 

Fclony arrest dispositions ................... . 
Law enforccmcnt releases ................. . 
Complaints denied ....................... . 
Complaints filed ........................ . 

Misdemeanor complaints ................ . 
Felony complaints .................... . 

Lower court dispositions .................... . 
Dismissed c ............................. . 
Acquitted ............................. . 
Convicted ............................. . 

Guilty plea ........................... . 
Jury trial " .......................... . 
Court trial ........................... . 

Scntence .............................. . 
California Youth Authority .............. . 
Straight probation ..................... . 
Prohationfjail ......................... . 
County jail ........................... . 
Finc ............•.................... 
Other ............................... . 

Supcrior court dispositions .................. . 
Dismisscd d ............................. . 
Acquitted ............................. . 
Convicted ............................. . 

Original guilty plea .................... . 
Not guilty to guilty .................... . 
Jury trial ............................ . 
Court trial ........................... . 
Trial by transcript ..................... . 

Sentence .............................. . 
Death ............................... . 
S tate prison .......................... . 
California Youth Authority .............. . 
Straight probation ., ................... . 
Probationfjail ......................... . 
County jail ........................... . 
Fine ................................ . 
California Rehabilitation 

Center ....•........................ 
Mentally disordered sex 

offender ........................... . 
Other ..................... , ......... . 

UData for Alameda and Santa Clara counties arc not included. 
h Data for San ta Clara County are not included. 
clncludes those defenda nts certified to juvenile court. 
dlncludes those defendants certified to juvenile court, and other. 
Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

Dash indicates data are unavailable. 
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1975a 

Number 

46,319 
1,511 
6,133 

38,675 
31,157 

7,518 

35,171 
22,518 

171 
12,482 
12,270 

68 
144 

12,482 
2 

5,880 
2,363 
1,658 
2,577 

2 

3,504 
1,079 

67 
2,358 

570 
1,4 ·1\1 

84 
104 
160 

2,358 
a 

72 
26 

920 
1,219 

96 
17 

8 

a 
-

1976b 

Percent Number Percent 

100.0 19,3 I 7 100.0 
3.3 254 1.3 

13.2 1,40:' 7.3 
83.5 17,662 91.4 
67.3 13,84 I 71.7 
16.2 3,821 19.8 

75.9 15,755 81.6 
48.6 9,138 47.3 

0.4 84 0 .. 4 
26.9 6,533 33.8 
26.5 6,420 33.2 

0.1 35 0.2 
0.3 78 0.4 

26.9 6,533 33.8 
0.0 2 0.0 

12.7 2,168 11.2 
5.1 825 4.3 
3.6 710 3.7 
5.6 2,639 13.7 
0.0 189 1.0 

7.6 1,907 9.9 
2.3 485 2.5 
O. I 35 0.2 
5.1 1,387 7.2 
1.2 347 1.8 
3.1 816 4.2 
0.2 63 0.3 
0.2 71 0.4 
0.3 90 0.5 
5.1 1,387 7.2 
0.0 a 0.0 
0.2 49 0.3 
0.1 18 0.1 
2.0 458 2.4 
2.6 753 3.9 
0.2 39 0.2 
0.0 58 0.3 

0.0 10 0.1 

0.0 0 0.0 
- 2 0.0 



l 
, 

~ 

\ 

The number of felony marijuana arrestees shown as dismissed in superior court in 1975 is inflated 

since both superior court defendants placed in drug diversion programs and those removed from 

programs during the year were counted as dismissed. In 1976, only the superior court drug 

defendants removed from programs following successful completion were counted as dismissed. As 

with lower court, defendants placed in drug diversion programs by superior courts in 1976 were not 

counted as receiving final dispositions until their successful or unsuccessful removal from the 

programs. 

OBT'S Arrestee/Defendant Characteristics (Dttta not Shown) 

The OBTS system also contains statistical data on the personal characteristics of offenders. This 

enables users to analyze and evaluate the state, county, and local adult criminal justice processes in 

. light of such demographic factors as age, race, and sex of offenders. In addition, the existing 

cri.l11inal status at the time of arrest and the prior criminal record of defendants disposed of at the 

superior court level are collected and may be used to evaluate how the criminal justice system deals 

with repeat offenders. 

The adult felony arrestees disposed of in the California criminal justice system are typically young. 

In 1976, nearly three~quarters (72.5 percent) of tile arrestees whose ages were known were under 30 

years of age and slightly more than one-eighth (12.9 percent) were under 20 years of age. 

The adult felony arrestees disposed of in 1976 were predominantly white, comprising about 52 

percent of the total arrests where race was known. Negroes accounted for 29 percent and 

Mexican-Amelicans 17 percent of the total felony arrestees. Where sex was known, males accounted 

for approximately 86 percent and females accounted for about 14 percent of the total felony 

arrestees. 

Existb 5 criminal status describes the type of correctional supervision at the time of arrest of 

superior court defendants disposed of in the disposition year. Where criminal status was known, 

about 41 percent of the arrestees disposed of in superior court in 1976 were on pro ba tion, paro Ie, 

or serving a term in an institution at the time of arrest. 

Of those superior court defendants for whom the prior criminal record was known, approximately 

17 percent had no prior record, 68 percent had miscellaneous prior records which ranged from prior 

arrests only to convictions with non-prison sentences, and the remaining 15 percent had one or 

more prior prison commitments. 
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Adult Corrections 

Adults convicted in California courts enter the correctional processes of the criminal justice system 

at both state and local levels. The state correctional programs within the California Department of 

Corrections (CDC), California Youth Authority (CYA), and California Department of Health 

provide for imprisonment of sentenced defendants and for treatment of narcotic and sex offenders. 

Local correctional programs accommodate both superior court and lower court defendants placed 

on probation and those sentenced to serve time in county and city jails and camps. 

The number of adults under state and local correctional supervision declined by over 7,000 or about 

5 percent from 1971 to 1976. However, the proportion of adults under state supervision compared 

to those under local supervision, excluding lower COlFt probation, remained fairly stable, with local 

supervision constituting approximately two-thirds of the total. (See Table 21.) In 1974, the last 

year that complete data for lower court probation were published, four-fifths of all adults in the 

correctional system were under local supervision. 

State Corrections 

In 1976,17.2 percent of all adults (also included are persons under 18 years of age adjudicated as 

adults) under correctional supervision were in state institutions. An additional 15.8 percent were on 

parole. As shown in Table 21, the institution population increased by 824 (3.6 pf~rcent) from 1971 

to 1976 while the parole caseload decreased by 4,081 (15.8 percent), rel1ecting an overall decrease 

of 6.7 percent .in the number of adults under state supervision. 

The California Department of Con-ections has jmisdiction over those adults convicted of felonies by 

California superior courts and sentenced and delivered to prison (5002 P.c.). The popUlation in 

state prisons increased by 252 or 1.4 percent from 1971 to 1976. During the same period, the CDC 

parole caseload decreased by 2,758 or 17.4 percent. From 1975 to 1976, the prison population 

increased 4.2 percent while the CDC parole caseload decreased 10.3 percent. 

The California Youth Authority has jurisdiction over adults and juveniles convicted and sentenced 

to CYA by superior, lower, and juvenile COurtf; (6003 P.C.). Only those juveniles handled as adults 

by the courts and those adults sentenced and committed by superior courts are included in the 

following CYA data. From 1971 to 1976, the number of adults in eYA facHities remained at 

approximately 1,800. The CVA parole caseload dropped from 4,649 to 3,737 (19.6 percent) during 

the same period. However, from 1975 to 1976 the CYA population decreased 7.5 percent while the 

CY A parole caseload increasl~d 2.1 percent, a reversal in the patterns shown by CDC and CRe 

during the same pe1iod. 
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TABLE 21 
STATUS OF ADULTS UNDER SUPERVISION, 1971, 1975, AND 1976 

Type of Supervision by Year 

Number Percent Percent change 

Type of supervision 1971 1975 1976 1971 1975 1976 1971-1976 

Totala 
~ ................. t •••• " ............. 144,554 134,985 137,126 100.0 100.0 100.0 -5,1 

State supervisionb ..............•....... 48,546 46,240 45,289 33.6 34.3 33.0 -6.7 
Institutir>r ........... ~ ..................... 22,738 22,723 23,562 15.7 16.8 17.2 3.6 

Department of Corrections ............. 18,391 17,890 18,643 12.7 13.3 13.6 1.4 
Califomia Rehabilitation 

Center .........•............... 1,903 2.138 2,445 1.3 1.6 1.8 28.5 
State hospital (mentally 

Q.41 disordered sex offender) ; ............. 587 752 676 0.6 0.5 15.2 
I alifomia Youth Authority ........... 1,857 1,943 1.798 1.3 1.4 1.3 -3.2 

Parole caseload ............................... 25,808 23,517 21,727 17.9 17.4 15.8 -IS.!! 
Department of Corrections •....••...• 15,808 14,556 13,050 10.9 10.8 9.5 -17.4 
Califomia Rehabilitation 

Center (outpatient) ............... 5.351 5,301 4,940 3.7 3.9 3.6 -7.7 
Califomia Youth Authority .....•.•... 4.649 3,660 3,737 3.2 2.7 2.7 -19.6 

Loea.i supervision ....................... 96,008 88.745 91,837 66.4 65.7 67.0 4.3 
County jailsc ....... : ................ 17.889 19,233 21,986 12.4 14.2 16.0 22.9 

Sentenced ............. , •......... 6,123 8,071 9.387 4.2 6.0 6.8 53.3 
Not sentenced ............•........ 11,766 11,162 12,599 8.1 8.3 9.2 7.1 

City jailS c ........................... 2,072 1,672 1,394 1.4 1.2 1.0 -32.7 
Sentenced ................ , ............... 303 261 140 0.2 0.2 0.1 -53.8 
Not s('ntenced ...•................. 1,769 1,411 1,254 1.2 1.0 0.9 -29.1 

County and city campsc -......... " ... ~ ... 7,668 4,087 4,999 5.3 3.0 3.6 -34.8 
Sentenced . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ ~ .. .. .. 7,645 3,894 4,500 5.3 2.9 3.3 -41.1 
Not sentenced .............•.•....• 23 193 499 0.0 0.1 0.4 -

Active probation caseloada,b,d . ~ . "' ~ ........ 68,379 63,753 63,458 47.3 47.2 46.3 -7.2 

UExcludes lower court adult probation caseload. 
bOne day count taken December 31 of each year, except mentally disordered sex offender one day count taken June 30. 
COne day count taken each year on the fourth Thursday of September. 
dVariations within counties in case accounting procedures may result in some duplication of counts. 
Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

1975-1976 

1.6 

-2.1 
3.7 
4.2 

14.4 

-10.1 
-7.5 
-7.6 

-10.3 

-6.8 
2.1 

3.5 
14.3 
16.3 
12.9 

-16.6 
46.4 
·11.1 
22.3 
15.6 

158.5 
-0.5 

Percent changes from one given year to a subsequent year are not calculated when the given base year is less than so. 
Source: Prison, parole, and Rehabilitation Center data arc provided by the California Department of Corrections, mentally disordered 

sex offender data by the California Department of Health, and Youth Authority by the California Youth Authority. 
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Two of the major treatment programs in California's state correctional system are the California 

RehabHitation Center (eRe) for treatment of narcotic addicts and state hospitals under the 

Department of Health for treatment of mentally disordered sex offenders. 

