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INTRODUCTION 

Crime and Delinquency in California is an iirulUal report published by the Bureau of Criminal 

Statistics (BCS) to present data on the extent of crime and delinquency in the state and on the 

manner in which criminal justice is administered. The 1977 report was prepared in two parts to 

facilitate the release of available data at the earliest possible time. 

Part I, released in May 1978, presents statewide data on crimes, arrests, the number of law 

enforcement personnel, and the amount of law enforcement expenditures. In addition, crime and 

an-est data for each county and the 36 largest law enforcement agencies in the state are provided. 

This part of the 1977 report includes data on adult and juvenile offenders processed through the 

courts and correctional systems. Law enforcement personnel and expenditure data reported in 

Part I are also included in the criminal justice personnel and expenditure section of Part II to 

present a total picture for the state. 

Data contained in Parts I and II were compiled from reports submitted to the Bureau on a regular 

basis by state and local criminal justice agencies. In many cases the contributing agencies were 

surveyed to determine possible reasons for fluctuations or patterns in criminal justice activities. The 

1977 Crime and Delinquency report was made possible through the outstanding cooperation of 

these state and local agencies. 

In addition to the Crime and Delinquency publication, a supplemental report series, entitled 

Criminal Justice Profiles, is published annually by the Bureau. Profile reports are prepared for the 

state and each of the 58 counties. The reports contain ten-year trend data for the counties as well as 

annual county and jurisdictional data for the report year. Criminal justice data not provided in the 

Crime and Delinquency report or the Profile series may be available from the Bureau on a special 

request basis. 
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THE ADULT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

California's adult criminal justice system operates through the combined efforts of law enforcement 

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

Statistics (BCS) maintains four separate data systems to describe the various stages in the adult 

crin1inal justice process, Part 1 of the 1977 Crime and Delinquency report includes a description of 

the first stage of the process - arrests - as reported by law enforcement agencies in the state. 

In this section of Part 11, data are presented on three systems which describe subsequent stages in 

the processing of adult offenders. The Offender-Based Transaction Statistics COBTS) system 

compiles data on the processing of adult felony arrestees from the point of arrest to the point of 

final disposition in the criminal justice system. The Offender-Based Correctional Activity COBCA) 

system collects data on state and local adult correctional programs, ini'1uding counts on institution 

and parole population movemen ts. The third data system describes adult probation in California, 

including individual offender data on superior and lower court probation caseloads. 

Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) 

Prior to 1975, the Bureau of Criminal Statistics collected and compiled prosecution and court data 

following the issuance of felony complaints. However, data were not compiled on the law 

enforcement, prosecutor, and lower court processing of offenders from arrest through final 

dis posi ti 011. 

In 1973, the Bureau began developing a criminal transaction reporting system which does track 

adult felony arrestees from the point of arrest to final disposition in the criminal justice system. 

This reporting system is termed Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS). During 1975, OBTS 

data were gathered from 56 California counties, excluding Alameda and Santa Clara. Tn 1976 and 

1977, Santa Clara was the only coun ty not included in the OBTS system. 

Characteristics alld Limitations of OBTS Data 

• There is an important difference between arrest data presented in Part I of this year's report 

and OBTS data on the dispositions or adult felony arrests as presented here. OBTS disposition 

data nrc based on the year the final disposition occurred and may be reported a year or more 

after the actual arrest. On the other hand, the arrest duta in Part I are based on the year the 

arrest occurred. 

• OBTS data do not reflect the total number of aclult felony arrests or the total number of 

dispositions at any particular level of the criminal justice system during a given disposition 

year, It is estimated that in 1977 OBTS reports were received by the Bureau for about 

two-thirds of the total adult felony atTests which received final dispositions during the year. In 

spite of the unclerreporting, it is felt that those arrest dispositions which were received 

generally describe the "statewide" processing or adult felony arrestees through California's 
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criminal justice system. However, county and local data should be used with caution since the 

levels of underreporting may vary between jurisdictions and from year to year. 

• In cases where an indivldual is arrested for multiple offenses, only the most serious offense, 

based on the severity of punishmcnt possible, is recorded. 