The California Rehabilitation Center is authorized as a treatment center for narcotic addicts under 

the jurisdiction of the Director of Corrections (3051 W&I). If it appears that a defendant is an 

addict or in danger of becoming an addict the court may suspend criminal proceedings after a 

superior court conviction. The defendant is then confined to eRC for treatment and rehabilitation. 

The CRC institution population rose from 1,903 in 1975 to 2,445 in 1976, an increase of 28.5 

percent. However, the number of CRC outpatients declined 7.7 percent, from 5,351 to 4,940, 

during the same period. From 1975 to 1976, the CRC institution population increased 14.4 percent 

while the CRC outpatient caseload decreased 6.8 percent. 

If, after conviction in superior court, it appears there is probable cause to believe that a defendant 

may be classified as a mentally disordered sex offender (MDSO), the court may certify the 

defendant for hearing and examination. If found to be an MDSO, the defendant is placed in a state 

hospital for an indeterminate period of time under Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6300 d. 

seq. The state hospital population of mentally disordered sex offenders rose from 587 in 1971 to 

676 in 1976, a 15.2 percent increase. However, there was a 10.1 percent decrease from 1975 to 

1976. 

AdmissiOlIS to State Institutiolls 

Admissions to state institutions increased 23.2 percent from 1971 to 1976, and 24.9 percent from 

1975 to 1976. The most significant changes occurred in the Department of Corrections, which 

registered a 45.7 percent increase from 1971 to 1976 and a 27.6 percent increase from 1975 to 

] 976. (See Table 22.) Admissions of mentally disordered sex offenders to state hospitals showed 

the greatest decrease from 1971 to 1976, 22.8 percent. In addition, this was the only category to 

show a decrease [rom 1975 to 1976, 15.4 percent. 
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TABLE 22 
ADMISSIONS TO STATE CRIMINAL AND CIVIL INSTITUTIONS, 1971, 1975, AND 1976a 

Type ofInstitution by Year 

I'crcent change 

Type of institution 1971 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

Total .•.......... _ .................. 11,563 11,402 14,246 23.2 24.9 

Department of Corrections ............•. 6,409 7,315 9,335 45.7 27.6 
California Youth Authority ..•...•......• 2,097 1,567 2,165 3.2 38.2 
California Rehabilitation Center ....•..•.• 2,558 2,065 2,361 -7.7 14.3 
State hospital (mentally disordered 

sex offender) b .................. ... 499 455 385 -22.8 -15.4 

aData are based on adults convicted in superior court and the year of admission to the institution. All multiple county commitments 
in a year are counted and may differ fr(an those shown in separate d~partmental publications. 

bCalifornia Department of Health data are shown for fiscal years. The 1974 datu are for FY 1973-1974,1975 are for FY 1974-1975, 
and 1976 data are for FY 1975-1976. 

As shown in Table 23, all types of institution admissions increased from 1975 to 1976. Admissions 

of parole violators because of a new conviction increased 46.1 percent, while original commitments 

increased only 21. 6 percent. "All .other" admissions, including additional commitments from other 

counties, following escapes, and for crimes committed in prison, increased 43.8 percent over 1975. 

Most of the increase in "all other" admissions was for defendants who committed and were 

convicted of a new offense prior to institutionalization for the current conviction. From 1971 to 

1976, Oliginal admissions increased 25.0 percent, admi~sions of parole violators increased 12,1 

percent, and "all other" admissions increastd 48.9 percent. Both original admissions as the reSl}1t of 

probation revocations and "all other" admissions for the same reason increased significantly during 

the five-year peliod (73.6 percent and 119.3 percent, respectively), 

Data on admissions to 5tate institutions for technical violations of parole are not available. 

Technical violations are violations of the conditions of parole, such as restrictions against certain 

types of activity. They usually result in the prisoner being returned to finish the original prison 

term. 
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TABLE 23 
INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS FROM SUPERIOR COURT, 1971, 1975, and 1976a 

Type of Admission by Year 

Percent change 

Type of admission 1q71 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

Total ......••...•......................... 11,0(;4 10,954 13,861 25.3 26.5 

0" l' r' 't tb ngtna fiS ItntlOn comml men .•..•.......... 8,423 8,654 10,526 25.0 21.6 
Result of new conviction ................... 6,792 7,155 8,564 26.1 19.7 
Result of probation revocation C 

•••••••••••••• 731 920 1,269 73.6 37.9 
Result of new conviction and 

probation revocation .••....•.....•....... 900 579 693 -23.0' 19.7 

Return to institution as parole violatord .•......•. 1,625 1,248 1,822 12.1 46.0 
Result of new conviction .......... '0' 00.0 ...... 1,569 1,207 1,763 12.4 46.1 
Result of probation revocalionc •......•...... 35 23 40 - -
Result of new conviction and 

probation levocation ............•...•.... 21 18 19 - -

1111 othel •.. ~ ........•.......•............ 1,016 1,052 1,513 48.9 43.8 
Result of new conviction .................... 886 838 1,229 38.7 46.7 
Result of probation revocation c .............. 119 193 261 119.3 35.2 
Result of new cl)nvictioll and 

probation revocation .•.............•..... 11 21 23 - -

Ulncludes adults Who entered California Department of Corrections, California Youth Authority, and California Rehabilitation 
Center institutions. All multiple county commilmentn in a year are counted. 

bNot under the judsdiction of thc California Department of Corrections at the time of arrest for current offense. 
cProbatio!l may have been revoked because of a technical violation or conviction for a new offense. 
d Excludcs those returned to finish tlJeir prison term for 3 technical violation. 
clncludes additional commitments from other counties, additional commitments following escapes, crimes committed in institutions, 
and persor.ts serving federal and state sentences cnncurrently. 

Note: Perccnt changes from one given year to a subsequent year are not calculated when the given base year is less than 50. 

Figures compiled by BCS on institution admissions are approximately 12 percent greater than those 

published by the California Department of Corrections due to differences in statistical systems. The 

Department of Corrections counts the number of defendants received by institutions, even though a 

defendant may have been convicted in two or more counties, while the Bureau of Criminal Statistics 

counts superior court decisions taken against each defendant in all counties. The difference in the 

two systems indicates that as many as 12 percent of those who were convicted and sentenced to the 

Department of Corrections may have actually received sentences in more than one county. 
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Subsequen t Dispositions of Superior Court Reopenings 

During 1976, 3,327 previously sentenced defendants were returned to superior courts for 

subsequent dispositions. (See Table 24.) These cases, referred to as "reopenings," included 

defendants returned for resentencing following initial commitments to prison, 187; those returned 

following appeals, 51; those retumed following probation revocations, 1,581; and, those returned 

from CRC, state hospitals (MDSO), and CYA, 1,508. 

Almost one-half (47.9 percent) of the total reopenings were subsequently sentenced to CDC or 

CY A. Of the remaining reopenings, 22.6 percent were dismissed or acquitted, 20.1 percent were 

placed under local supervision, and 9.4 percent were placed in state treatment programs (CRC or 

state hospitals). 

A majority of the defendants (90.9 percent) resentenced under Penal Code Section 1168, which 

provides for resentencing within 120 days of the initial commitment of those persons convicted of a 

felony and sentenced to prison, were placed under local supervision. Similarly, 58.8 percent of 

those who appealed their original convictions were sentenced to local supervision. Of the probation 

revocations committed to state institutions (see footnote c on Table 24), 80.8 percent were 

committed to CDC or CY A, and the remaining 19.2 percent were sentenced to CRC or state 

hospitals for treatment. (See Table 24.) 

The majority of the returns (48.5 percent) from CRC, state hospitals (MDSO), and CYA were 

dismissed or acquitted. Of the remaining retul11s, 31. 1 percent were placed under local supervision, 

19.8 percent were committed to CDC or CYA, and the remaining 0.6 percent were placed in state 

treatment programs (CRC or state hospitals). 

Of the reopenings returned from CYA in 1976, 97.3 percent were dismissed or acquitted under 

Welfare and Institutions Code Section 1772, which allows a defendant with a good parole record to 

be hOllorably discharged. The remaining 2.7 percent were sentenced to CDC or CY A, or placed 

under local supervision. 

After a period of treatment, a CRC defendant is returned to court for final disposition of the 

criminal charges. If the treatment and subsequent outpatient status (parole) have been successful, 

the criminal charges against the defendant are dismissed. In 1976, 34.0 percent of the reopenings 

from CRe were dismissed or acquitted. If the CRC defendant is not amenable to treatment or has 

violated outpatient status (parole), the court imposes a sentence. In 1976,38.1 percent of the CRC 

returns were placed under local supervision, 27.2 percent were committed to CDC or CY A, and 0.7 

percent were returned to a state institution for fmiher treatment. 
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After treatment in a state hospital, the MDSO defendant is returned to superior court for final 

disposition of the criminal charges. In 1976,69.9 percent of the MDSO returns were placed under 

local supervision, 24.5 percent were committed to CDC or CYA, and the remainder were either 

dismissed or acquitted, or retumed to a state program for further treatment (4.2 percent and 1.4 

percent, respectively). 

TABLE 24 
SUPERIOR COURT REOPENINGS, 1976 

Type of Reopening by Subsequent Disposition 

State supervisiona 

Type of reopening Total Commitment Trea [ment 
Local Dismissed and 

supervision acquitted 

Total ........................... , ... 3,327 1,592 314 669 752 

Resen tence b ............ ~ ...... , .... , . .. . . . ... 187 10 1 170 6 
Appeal .................... .- .................. 51 6 0 30 15 
Probation revokedc .................. 1,581 1,277 304 . . 

Institution returns ................... 1,508 299 9 469 731 
California Rehabilitation Center ...... (\C''''I 

7J,) 259 7 363 324 
State hospital (mentally disordered 

sex offender) ................... [43 35 2 100 6 
California Youth Authority ............. 412 5 0 6 401 

a 
Commitments are to the Department of Corrections and to the California Youth Authority. Treatment refers to civil commitments 
(0 the California Rehabilitation Center for narcotic addicts or those in danger of becoming an addict, and to sttlte hospituls for 
mentally disordered sex offenders. 

bpenal Code Section 1168 provides for resentencing within 120 days of the initial commitment of those persons convicted of a 
felony and sentenced to prison. 

CProbation revocation data were processed for only those whose revocation resulted in commitment to a state institution. 

Local Corrections 

While the overall ratio between state and local correctional populations has been fairly stable since 

1971, at the local level the number of adults on supelior court probation decreased 7.2 percent, the 

totul jail population increased 17.1 percent, and the total camp population decreased 34.8 percent. 
(Sec Table 21.) 
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In 1976, 25.5 percent of the adults under local supervision were in city and county jails. As in past 

years, the greatest proportion of jail inmates continued to be those not sentenced. In 1976, 40.7 

percent of the total jail population were sentenced and 59.3 percent were unsentenced, In 

comparison, in 1971 32.2 percent were sentenced and 67.8 percent were unsentenced. 

Only 5.4 percent of the adults under local supervision were in county and city camps in 1976. The 

total camp population showed an increase of 22;3 percent from 1975 to 1976. 

Adult Probation 

On December 31, 1976 there were 63,458 adults on superior court probation in California, a slight 
decrease (0.5 percent) from the 1975 caseload count of 63,753. (See Table 25.) 

TABLE 25 
ACTIVE SUPERIOR COURT ADULT PROBATION 

CASELOAD ON DECEMBER 31, 1975-1976 

Percent change 

1975 1976 1975-1976 

Totala ............. 63,753 63,458 -0.5 

3Variations within counties in case accounting procedures may result in Some 
duplication of counts. 

California's 58 county probation departments supervise adults placed on probation by both superior 

and lower courts. Data on lower court probation grants in 1976 are not yet available, but will be 

provided in the Bureau of Criminal Statistics' 1976 California Comprelzensil'e Data Systems 

Criminal Justice Profile series. 

The 1975 and 1976 adult probation superior court data included in thi'S publication are based on 

individual offender data submitted by 57 California counties plus summary statistics for Alameda 

County. Alameda County data are based on counts of total cases rather than individual defendants 

and may slightly inflate the statewide totals since some probationers may have been counted more 

than one time. 
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Superior Court Probation Grants 

As shown in Table 26, 22,093 adults were granted probation by California superior courts in 1976, 

a decrease of 5.2 percent from 1975 (23,315). This corresponds with the decline in the number of 

superior court dispositions in 1976. which was primarily attributed to a change in the marijuana 

laws. 

TABLE 26 
ADULT DEFENDANTS GRANTED PROBATION 

BY CALIFORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS, 1975-1976 

Percent change 

1975 1976 1975-1976 

Tota1a '" 23,315 22,093 -5.2 

aYoriations within counties in case accounting procedures may result in some 
duplication of counts. 

Removals from Superior Court Probation 

A total of 24,415 adults were removed from superior court probation in 1976, a decrease of 11.1 

percent from 1975. 

Of the 24,415 removals in 1976, 64.6 percent had successfully completed their probation ten11S; 

32.6 percent absconded or had their probation supervision revoked because they committed a 

technical violation or a new offense; and, the remaining 2.7 percent were removed for other reasons 

such as death or appeal of their case. Of the 27,448 removals in 1975, 65.3 percent were successful 

terminations; 31.4 percent absconded or had their probation revoked; and, 3.3 percent were 

removed for other reasons, showing similar proportions to 1976. (See Table 27.) 
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Most supeIior court probation grants are for a period from three to five years. A change in one 

year's grants may therefore have an impact on the number of removals three to five years later. The 

reduction in the number of probation removals in 1976 was partially a result of a change in the 

number of probation grants from 1971 to 1973. During that peIiod of time, there was a reduction 

in the number of superior court grants because Penal Code Section 17 allowed certain felony cases 

to be handled by the lower courts. Another explanation for the reduction in removals is that 
superior court defendants are being granted longer probation terms. 

TABLE 27 
ADULT DEFENDANTS REMOVED FROM SUPERIOR 

COURT PROBATION, 1975-1976 
Type of Removal by Year 

1975 1976 

Type of removal Number Percent Number 

Totala ................ 27,448 100.0 24,415 

Terminated ............ 17,929 65.3 15,775 
Revoked and absconded .. 8,609 31.4 7,970 

b 910 3.3 670 Other ................ 

3Variations within counties in case accounting procedures may result in some duplication of counts. 
blnCluded are transfers from jurisdiction, deceased, sentence vacated, appeal, etc. 
Note: Percents may not tota1100.0 due to rounding. 
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100.0 
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32.6 
2.7 
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1975·1976 
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JUVENILE JUSTICE ADMINISTRATION 

The philosophy of juvenile justice administration in California is best summarized in Section 202 of 

the Welfare and Institutions Code (W&I): "The purpose ... is to secure for each minor under the 

jurisdiction of the juvenile court such care and guidance, preferably in his own home, as will serve 

the spiritual, emotional, mental, and physical welfare of the minor and the best interests of the 

state; to preserve and strengthen the minor's family ties whenever possible, removing him from the 

custody of his parents only when his welfare or safety and protection of the public cannot be 

adequately safeguarded without removal; and, when the minor is removed from his own family, to 

secure for him custody, care, and discipline as nearly as possible equivalent to that which should 

have been given by his parents." "The purpose ... also includes the protection of the public from the 

consequences of criminal activity, and to such purpose probation officers, peace officers, and 

juvenile courts shall take into account such protection of the public in their determinations ... " 

California's juvenile justice process in 1976 involved the combined efforts of law enforcement 

agencies, probation departments, juvenile courts, and county and state correctional facilities. Law 
enforcement agencies were primarily responsible for investigating and apprehending; the probation 

departments for prosecuting, if deemed appropriate; the courts for adjudicating and determining the 
type of disposition; and the probation departments, again, for managing local rehabilitation and 

correctional programs (Le., probation supervision, correctional camps and schools). In some 
situations, delinquents were committed to state con-ectional facilities under the jurisdiction of the 

Califomia Youth AuthOlity. 

Juvenile Arrests 

Youths enter the juvenile justice system primarily through law enforcement agency arrests. In 1976, 

California law enforcement agencies made a total of 1,447,750 arrests of which 353,752, or 24.4 

percent, were juveniles. In 1971, juveniles complised 28.2 percent (379,454) of the total statewide 

arrests (1,347,479). This shows that although there was an increase in the total number of arrests 

during the five-year period, there was a decrease in the proportion ofjuvenile arrests. In 1976, total 

arrests increased 0.5 percent but juvenile arrests decreased 4.6 percent from 1975. (See Tables 10 

and 13.) 

For a better perspective, the percentage of juveniles in the total population should be examined. 

Youths 10 to 17 years of age are usually considered more prone to exhibit delinquent behavior. The 
total population of California in 1971 was 20,265,000 with 3,103,550,01' 15.3 perceilt, iii tlle--
10-17 age group. By comparison, in 1976 the youth population was 3,073,400, or 14.3 percent of 

the total population (21,520,000). The decline in juvenile arrests may be attributed, in part, to the 
decrease in the number of people in the delinquency-prone years. (See Chart 6.) 
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CHART 6 

JUVENILE JUSTICE INDICES, 1971 AND 1976 
Percents of Population and Arrests Reported 

1971 
POPULATION 

20,265,000 

1971 

- 0-9 YEARS OF AG.O::; 
17.4% 

-10-17 YEARS OF AGE 
15.3% 

- 18 YEARS OF AGE 
AND OVER 

TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED 
1,347,479 
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-- 0-9 YEARS OF AGE 
15.5% 

- 10-17 YEARS OF AGE 
14.3% 

-18 VEARS OF AGE 
AND OVER 

1976 
POPULATION 

21,520,000 

ADULT 
75.6% 

1976 
TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED 

1,447,750 



Of the 353,752 juvenile arrests made in 1976,209,757 or 59.3 percent had a law enforcement level 

disposition of referral to "juvenile comt or probation department." The remaining were either 

turned over to "other jurisdiction" (2.1 percent) or "handled within department" (38.6 percent). 

(See Table 13.) 

Probation flgurcs show a total of 161,170 initial (new) referrals were received by the 58 county 

probation departments in 1976, with 147,766 showing law enforcement agencies as the source of 

referral. Those juveniles already on probation and having subsequent petitions filed accounted for 

an additional 27,761 referrals to county probation departments, raising the total number of actual 

juvenile probation referrals to 188,931 in 1976. This still falls short of the 209,757 referrals to 

'~uveniIc court or probation department" reported by law enforcement agencies during the year. 

The difference in the number of referrals reported at the two levels is due, in part, to the different 

programs and definitions used by law enforcement agencies and probation departments for 

submitting data to BC'S. However, the primaty reason for the difference is that there is no provision 

in the present BeS juvenile justice data collection system for probation departments to report 

information on "rereferrals closed at intake." This situation occurs when a juvl:!nile is already on 

probation or parole at the time of referral to a probation department for a new arrest and some 

intake disposition other tItan a petition filing is made (i.e., closed, diversion, etc.). When viewing the 

now of juveniles through the justice system as depicted by BC'S it must be remembered that 

"rereferrals closed at intake" are not accounted for, and therefore data on reported law 

enforcement referrals and actual referruls received by county probation departments will not 

balance. 

Referrals to Probatio/l 

Califomia probation departments receive initial (new) referrals of juveniles from law enforcement 

agencies, schools, parents, and other sources. Initial referrals are defined </,; juveniles who are not 011 

probation or parolL' at the time of referral. "Initial" does not imply that the juvenile has not been in 

trouble before. 

As noted earlier, during 1976 there were 161,170 juveniles initially referred to California probation 

departments. This represented a 1.5 percent decrease from 1975 and a 5.3 percent decrease since 

1971, consistent with the downward tn:nd shown in juvenile arrests. (See Table 28.) 

In 1976, there were 119,396 boys initiaiiy referrcu to probation departments and 41,774 girls. Girls 

accounted for approximately 26 percent of the total referrals as they did in 1975. In ]971, girls 

made up 28.0 percent of the total initial referrals. 
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TABLE 28 
INITIAL REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENTS, 1971-1976a 

Source of Referral, Disposition, Sex, and Race by Year 

-- -
Percent change 

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1971-1976 

Total * • .. • 4 .. • ~ .. "- • .. .. • .. .. • • 170,185 160,904 164,436 178,332 163,621 161,170 -5.3 

Source of referral 
Law enforcement ....... 145,354 139,549 144,255 159,286 149,469 147,766 1.7 
Courts ..................... 11,126 7,006 5,655 5,957 5,888 5,584 -49.8 
Schools ......... " .... 5,234 5,681 5,598 5,415 1,467 1,015 -80.6 
Parents ............... 3,551 4,108 4,230 3,580 3,056 2,682 -24.5 
Probation departments ... J,225 1,368 1,834 1,706 1,129 1,286 5.0 
Other and unknown ..... 3,695 3,192 2,864 2,388 2,612 2,837 -23.2 

Disposition b 
Dismissed, transferred 

to other agency .......... 93,591 90,806 89,889 98,657 88,060 89,937 -
Informal probation ...... 21.794 22,344 23,868 25,951 23,444 22,252 -
Petition filed ............. ~ ..... 53,305 47,754 50,679 53,724 52,117 48,981 -

Sex 
Boys .•............... 122,533 115,046 J 18,394 127,329 121,016 119,396 -2.6 
Girls ................. 47,652 45.858 46,042 51,003 42,605 41,774 -12.3 

Ra~e 

White ......... o, ............. 114,711 108,512 109,302 116,015 103,905 102,001 -ILl 
Mexican-American ....... 22,032 21,425 23,226 26,534 27.112 29,036 31.8 
Negro .... '" ......... 21,978 21,946 23,991 26,574 24,550 22,374 1.8 
Other ..... , .......... 2,922 2,965 2,980 3,311 3,270 3,533 20.9 
Unknown .. " ....... " 8.542 6,056 4,437 5,898 4,784 4,226 ·50.5 

aStatcwidc totals indudc Los Angeles County data whieh are hased on summary reports instead of individual reports. 
hJ)Ol'S not include J ,495 Cases awaiting initial probation determination in Alameda County in 1971. 
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-2.0 
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In 1976, where the race was known, 65.0 percent of the total initial referrals to probation 

departments were white, followed by Mexican-Americans, 18.5 percent; Negroes, 14.3 percent; and 

other races, 2.3 percent. 

As shown in Table 28, law enforcement agencies arc the largest source of referrals to probation 

departments, accounting for 147,766 or 91. 7 percent C'f the 161,170 total new referrals in 1976. In 

1971, law enforcement referrals represented 85.4 percent or the total. Schools reported 1,015 new 

referrals to probation departments in 1976, down 80.6 percent since 1971 and down 30.8 percent 

from 1975. The significant decrease in school refClTals was probably because of implementation of 

the new School Attendance Review Board (SARB) program in 1975. This program allowed habitual 

truants to be handled within the school system. Prior to implementation of the program, juveniles 

who were habitually truant were referred to the county probation departments. 

California probation departments disposed of 55.8 percent (89,937) of the 161,170 initial referrals 

in 1976 by transferring them to other agencies or dismissing the cases following the probation 

officers' investigations. Another 22,252 juveniles (13.8 percent) were placed on six-months infoD11al 

probhtion under Welfare and Institutions Code Seetion 654. 

Court petitions were filed on the remaining 48,981 (30.4 percent) youths. The number of court 

petitions filed in 1976 was down by 6.0 percent from 1975 and the lowest since 1972. Again, the 

decrease in court petitions has been consistent with the decreases in arrests and initial refena1s of 

juveniles. The portion of petitions filed each year for initial referrals has remained relatively 

constant at about 30 percent. 

Juvenile Court Dispositions 

Juvenile court petition filings are classified by BCS into two categories: initinl petitions and 

subsequen t petitions. 

Initial Petitions 

There was an overall decrease of 6.0 percent from 1975 to 1976 in the total number of initial court 

petition dispositions. (See Table 29.) The total number of juvenile court dispositions resulting from 

initial (new) petitions decreased by 5.9 percent from 1971 to 1976, again reflecting the overall 

decrease in the volume of juveniles processed by the juvenile justice system. However, there were 

increases over 1971 in the dismissed-transferred category and in the number committed to the 

Califomia Youth AuthOlity (CYA), 11.8 percent and 29.6 percent, respectively. 

53 



.J Hvenile court dbpositions 

Total ....... "" ...... " ... 

Dismissed - transferred ... 
Remanded to adult court . 
Prohation • non-ward .... 
Pro ba tion - formal .. " ... " 

COlllmitted to California 
Youth Authority .. " .... 

TABLE 29 
INITIAL PETITION FILINGS, 1971-1976a 

Juvenile Court Dispositions by Year 

-

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 
--'-------.~- - . 

56,078 51,695 53,385 57,420 56,150 52,795 

16,414 15,847 J 7,584 18,896 18,158 18,346 
894 509 679 666 667 518 

7,068 6,/70 5,545 6,517 7.544 6,282 
31,449 28,907 29,275 31,004 29,390 27,321 

253 2(12 302 337 391 328 

Percent change 

1971-1976 1975·1976 

-5.9 -6.0 

11.8 1.0 
-42.1 -22.3 
-ILl -16.7 
-13.1 -7.0 

29.6 -16.1 

aStatcwidc totals include Los Ang~les County data which are hasl'd I)n summary reports instead of individual reports. 

Subsequent Petitions 

As shown in Tahle 30, in 1976 there were 27,761 subsequent petition dispositions for juveniles who 

were already under active supervision either as probationers or as C'Y A parolees. This figure was 

down 8.9 percent from the 1975 total of 30.476. In both years, the type of court disposition for 

these subsequent petitions was usually "prior supervision status maintained," 91.4 percent in 1975 

and 90.8 pen:ent in 1976. 

TABLE 30 
SUBSEQUENT PETITION FILINGS, 1975-1976a 

Juvenile Court Dispositions by Year 

Juvenile court dispositions 1975 1976 

Totalb ...........•...................... 30,476 27.761 

Remanded to adult court ............................ 190 290 
Formal probation initiated .................. 717 644 
Prior status maintainedC •••••••••••••••••••• 27,859 25,196 
Committed to California Youth Authorityd ..... 1,710 ·1,631 

.-

Percent change 
1975·1976 

-8.9 

52.6 
-10.2 

-9.6 
-4.6 

aStatc"vide totals include Los Angeles County dnta which arc based on summary reports imtead of individual 
reports. 

bDoes not include cases dismissed or transferred to other counties. 
clnclud .. ,s prohatio\l lind parole supervision. 
dlndudes initial commit monts, recommitments, and turnbacks • 
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pJ'obatirm Case/oud 

California probation departments supervise juveniles on three levels of probation (formal, non~ward, 

and informal) as provided by the Welfare and Institutions Cocie, On December 31,1976, there were 

55,859 juvenile~ under active probation supervision in California. Of this figure, 18.8 percent were 

on informal probation (in lieu of filing a petition, a minor can be placed on informal supervision, 

not to exceed six months, as specified in Welfare and Institutions Code Section 654); 4.6 percent 

were on 11on-ward probation (as specified in Section 725a W&I, the court can place the minor on 

probation supervision for six months without making the minor a ward of the court): and. 76.7 

percent were on formal probation as wards of the juvenile court. 

The probation caseload in 1976 was down from 1975 by 3.6 percent and has decreased by 10.3 

percent since 1971. (See Table 31.) 

TABLE 31 
STATUS OF ACTIVE JUVENILE CASES ON DECEMBER 31,1971-1976<1 

Probation Status by Year 

Percent change 

Type of probation 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 J976 1971-1976 

Tot alb ... 62,263 58,156 59,997 63,599 57,963 55,859 -10.3 

Informal .. 11,610 10,189 11,861 13,825 11,616 10,481 ·9.7 
Non-ward .. .. ... .. ... 3,272 2,861 2,847 2,901 2,788 2.540 ·22.4 
Formal .. , .... 47,381 45,106 45,289 46,873 43,559 42,838 -9.6 

UStatewide totals includ~ Los Angeles ('oullty data which are hased on summary reports instead of individual reports. 
bThose cases pending court action are not included. 

S5 

1975-1976 

-3.6 

.9.8 
-8.9 
-1.7 
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Remo)!a/s from Prohation 

The term "removal from probation," as used here, refers to any change in probation supervision 

status. It can refer to release or discharge from probation, escalation to a more formal supervision 

level, remand to adult court, or a commitment to the California Youth Authority. 

The total number of juveniles removed from probation caseloads in 1976 was 55,344 a decrease of 

7.3 percent from 1975. (See Table 32.) Removals from informal status accounted for 40.8 percent, 

removals from non-ward status 8.9 percent, and removals from formal status 50.3 percent of the 

total removals in 1976. In 1975, the same categories accounted for 43.4 percent, 8.7 percent, and 

47.9 percent, respectively. 

TABLE 32 
REMOVALS FROM JUVENILE PROBATION. 1975-1976a 

Type of Removal by Year 

Percent change 

Type of removal 1975 1976 1975-1976 

Total ~ . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. " .. 59,689 55,344 -7.3 

Probation - informal .. 25,907 22,592 -12.8 
Terminated 22,311 19,468 -12.7 
Petition filed . . 3,596 3,124 -13.1 

Probation - non-ward · . 5,203· 4,911 ·5.6 
Termina ted · .. · . 4,464 4,253 -4.7 
To formal supervision 728 651 -10.6 
Other ... · . . . . 11 7 -

Probation - formal · . 28,579 27,841 -2.6 
Terminated · . . . .. . 27,126 26,576 -2.0 
Remanded to adult court 237 141 -40.5 
Committed to California 

Youth Authority .. 1,216 1,124 -7.6 

UStatewide totals include Los Angeles County data which are based on summary reports instead of individual 

reports. 
Note: Percent changes frd'<TI one given year to a subsequent year are not calculated when the given base year 

is less than SO. 
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Juvenile Detention 

When a law enforcement officer physically delivers a minor to the probation department, it is 

usually done by booking the minor at the county juvenile hall. Juvenile halls are managed by the 

individual county probation departments and provide for the short-term detention of juvenile 

offenders pending their court appearance. Occasionally, juvenile halls are used for the temporary 

housing of homeless children (dependents) and for post-court correctional custody. However, their 

primary purpose is detention. 

In 1976, a total of 131,585 juveniles were admitted to county juvenile halls in Calif0111ia, 

representing a 5.6 percent decrease from 1975. (See Table 33.) Since 1971, admissions have 

decreased by 14.4 percent. 

The resident juvenile hall population on December 31, 1976 was 2,972. This was a 9.5 percent 

decrease from 1975 when a total of 3,283 juveniles were in custody and a 1.1 percent decrease from 

the 3,006 hall population figure for December 31, 1971. 

These decreases followed the same general trend as juvenile arrests and can, again, be partly 

attributed to the decline in the population of 10 to 17 year olds. Changes to marijuana laws in 

1976, which made poss~ssion of limited quantities or concentrations subject to citation only, also 

may have attributed to the decline in juvenile hall admissions. In addition, fewer juveniles were 

arrested in 1976 for delinquent tendencies, further contributing to the decrease in admissions. 

Year 

1971 a 

1972a 

19733 

1974:1 

1975 
1976 I 

TABLE 33 
POPULATION MOVEMENT IN JUVENILE HALLS, 1971-1976 

Admissions and Departures by Year 

I 
Juvenile hall population movement 

Admissions 

Resident population 
on January 1 Total Boys Girls Departures 

3,519 153,679 107,498 46,181 154,192 
3,006 144,783 101,284 43,499 144,534 
3,255 148,354 106,300 42,054 147,627 
3,982 153,746 111,631 42,115 {54,027 
3,701 139,423 lU2,388 37,035 139,841 
3,23Sb 131.585 97,665 33,920 131,851 

alncludes dependl!nts in those counties which reported dependents (600 W&! Code). 
l'Forty-fiVtl dependents who were inclmkd with the 1975 population count arc not included in 1976. 
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3,255 
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Juvenile Corrections 

County level correctional facilities such as camps, ranches, homes, and schools are used for 

treatment of juvenile offenders. These facilities, as well as juvenile halls, are managed by the 

individual county probation departments. They provide long-tem1 detention and treatment 

following court commitment. 

During 1976, there were 12,977 admissions to county camps, ranches, homes, and schools, an 

increase of9.1 percent over 1975. (See Table 34.) 

TABLE 34 
NEW COMMITMENTS TO CAMPS, RANCHES, HOMES, 

AND SCHOOLS, 1975-1976u 

Sex and Race by Year 

Percent change 

Sex and race 1975 1976 1975-1976 

Total ............. 11,892 12,977 9.1 

Sex 
Boys ........... 9,968 11,257 12.9 
Girls .- ....... " ..... 1,924 1,720 -10.6 

Race 
White ................ 6,730 6,939 3.1 
Mexican-American 2,275 2,783 22.3 
Negro .. ,. ............. 2,477 2,838 14.6 
Other ................. 198 304 53.5 
Unknown .......... 212 113 -46.7 

UStatewide totals include Los Angeles County data which are hased on summary reports 
instead of individual reports. 

In 1941, the California Youth Authority was created to provide training and treatment for youthful 

offenders committed to its jurisdiction by juvenile and adult criminal courts. 
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On January 1, 1976, the CYA institution population totaled 4,595 youths, a 3,7 percent increase 

over 1975. (See Table 35.) These included not only youths uncler the age of 18 who were 

committed by juvenile courts, but also some juveniles and youthful offenders (18-23) who were 

committed by adult courts. The "first admission" categolY in 1976 included approximately 49 

percent juveniles committed by juvenile courts and 51 percent juveniles and you thful offenders 

(18-23) committed by adult courts. In 1975, approximately 54 percent of the first admissions were 

from juvcnile court. (Data not shown.) 

TABLE 35 
CAtIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY 

ADMISSIONS AND DEPARTURES, 1975-1976a 

Pdpula tiOll' - January 1 ........................ . 

Admissions ................................ . 
First admissions ......................... . 
Return from parole 
Return from escape .......... , ............ . 
Otherh ... , ............... , ............. . 

Departures ................................ . 
Parole .... '" ., '" ...................... . 
Escape .. _ .................... " ........ . 
OtherC •••..•.•.••••••••.•••.••.•.••••••• 

Population - December 31 .................... . 

1975 

4,431 

9,170 
3.402 
1.415 

163 
4,190 

9,006 
4.305 

402 
4.299 

4,595 

1976 

4,595 

8,950 
3,558 
1.111 

142 
4.139 

9,532 
4,904 

396 
4,232 

4,013 

Percent 
change 

1975-1976 

3.7 

-2.4 
4.6 

-21.5 
-12.9 

-1.2 . 
5.8 

13.9 
-1.5 
-1.6 

-12.7 

alncludes juveniles committed from juvenile court and young ullults committed fmm criminal courts to California Youth Authority. 
Informal transfers are IIOt included. 

b[ncludes return from furlough, return from court, and guest (parolee-temporary detention, dingnostic study, out of state). Guest for 
1975 also included eight under the jurisdictioll of the Department of CorrectioJ1S. 

clncludes release on furlough, out of court, guest, and discharge at departure. 
Source:.California Youth Authority "Population Movement SummarY, 1975 and 1976." 
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Ne w Legislation 

Legislation CAssem bly Bill 3121) which became effective January 1, 1977 will undoubtedly have an 

impact on future trends in juvenile justice administration. The legislation makes greater distinctions 

between the manner in which children exhibiting delinquent tendencies under Section 601 W&l 

(mnaways, incorrigibles, etc.) and those who violate specific statutes under Section 602 W &1 are to 

be handled. 

Specifically, the legislation removes the ability to escalate a 601 case to a 602 case solely because 

the juvenile fails to obey an order of the court. It prohibits detention of 601 cases in juvenile halls, 

jails, camps, ranches, and schools that are considered "secure" facilities. It specifies that if 60l's are 

to be detained it must be in "non-secure" facilities such as shelter care and clisis resolution homes. 

The legislation further allows for the establishment of greater community-based resources to resolve 

the problems of mnaways, inconigibles, and those in conflict with their parents as defined by 601 

W&I, 

When court action becomes necessary under this legislation, 601's will be processed by probation 

officers and 602's by prosecuting attorneys. Those juveniles charged with specified felonies (e.g., 

murder, arson, armed robbery, forcible rape, kidnapping for ransom aggravated assault, and certain 

d~scharges of firearms) who are 16 years of age or older must be sent to adult court unless fitness 

for juvenile court processing is determined. Plior to the legislation, the burden of proof was on the 

prosecution to establish "unfitness" for juvenile COllI't. In addition, the new legislation specifies that 

youths sentenced to "secure" detention facilities under W&I Code Section 602 cannot spend more 

time in custody than adults committed to jailor plison for similar charges. The juveniles can, 

however, remain on probation or on parole under Youth Authority supervision until their 

twel1ty~first birthdays. 

The new legislation has necessitated changes in juvenile processing procedures at the county level. In 

addition, legislation to clean up problem areas (e.g., inability to hold runaways in secure facilities) 

may be introduced in 1977. Since changes are still being made at the county level and pending 

legislation may require additional changes, the BCS reporting system has not been updated to 

describe the new juvenile Justice processes. Data will be collected by surveys and other methods as 

needed to establish some preliminary information on the impact of this legislation until a new 

reporting system is developed. 
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PERSONNEL 

Total criminal justice agency authorized fUll-time personnel showed no significant changes in 1976, 

as shown in Table 36. The 2.5 percent overall increase from 1975 might actually be lower since 

family support (prosecution) personnel included in the 1976 counts may not have been fully 

reported in earlier years. From 1971 to 1976, total personnel increased 18.7 percent. 

Law enforcement personnel increased by 450 or 0.7 percent in 1976. They represented 66.6 

percent of the total climinal justice agency per::;onne1 reported during the year. For the fifth , 
consecutive year, sheriffs' offices personnel went up, showing a 1. 7 percent increase over 1975. 

However, this was not the pattern for other law enforcement agencies. For example, police 

department perso!1Jlel declined from 36,246 in 1975 to 36,030 in 1976 (0.6 percent). While this 

does not reflect a largf' percent decrease, it does represent a reversal in the increasing trend reported 

from 1971 to 1975. Many of the police departments reporting significant decreases in 1976 

attributed them to hiring freezes, loss of federal monies, and the consolidation of some police 

functions into other agencies. The California Highway Patrol exhibited one of the more significant 

changes. Sworn CHP personnel declined from 5,398 in 1975 to 4,907 in 1976, or 9.1 percent. 

Civilian personnel, on the other hand, increased from 1,845 in 1975 to 2,672 in 1976, or 44.8 

percent. Total law enforcement personnel increased 13.2 percent from 1971 to 1976. 

Since 1971, reported justice court personnel have steadily declined, with justice court judgeships 

decreasing by 27.3 percent. Conversely, during this same pedod, municipal courts showed steady 

annual increases in personnel, amounting to a total increase of 25.8 percent from 1971 to 1976. 

The decrease in justice court personnel and corresponding increase in municipal court personnel 

were probably a result of the consolidation of justice courts into the municipal court system. 

Overall growth patterns for full-time corrections agency personnel were similar to those repdrted for 

law enforcement agencies. Total corrections personnel increased 2.0 percent over 1975 and 21.6 

percent from 1971 to 1976. The Department of Corrections was the only corrections agel _y to 

show an overall decrease from 1975 to 1976 (0,9 percent). Califomia Youth Authority personnel 

counts remained fairly constant, up slightly from 1975 (27 persons or 0.7 percent). The CYA 

category of guidance and counseling showed the largest increase in number, 52 persons or 5.2 

percent over 1975. However, the category of parole officers showed the largest percent increase of 

the CY A personnel, 5.8 percent over 1975. 
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TABLE 36 
CRIMINAL JllSTICE AGENCY AUTHORIZED FULL-TIME PERSONNEL, 1971-1976 

~ 

Percen t change 

AI!C'!1('Y 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

Total . . · ........ · .. · . 81.782 83.604 86.933 90,661 94.720 97.060 18.7 2.5 

Law enfllrc'ement , . · . · . 57.099 58,028 59.697 62,020 64,177 64.627 13.2 0.7 

Pnlice departments · .. · ..... - 32,321 32,866 33,477 34,811 36,246 36,030 11.5 -0.6 

Sworn · . · . · . · . 25,123 25,480 25,979 26,597 27.047 26,976 7.4 -0.3 
Civilian · . · . · . · . 7,198 7.386 7,498 8,214 9,199 9,054 25.8 -1.6 

Sherift:~' offices · . 17,215 17,461 18,173 18,961 19,915 20,253 17.6 1.7 

Sworn · . · . ~ . .. .. 12,993 13.218 13.570 14,l32 14,763 14.790 13.8 0.2 
Civilian · . · . 4,222 4,243 4.603 4,829 5,152 5,463 29.4 6.0 

California Highway Patrol · .. 7,215 7.267 7,565 7,484 7,243 7,579 5.0 4.6 

Sworn · . · . · . · . · .. 5.513 5,464 5,695 5,555 5,398 4,907 -11.0 -9.1 
Civilian · . · . · . · . 1,702 1.803 1.870 1.929 1.845 2,672 57.0 44.8 

University of California Police · .. 348 354 386 372 383 371 6.6 -3.1 

Sworn · .. · . 301 298 294 281 294 278 -7.6 -504 
Civilian. · . · . · . 47 56 92 91 89 93 97.9 4.5 

Bay Area Rapid Tn,nsita · . · . · . - 80 96 98 88 92 · 4.5 

SWorn · . · . - 63 80 82 70 74 · 5.7 
Civilian . . · . · . - 17 16 16 18 18 - -

California State Police · . · . · .. - - - 294 302 302 · 0.0 

Sworn · . · . . . . 278 279 275 · -1.4 
Civilian · . · . · . · . · . . - '. 16 23 27 · . 

l'rlJsecutionb,c . · . · . 3,227 3,406 4,416 4,329 4,852 6,164 91.0 27.0 

Afton' ,ys · . · . ... · .. 1.:H5 1,380 1,488 1,671 1,728 1.830 39.2 5.9 
Y •• \!stigators · . · . · . 568 608 726 655 709 1,282 125.7 80.8 
Clerical · .. · . · . 1.244 1.303' 1,873 1,649 1.880 2,509 101.7 33.5 
All other · . · . · . · . 100 115 329 354 535 543 443.0 1.5 

Public defensed · . · . · . · .. 1,120 1,236 1.385 1,559 1,574 1.681 50.1 6.8 

Attorneys · . · . · . · . 745 816 883 978 998 1.067 43.2 6.9 
Investigators · . · . · . · . 125 l35 158 171 180 199 59.2 10.6 
C'teric~\t · . · . · . 241 266 321 362 358 382 58.5 6.7 
All other · . · . 9 19 23 48 38 33 · -

CourtS .. · . · . · .. 1,160 1.186 1.213 1.215 1,266 1,27& 10.2 0.9 

Superior · . · .. · . · . · . · . 534 564 573 573 601 619 15.9 3.0 

Judgeship · . · . · . 443 471 477 478 503 521 17.6 3.6 
Auxilhlrye · . · . 91 93 96 95 98 98 7.7 0.0 
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TABLE 36 - Continued 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCY AUTHORIZED FULL-TIME PERSONNEL, 1971-1976 

Agency 1971 1972 

Municipal .. . . . . .- .. . . . . . . 384 392 

Judgeship 356 365 
Auxiliarye 28 27 

J lIsticc - J udgeshir ... , ....... 242 230 

Corrections ..... . . . . . . 19,176 19.748 

Probation departments · ... . . 8,545 8,791 

Probation officers 5,865 6,147 

All other ..... 2,680 2,644 

Departmen t of Corrections 7,042 7,430 

Correctional officers · . 2,916 3,173 
Parole 0 meers "' ..... 637 630 

Guidance and counseling 617 670 

All other .......... 2,872 2,957 

California Youth Authority .. 3,589 3,527 

Correctional officers · . . . 407 410 

Parole officers ..... 391 428 

Guidance and counseling 948 784 

All other ......... 1,843 1,905 

aBay Area Rapid Transit became a police agency January 1, 1972. 
blncomplete reporting prior to 1973. 

1973 

414 

376 

38 

226 

20,222 

9,172 

6,356 
2,816 

7,387 

3,5S11 
647 
328 

2.854 

3,663 

430 

438 

960 
1,835 

Percent change 

1974 1975 1976 1971-1976 1975-1976 

428 458 483 25.8 5.5 

384 406 426 19.7 4.9 

44 52 57 - 9.6 

214 207 176 -27.3 -15.0 

21,538 22,851 23,310 21.6 2.0 

9,826 10,479 10,986 28.6 4.8 

6,598 7,455 8,046 37.2 7.9 
3,228 3,024 2,940 9.7 -2.8 

7,960 8,360 8,285 17.7 -0.9 

4,134 4,221 4,134 41.8 -2.1 

576 613 606 4.9 -1.1 

382 433 421 -31.8 -2.8 

2,868 3,093 3,124 8.8 1.0 

3,752 4,012 4,039 12.5 0.7 

471 662 640 57.2 -3.3 

431 452 478 22.3 5.8 

954 995 1,047 lOA 5.2 

1,896 1,903 1,874 1.7 -1.5 

cPrior to [976, family support personnel were not fully reported, The percent change in family support from 1975 to 1976 was 2.6 
percent. 

dcourt appointed attorneys are not included. 
eIn order to permit meaningful comparisons of workload, full-time court commissioners and r~ferees elllployed by courts were 
included as auxiliary judicial positions. This treatment assumes that these court officers were available to handle matters which 
would have otherwise required the full-time effort of an equivalent number of judges. 

Notes: One day count of personnel taken June 30 with the exception of police departlllents, sheriffs' offices, California Highway 
Patrol, and University of California police which was taken December 31 in 1971 and ]972 and October 31 in 1973 through 

1976. 
Dash indica~es data are unavailable. 
Percent changes frolll one given year to a subsequent year are not calculated whenever the base year upon whkh those 

. percents are based is less than 50. 
,Sourc~s: State of California Governor's Budget. 

'Annual Report of the Administrative Office of the California Courts, California J'Jdicial CounciL 
Salary Survey of California Probation Departments, Department of the Youth Authority. 
California Public Defender and District Attorney Surveys, Bureau of Criminal Statistics. 
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EXPENDITURES 

California criminal justice agency expenditures exceeded the two-billion dollar mark for the first 

time during Fiscal Year 1974-1975, totaling $2,112,394,000. (See Table 37.) They amounted to 

$2,312,846,000 in Fiscal Year 1975-1976, an increase of almost 10 percent over the previous year. 

Traditionally, law enforcement agencies have accounted for the major pen,:entage of the state's 

climinal justice agency expenditures, amounting to 56.1 percent of the total in Fiscal Year 

1975-1976. Law enforcement agency expenditures increased approximately $130 million (11.1 

percent) over Fiscal Year 1974-1975. Sheriffs' offices registered the largest percent increase (13.3 

percent) during the one-year period. 

Corrections agencies reported the second largest expenditures during Fiscal Year 1975-1 976, 

accounting for 28.8 percent of the total expenditures. Corrections agencies' expenditures in Fiscal 

Year 1975-1976 increased 7. 2 percent over the previous fiscal year. 

In Fiscal Year 1975-1976, prosecution agencies registered an increase in expenditures in excess of 

22 percent over the previous fiscal year. Together, prosecution and public defense accounted for 5.6 

percent of the total criminal.iustice expenditures reported during Fiscal Year 1975-1976. 

Decreases in reported annual expenditures by California courts occurred for the first time since BCS 

began recording the data in Fiscal Year 1967-1968. Superior courts and justice courts reported 

decreases (3.5 percent and 0.4 percent, respectively) while mumcipal courts showed an increase of 

6.3 percent in Fiscal Year 1975-1976. The decrease in justice court expenditures can be attIibuted 

to the consolidation of justice courts into the municipal court system. Other agencies reporting 

decreases were constables and marshals, and jails and rehabilitation. Constables and marshals 

reported the largest decrease in expenditures of all criminal justice agencies, down 7.9 percent from 

Fiscal Year 1974-1975. 

Although total criminal justice expenditures increased almost 10 percent in Fiscal Year 1975~ 1976, 

this was well below the average annual increase of 16 percent recorded since Fiscal Year 1970-1971. 

The only agencies showing increases in Fiscal Year 1975-1976 above their individual annual averages 

were law libraries and "all other" court related agencies. However, these agencies accounted for less 

than 0.1 percent of the total criminaljustice expenditures during the year. There has been an overall 

increase in criminaIjustice expenditures of78.5 percent since Fiscal Year 1970-1971. 
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TABLE 37 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCY EXPENDITURES, 

FISCAL YEARS 1970-1971 THROUGH 1975-1976a 

Data Shown in Thousands of Dollars 

1970- 1971· 1972- 1973- 1974-
Agency 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Tolal _ ..•..•..•.......••.... $1,295,856 $1,429,104 $1,612,367 S 1,829,882 $2,112,394 

lAlwenforcement . . .. . . . . ~ . . . ~ . 716,728 797,950 908,064 1,023,344 1,168,356 

California Highway Patrol •.... 121,933 126,520 138,706 153,377 170,881 
Poli~e departments •..••.••.. 428,057 480,146 534,373 602,521 699,830 
Sheriffs' offices ••.••••••.... 164,300 188,445 231,089 262,881 291,839 
California State Police ••..•.•. 2,437 2,839 2,896 4,566 5,806 

Ptoseculionb •••..•.••••••.••. 42,655 49,547 58,073 67,162 76,426 

Public defense •.•.....•••.•••• 17,753 21,786 25,238 29,555 34,528 

Courts •••..••••••...•.•••.•• 86.899 98,285 109,165 124,562 146,843 

Superior .................. ~ ...... 34,042 38,805 43,224 49,973 59,438 
MuniCipal ............. , ..... 45,326 51,574 57,283 65,108 76,996 
Justice ••••.•••..•.•.••...• 7,531 7,906 8,659 9,481 10,409 

Court related .••.••..•.••.•.•. 43,119 46,876 51,163 f;5,936 63,764 

Constables and marshals •..... 15,801 17,205 18,661 20,792 23,322 
Court reporters 

and transcripts ..... ~ " .... " .. 676 727 892 882 898 
County clerks ••••••...•••.. 21,10t 22,732 24,755 I 27,266 31,736 
Grand juries ••••••• ,.. * ••••• 1,149 1,131 1,398 1,593 1,774 
Law libraries .••.•...•••..•. 96 97 lOS I 110 116 
All other c 

4,296 4,984 5,349 5,294 5,918 ........ ' ..... t •••• 

Corrections •.••..•.....•.•..• 388,703 414,661 460,664 529,324 622,477 

Jails and rehabilitation ........ 67,880 76,289 82,601 92,393 102,766 
Probation departments ........ 130,678 140,957 156,043 182,719 221,161 
Department of 

Corrections ..••..•••••••• t 18,060 123,230 140,014 167,148 198,773 
California Youth 

Authority ••..•••.••..... 72,085 74,185 82,007 87,065 99,777 

Percent change 

1975- 1971- 1975-
1'176 1976 1976 

$2,312,846 78.5 9.5 

1,298,359 81.2 11.1 

186,423 52.9 9.1 
775,264 81. 1 10.8 
330,775 101.3 13.3 

5,897 142.0 1.6 

93,387 118.9 22.2 

37,018 108.5 7.2 

149,566 72.1 1.9 

57,338 68,4 -3.5 
81,856 80.6 6.3 
10,3'72 37.7 ·0.4 

67,425 56,4 5.7 

21,481 35.9 -7.9 

931 37.7 3.7 
35,938 70.3 13.2 

1,969 71.4 11.0 
124 29.2 6.9 

6,982 62.5 18.0 

667,091 71.6 7.2 

100,644 48.3 ·2.1 
237,280 81.6 7.3 

218,703 85.2 10.0 

110,464 53.2 10.7 

llExpcnditures include salaries and employee benefits, services, and supplies. Building construction is not induded. 
"Prior to Fiscul Year 1975-1976, family support expenditures were not fully reported. For example, Fiscal Year 1974-1975 

ex.penditures excluded $871,922 (1.1 percent of the total Prosecution expenditures). 
clnc1udes costs for Juvenile Justice Commission, Delinquency Prevention Commission, jurors and interpreters, examination of the 
insane, juvenile court referees, Jury Commissioners, ~nd other court·related expenses. 

Note: Expenditures !lIay not bulance due to rounding. 
Sources: Shlte of California Governor's Budget. 

Annual Report of Financiul Transactions Concerning Cities and Counties in California, State Controller's Office. 
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SPECIAL STUDIES 

This section of the annual Crime and Delinquency report acquaints contributors tmd other readers 

with special studies conducted by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) in the past year. Data 

developed by these studies are presently available, or will be available in the near future, in 

published and tabular form. 

Most studies undertaken by the Bureau are to meet users' needs and special requests. The subject 

areas are tlsmJ.1ly of current widespread interest or concentrate on examining changes in legislation 

and social attitudes. The following brief abstracts identify the nature of the special studies from the 

past year and available or foreseeably available output. 

Homicide Study 

The ongoing Homicide Study compiles data on homicide in California, including the personal 

characteristics of both victims and offenders nnd the circumstances of each incident. Data are 

reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics by California law enforcement agencies and 

correctional institutions on a supplemental homicide report. Additional information is obtained 

from crime and arrest reports, coroners' reports, newspaper articles, and the California Department 

of Justice "Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). A detailed report on 

homicides in California from 1974 to 1976 is scheduled for release later this year. 

Firearms: Theil' Contribution to Violent Deaths ill California 

Data from a special study on the rciationship of fireal111S to violent deaths in California will be 

released by the Bureau in midsummer 1977. The final report, insofar as possible, presents and 

analyzes data pertaining to the contribution of firearms to violent deaths in California, with special 

emphasis on handguns. Firearm deaths categorized as suicides and accidents are discussed, btl t 
primary emphasis is placed on criminal homicides and the variables affecting them. 

Victimization Study 

During 1976, the Bureau of Criminal Statistics acquired computer tapes from the Uni teel States 

Bureau of the Census containing datu from California victimization surveys conducted during 1973 

and 1974. From representative samplings of California households and commercial establishments, 

the two surveys compiled information on selected crimes of violence and thefts, including incidents 

that were not reported to the police. The Bureau will obtain data for 1975 when it becomes 

available. Victimization survey data will be llsed to assist the criminal justice community in 

planning, program evaluation, and analysis. 
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Parole Arrest Study 

The Parole Arrest Study was conducted to assist the Legislature in their deliberations on the 

determinant sentli!nce law (Senate Bill 42, 1976), which would require fixed~length sentences be 

imposed on aU defendants sentenced to prison. Records of all California Department of Corrections 

(CDC) and Culifornia Rehabilitation Center (CRe) parolees ,mested during the three-month period 

from January to March 1976 were collected by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics. Variables included 

the number of parolees an-ested, an-est charge, time interval from parole to arrest, and data on 

multiple arrests of individual parolees during the three months. Statewide figures show 

approximately 20 percent of all parolees were arrested during the three months. A similar Bureau 

study of parolees arrested in 1977 is being funded by the Law Enforcement Assistance 

Administration. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE GLOSSARY 

GENERAL TERMS 

ADULT: a person 18 years of age or older. 

ARREST: " ... taking a person into custody, in a case and in the manner authorized by law. An 

arrest may be made by a peace officer or by a private person." (P.C. 834) 

ARREST RATE: method used to determine increases or decreases in the volume of arrests based 

on the growth in population. The rate is based on the number of arrests per lOO,OOO general 

population. 

CALIFORNIA REHABILITATION CENTER (CRC): an institution operated by the state 

Department of Corrections which is designated for the treatment of persons addicted to 

narcotics or in imminent danger of addiction. Commitment to the facility is by civil 

procedure only. 

CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY (CYA): the state agency which has jurisdiction over and 

maintains institutions as correctional schools for the reception of wards of the juvenile court 

and other persons committed from justice, municipal. and superior courts: 

CHARGE: a formal allegation that a specific person has committed a specific offense. 

COMPLAINT: a verified written accusation, filed with a local criminal court, which charges one or 

more iJersons with the commission of one or 1110re offenses. 

COURT: an agency of the judicial branch of government, authorized or established by statute or 

constitution, and consisting of one or more judicial officers, which has the authority to 

decide upon c0ntroversies in law and disputed matters of fact brought before it. 

CRIME: " ... an act committed or omitted in violation orIaw forbidding or commanding it..," (P.C. 

15) 

CRIME RA TE: method used to determine increases or decreases in the amollnt of (~rime based on 

the growth in population. The rate is based on the number of crimes per 100,000 general 

population. 
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DISMISSAL: a decision by a judicial officer to terminate a case without a determination of guilt or 

innocence. 

DISPOSITION - COURT: an action taken as the result of an appearance in court by a defendant. 

Exampks would be:. dismissed, acquitted. or convicted and sentenced. 

DISPOSI110N· POLlCE: an action taken as the result of an arrest. The police disposition includes 

the action taken by a prosecutor am! accollnts for a defendant's entry into lower or snperior 

court, or the juvenile justice system. Examples of a police disposition afe: adults - released 

by law enforcement, referred to another jurisdiction, misdemeanor or felony complaint 

filed: juveniles - handled within department. refelTed to ,mother jurisdiction, or referred to 

the probation department or juvenile court. (Uniform Crime Reports) 

DRUG,S'; (a) a substance officially recognized as such: (b) intended for medical usc: (c) a non-food 

used to change the structure or function of the body; and (d) any substance intended for 

lise tiS a component in (a) through (c) aboY!:. 

i'1{LONY: ..... <1 crime punishable with death or by imprisonment in the state prison ... " (P.c. 17) 

JAIL: a county or city facility Cor incarceration of sentenced and nl1sentenced persons . 

.I UVENILE: <1 person 17 years of age or younger. 

JUVENILE COURT: th0 court responsible to adjudicate juvenile offenders. 

LOWER COUIU:S'; municipal and justice courts. 

MISDEMEANOR: a crime punishable by imprisonment in the county jail, by a fine, or by both. 

Under certain conditions defined by Section 17 of the Penal Code, a felony crime can be 

treated as a misdemeanor. 

Jll0NTIlLY ARREST AND CfTATiON REGISTER; a reporting system used to collect 

information on adult and juvenile arrests. The Arrest RegiSter reports detailed data which 

itiL'nti Cy age, sex, and race characteristics of offenders and creates a link to subsequent court 

activity. 

OFFENSE: chargL'd ol'fL'nse is the offense for which the defendant was arrested or filed on hy the 

dislrict attorney. Convicted offense is the offense which the defendant was convicted of or 

pIed guilty to in court. Sustained offel1se is the offense for which the juvenile court sustains 

a petition. 
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PUNISHMENT: minimum sentence for a felony conviction is six months in state prison, maximum 

is death. Misdemeanor convictions are punishable by imprisonment in the county jail for 

one day to one year. or by a fine, or both. 

SENTENCE: the penalty imposed by a court upon a convicted person, or the court decision to 

suspend imposition or execution of the penalty. 

SUMMARY SYSTEM. a method of collecting tlata based on gross counts. All crimes and clearances 

are reported to the Bureau through a summary system. All arrests not reported on the 

Monthly Arrest and Citation Register are reported by summary means. 

SUPERIOR COURT: court of original Oi' trial jurisdiction for felony cases and all juvenile hearings. 

Also, the first Court of Appeals for municipal or justice court cases. 

UNIFORM CRIME REPORTS (UCR): a program which provides a nationwide view of crime based 

on the voluntary submission of police statistics by law enforcement agencies throughout the 

countly. The Bureau of Criminal Statistics administers the program in California. 
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ADULT STATUS TERMS 

ABSCOND: to leave the judicial jurisdiction without consent. 

ACQUITTAL: a judgment of a court, based either on the verdict of a jury or ajudicial officer, that 

thc defcndant is not guilty oftlle offense(s) for which he has been tried. 

CE'RTIFlC'A TlON: type of filing used when the defendant has pled guilty to a felony charge at the 

preliminary hearing in lower court. The defendant is certified (referred) to superior court 

for sentencing and final disposition. 

CIVlL COMMITMENT: type of commitment in which criminal proceedings are suspended while a 

defendant undergoes treatment at the California Rehabilitation Center (CRe) as a narcotic 

addict or in a state hospital under the Department of Health as a mentally disordered sex 

offender or as a person declared insane. 

CONViCTION: a judgment, based either on the verdict of a jury or a judicial officer or on the 

guilty plea of the dl.":endant, that the defendant is guilty of the offense(s) for which he was 

tIietl. 

DEli'ENDANT: a person against whom a criminal proceeding is pending. 

DISfOSITION - POLICE: a final action taken at the police level following a felony arrest. Arrestees 

may be released under Penal Code SectiDn 849b( 1) for the following reasons: exoneration, 

further investigation necessary, insufficient evidence, complainant refuses to prosecute, 

released to another agency as in the case of an out-of-jurisdiction warrant, etc. 

(Offender-Based Transaction Statistics) 

DISPOSITION" PROSECUTOR: an action taken as the result of complaints which were requested 

by the arresting agency. Dispositions include granting a misdemeanor or a felony complaint, 

or denying a complaint for such reasons as lack of corpus, lack of probable cause, interest of 

.i lIstice, victim declines to prosecute. witnesses unavailable, illegal search and seizure, 

combined with other counts, etc. 

DRUG DIVERSION: per Penal Code Section 1000, criminal proceedings are suspended for selected 

first-time adult drug offenders while they are participating in community-based treatment 

programs. Following successful completion of a program the original charges against the 

drug offender may be dismissed. 
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---------------------------------------------------- ---

EXISTING CRIMINAL STATUS: type of correctional supervision at . .1e time of the atTest which 

led to the disposition of the defendant in superior court. Categories include: 

NONE: not under commitment. 

PROBATION: at liberty in the community suhject to met;~ting certain conditions and 

req uirements of the disposition rendered at the time of conviction. 

PAROLE: under supervision in the community after early release from an institution. 

INSTITUTION: confined in California. federal. or other state penal institution. 

FILING: a document filed with the municipal court clerk or county clerk by a prosecuting 

attorney alleging or accusing a person of committing or attempting to commit a crime. 

FINE: the penalty imposed upon a convicted person by a court requiring that he pay a specified 

sum of money. 

GUILTY PLEA: a defendant's formal answer in open court to the charge(s) in a complaint, 

indictment, or information, stating that the charge(s) is true and that he has committed the 

offense( s) as charged. 

INDICTMENT: a formal written accusation charging one or more persons with the commission of a 

crime, presented by a grand jury to the superior court when the jury has found, aftcr 

examining the evidence presented, that there is a valid case. 

INFORMATION: a formal accus~tion of crime(s) differing from an indictment only in that it is 

presented by a prosecuting attorney instead of a grand jury. Information filings are llsed 

when the lower court determines, at the preliminary hearing, that there is sufficiellt 

evidence to hold the defendant for a felony trial and prosecution at the superior court level. 

MENTALLY DISORDE'RElJ SEX OFFENDER (MDSO): " ... any person who, by reason of mental 

defect, disease or disorder, is predisposed to the commission of sexual offenses to suc;h a 

degree that he is dangerous to the h6altl1 ane! safety of others." (Welfare and Institutions 

Code Section 6300) 

MUNICIPAL OR JUS71CE COURT: the court of original or tria~ jurisdiction for adults being 

prosecuted for misdemeanors and those certain felonies which may bc tried as 

misdemeanors. Also, municipal and justice courts cond tid probable cause preliminary 

hearings for those felonies which are subject to jurisdiction of superior courts - the felony 

trial court. 
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OFFENDER-BASED TRANSAC110N STATISTICS (OETS): a system designed to collect 

statistical information on the various processes witldn the criminal justice system that occur 

between point of arrest and point of final disposition. 

PAROLI'.:: under supervision in the community after early release from an institution. 

PRIOR CRlMINAL RECORD: the criminal record prior to the <lITest which led to the disposition 

of the defendant in superio; court. Categories include: 

NONE: no arrests. 

I'dISCELLANEOUS: any number of arrests or convictions with sentence(s) of less than 

state prison. 

PRISON: any number of state prison commitments. 

PRISON: a state correctional facility where adults are confined following conviction of a felony 

offf!J1se. 

PROBATION: at liberty in the community subject to meeting certain conditions and requirements 

of the disposition rendered at the time of conviction. 

PROBATION WITH .TAIL: a type of disposition rendered upon conviction which imposes a jail 

term as a condition of probation status. 

PROSECUTOR: an attorney employed by a governmental agency whose official duty is to initiate 

and maintain criminal proceedings on behalf of the government against a person accused of 

committing criminal offenses. 

REINSTATE: return to an <ldult probation or parole caseload from an abscond or revoke status, or 

civil commitment. 

REVOCA TION: cancellation or suspension of Adult Authority parole. 

REVOKE: withdraw, repeal, or cancel probation or parole for an adult. 

STRAIGHT PROBA TION: probation granted to adults with no condition or stipulation that the 

defendant serve time in jail as a condition of probation. 
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TERMINATE: adult completes term of probation specified by the court. 

TRIAL: a formal examination of the facts of a case by a court of law to decide the validity of a 

charge. There are three types of trials: 

COURT: the decision is rendered by the judge. 

lUR Y: the decision is rendered by a panel of the defendant's peers. 

TRANSCRIPT: the decision is rendered by the court on the basis of the testimony 

contained in the transcript of the preliminary hearing held in lower court. 

VIOLA TION: breach or infringement of the terms or conditions of probation. 
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JUVENILE STATUS TERMS 

CLOSED A T INTAKE: case is closed by the probation .department at the time the juvenile is 

referred, following an investigation of the juvenile's circumstances and nature of the a11eged 

offense. No further action is taken. 

DELINQUENT ACTS: those acts described under Welfare and Institutions Code Section 602 which 

involve violations by a juvenile of any law or ordinance defining crime, or the violation of a 

court order of the juvenile court. 

DELINQUENT TENDENCIES: unreasonable or incorrigible behavior as described under the 

Welfare and Institutions Code Section 601. 

DISCHARGE: juvenile is removed from probation supervision for any reason other than remanded 

to adult court or released to CY A. 

DISPOSITION: action taken as a result of an arrest; for example, handled within the police 

department, infonnal probation, or court ward. 

INFORMAL PROBA TION: of a minor, in lieu of filing a petition, for a period not to exceed six 

months. The supervision is based on a contractual agreement between the probation officer 

and the minor's parents or guardian provided for under Welfare and Institutions Code 

Section 654. 

INITIAL PETITION: a petition filed in juvenile court for a minor who is currently not under active 

probation supervision or on parole from CY A alleging that the minor has committed a 

delinquent act. 

INITIAL REFERRAL: a juvenile who is not actively being supervised or on CY A parole, is brought 

to the attention of the probation department for alleged behavior under Welfare and 

Institutions Code Sections 601 or 602. 

JUVENILE HALL: a county-operated facility used both for temporary detention of juvenile 

offenders pending their court appearance or dependency cases, and in 60111e instances, for 

shorHcrm (up to 180 days) rehabilitative purposes. 

PAROLE: the sll~)ervision of juveniles in the community after early release from one of the 

California Youth Authotity institutions. 
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PETITION: the formal presentation to the court of infonnation surrounding the alleged offense by 

ajuvenile, similar to a criminal complaint for all adult. 

PROBA TION: supervision of a juvenile in the community as an altemative to institutionalization 

for offenses committed. 

PROBA TION . FORMAL: a probation grant in which the minor is declared a ward of the juvenile 

court and placed on formal probation for an incletenninate amount of time. 

PROBA TION· NON-WARD: a probation grant without wardship from juvenile court for a specific 

time not to exceed six months as described under Welfare and Institutions Code Section 

725a. 

REMAND TO ADULT COURT: juvenile is referred to adult court because hp. is unfit for juvenile 

court under provisions of Welfare and Institutions Code Section 707. 

SUBSEQUENT PETITION: a petition filed on behalf of a juvenile who is already on ward or 

non-ward court probation 01" who is a ward of the court under California Youth Authority 

judsdiction. 

TERMINATE: juvenile completes tenn of probation specified by the court. 

VIOLA TION: the suspension of a juvenile's probation or parole because the juvenile did not adhere 

to the conditions of his probation. 

WARDSHIP: state or condition of being under the legal guardianship, or custody, of the juvenile 

court. 
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OFFENSE DEFINITIONS 

CRIMES REPORTED LEVEL 

SEVEN MAJOR OFFENSES; offenses 1110St likely to be reported to the police by the public. 

These offenses are willful homicide, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, 

theft ($200 and over), and motor vehicle theft, and are reported according to definitions 

taken from the F.B.I. Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook. 

Crimes Against Persons 

Willful Homicide - the willjitl (nol1llegligent) killing of one human being b)' allother. 

(Includes murd('r and nonnegligent manslaughter.) 

Forcible Rape - the carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and against her will. 

(Includes attempts to commit forcible rape.) 

Robbay - the taking or attempting to take anything of mIlle from the care, cllstody. 

or control of a perSOll or persons by force or threat of force or violence and/or by 

pu tting the J'ictim in fear. 

AggraJJGted Assault - all lIIz1awjltl attack by one person upon another for the purpose 

of inflicting sepere or aggravated bodily injury. This type of assault usually is 

accompanied by the lise of a weapon or by means likely to produce death or great 

bodily harm. 

Crimes Against Property 

Bllrg[alY • the unlawful entry of a structure to comm.it a felony or a theft. (Includes 

attempted forcible entry.) 

Theft ($200 alld Oller) - the lInlawful taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of 

property jmm the possession or const1'1lctil'e possession of another with a value of 

$200 or more. (Except em bezzlcment. fraud, forgery, worthless checks.) 

Motor Veliide Theft - the theft or attempted theft of a motor I'ehicle. 
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FELONY ARREST LEVELu 

Homicide -

Manslaughter, Vehicle-

Forcible Rape-

Robbery -

Assault -

Kidnapping -

Burglary -

Theft -

°l'enal Code Sections unless indicated as follows: 

187, 187/1202:2.5, 189, 192 (except vehicular 

manslaughter), 192.1, 192.2,399 

192.3a 

220/261,261,261/12022.5,261(1), :261(2),261(3), 

261(4),261(5),264.1,664/261,664/261/12022.5 

211, 211/12022.5, 211a, 213, 214, 220/211, 

664/211, 664/211/12022.5 

69, 71, 148.1(a), 148.1(b), 148.1(c), 148.4(2), 149, 

151, 203, 216,217,217.1,217/12022.5,218,219.1, 
219.2,220/203,221,222,241,243,244, 
245/12022.5, 24,:) a, 245b, 246, 247, 273a(1), 273d, 

347, 375.4, 401, 405a, 588a, 664/187, 4500, 4501, 
4501.5, 12303, 12303.1(a), 12303.1(b), 12303.2, 

12303.3, 12303.6, 12304, 12305, 12305 HS, 12306, 

12308,12309,12310,12312, 23110b VC 

207, 207/12022.5, 209, 210, 278, 280(b), 

664/207/12022.5,4503 

459, 459/460.1, 459/460.2, 459/12022.5, 461, 

461.1,461.2,464,664/459,664/459/12022.5 

72, 115, 116, 117, 134, 182.4, 220 EC, 220/487, 

424, 474,481, 484(a), 484(b), 484b, 484c, 485, 487, 

487a(a), 487a(b), 487.1, 487.2, 487.3, 495, 496, 

496a, 497, 499d, 502.7f, 503, 504a, 506, 508, 529, 

529.3, 530, 532, 538, 543, 356 Ie, 664/487, 666, 
667, 1733 Ie, 3020(b) ce, 4463 ve, 10238.3 BP, 

AC - Agricultural Code; HI' - Business and Professions Code: CC - Corporations Code; EC - Elections Code: GC • Government Code; 
HS - Health and Safety Code; IC • Insurance Code; VC - Vehicle Code; WI - Welfare and Institutions Code. All other felony offenses 
also include code sections in the Financial Code and Revenll': and Taxation Code. 
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FELONY ARREST LEVEL - Continued 

Motor Vehicle Theft -

Forgery, Checks, Credit Cards-

Other Sex Law Violations 

Unlawjitl Sexual Intercourse -

Lewd and LasciJ'ioLls -

All Other-

Drug Law Violatiolls 

Marijualla ~ 

All Other-

Weapons -

10238,6 BP, 10855 VC 11010 BP, 11019 BP, 11022 

BP, 11023 BP, 11483(2) WI, 14014 WI, 14107 WI. 

14403 EC, 17410 WI, 18848 AC, 18910 WI, 25110 

ec, 25541 CC, 27443 GC, 31110 CC, 31410 CC 

487.3,664/487.3,664/10851 ve, 10851 VC 

470, 472, 475, 475a, 476, 476a(a), 476a(b), 477, 

479, 480, 484e(4), 484f(1) , 484f(2), 484g, 484hCa), 

484h(b), 484i(b), 664/470 

261.5 

288 

220/286, 255, 266, 266b, 266£, 266g, 266h, 266i, 

267, 268, 2J5, 286, 286(a), 286(b), 286(c), 286(d), 

286(e), 288a, 288a(b), 288a(c), 288a(d), 288a(e), 

288b, 311.2(a), 314.L 314.2, 647a, 664/286 
I ~ 

11354 HS, 1f357a HS, 11358 HS. 11359 HS, 
11360(a) HS, 11361 HS 

4234 BP, 4390 BP, 11154 HS, 11155 HS, 11156 HS, 

11162 HS, 11173 HS, 11174 HS, 11350 HS, 11351 

HS, 11352 HS, 11353 HS, 11354 HS, 11355 HS, 

11363 HS, 11366 HS, 11368 HS, 11371 HS, 

11377(a) HS, 11377(c) HS, 11378 HS, 11379 HS, 

11380 HS, 11382 HS, 11383 HS, 23106 VC 

171(c), 626.9,4502, 12020, 12021, 12025, 12090, 

12220, 12420, 12520, 12560 
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Drullk-Dril'illg -

Hit-and-Rufl -

Escape -

Bookmaking -

Arson -

All Other Felony Offenses 

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

FELONY ARREST LEVEL - Continued 

23101 VC 

20001 VC 

107, 109, 110, 1257 WI. 2042, 3002 WI, 4011.7, 

4530a, 4530b, 4530c, 4532a, 4532b, 4533, 4534, 

4535,4550.1, 4550.2,6330 WI 

337a 

447a, 448a, 449a, 44%, 449c, 450a, 451a, 452a, 

452b,454,548 
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MISDEMEANOR ARREST LEVELa 

Assault and Battery -

Petty Theft-

Checks and Credit Cards-

Drug Law Violations-

Indecent Exposure -

Annoying Children -

Obscene Matter-

Lewd Conduct-

Prostitution -

Drunk -

Disorderly Conducl'-

Disturbing the Peace. 

3Penul Code Sections unless indicated as follows: 

148, 148.4(1), 240, 242, 273a(2), 375(1),375(2), 

417, 12101(a)(2) HS, 12304* 

484b*,48 7c,488 

476a(b)*, 484e(l), 484e(2), 484e(3), 484i(a) 

647(f)**, 4143 BP, 4227 BP, 4230 BP, 4390.5 BP, 

4392 BP, 11172 HS, 11357(b) HS, 11357(c) HS, 

11360(c) HS, 11364 HS, 11365 HS, 11377(b) HS, 

11550 HS, 11590 HS, 23105 VC 

314.1*,314.2* 

647a* 

311.2(a)*, 311.4, 311.5, 311.6, 311.7, 313.1 

647(a), 647(d), 647(h), 653g 

315,316,647(b) 

647(f)** 

647b, 647(c), 647(e), 647(g), 647(i) 

302, 403, 404, 404.6, 406, 407, 409, 415, 416, 
626.8, 653m, 9051 GC 

BP· Business and Professions Code; GC - Government Code; HS· Health and Safety Code; VC - Vehicle Code. All other 
misde.-;J3nor offenses also include: Agricultural Code; California Administration Code; City or County Ordinance; Education Code; 
Ejections Code; Fish und Game Code; Harbors and Navigntion Code; Labor Code; Public Utility Code; Revenue and Taxation Code; 
Welfare and Institutions Code. 

'Code section can also be shown as a felony (e.g., with prior). 

"This code include:; both those found in any public place under the influence of intoxicating liquor "Drunk" or any drug, toluene, 
uny substance defined as n poison in Schedule D of Section 4160 of the Business and Professions Code, or any combination of all 
"Drug Law Violations." 
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MISDEMEANOR ARREST LEVEL - Continued 

Drunk-DrilJing -

Hit-and-Run -

Traffic-Custody -

Gambling -

Nonsupport -

All Other Misdemeanor Offenses 

!::;. 76365-552 8-77 3M 

23102a ye 

20002 ve 

23103 ve, 23104 Ye, 40508 Ye,-Traffic 

nonmoving-lower court, Traffic moving-lower court, 

All other traffic 

318,321,330 

270, 270a,270c 
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