• Data for the 1975 disposition year do not include Alamed" and Santa Clara counties. r;~\ta for 

the 1976 and 1977 disposition years do not include Santa Clara County. It is anticipated that 

all counties will be included in the OBTS system in 1978. 

• It is not advisable to make direct comparisons of 1975-1977 OBTS data with court 

disposition and filing data published by BCS prior to 1975 since they were collected through 

different reporting systems. 

• OBTS data on state institution commitments from superior and lower courts may vary from 

data compiled and reported by other state agencies because of differences in the data 

collection systems. Data, as reported by the California Departmen t of Corrections and 

California Youth Authority, are provided in Appendix Tables A-I and A-2. 

A Comparisoll o/OETS Dispositiolls i111975, 1976, and 1977 (Tables I and 2) 

During 1977, 57 California counties reported 145,525 final dispositions to BCS through the OBTS 

system. This was a 7.6 percent decrease from the 157,537 final dispositions reported for 1976. 

One of the primary reasons for the decrease in reported final dispositions was legislation, effective 

January 1, 1976, which reduced the possession of limited q uan tities of concen trated marij uana 

from a felony to a misdemeanor offense. Numerous felony marijuana arrests made prior to thc new 

legislation did 1'::>t receive finai dispositions until 1976. However, very few of the cases probably 

carried over into the 1977 disposition year. As a result, in 1977 about 10,000 fewer adult felony 

marijuana arrests received final dispositions in the criminal justice system. And, from 1975 to 1976 

there was a reduction of approximately 27,000 in the number of adult felony marijuana arrests 

processed through the system. This number would be even higher if Alameda County were exduded 

from the 1976 statistics as in 1975. None of the other offense groups had such dramatic changes 

duting the three years, which shows that underreporting probably was not responsible for the sharp 

decreases in final dispositions for marijuana arrests. 

As shown in Table I, of the 145,525 adult felony arrestees who received final dispositions in 57 

California counties during 1977: 

• 8.8 percent were released at the law enforcement level, compared to 6.7 percent in 1976 and 

8.5 percent in 1975. 
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TABLE 1 

DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 56 COUNTIES IN 1975 AND 

57 COUNTIES IN 1976 AND 1977 

Disposition Level by Year 

1975a 

Dispositions Number 

Felony arrest uisposilions 174,069 
Law enj'orcemen t releases 14,798 
Complain ts dcn icd 23,443 
Complain ts filed 135,828 

Misucmcanor complaints 70,858 
Fclony complaints 64,970 

Lowcr court dispositions 97,598 
Dismisscdc .. 43,678 
Acquittcd . 860 
Convictcd 53,060 

Guilty pica · . 51,875 
Jury trial 581 
Court trial . . 604 

Scntcncc 53,060 
California Youth Authority 71 
Straight probation 21,638 
Proba t ion/ja i1 . 17,878 
Countl jail . '. 8,040 
Fine · . 5,423 
Othcr 10 

Supcrior couJt uisposiliollS . 38,230 
Dismisscu ....... 5,616 
Acquittcd 1,351 
Cotwictcd 31,263 

Original guilty pica 8,232 
Not guilty to guilty 18,878 
Jury trial 2,392 
Court trial 1,051 
Trial by transcript 710 

Scntcncc . 31,263 
Dcath · . 16 
Statc prison 4,561 
California Youth Authority 1,380 
Straight probation 6,716 
Probation/jail 15,486 
County jail 1,716 
FillC 107 
California Rehabilitation 

Ccntcr 1,046 
Mcntally disordcrcd scx 

offcndcr 235 
Othcr -

~Dat!l for Alameda and Santa Clara counties .Ire not included • 
• Data for Santa ('lara County lire not included. 

Percent 

100.0 
8.5 

13.5 
78.0 
40.7 
37.3 

56.1 
25.1 
0.5 

30.5 
29.8 
0.3 
0.3 

30.5 
0.0 

12.4 
10.3 
4.6 
3.1 
0.0 

22.0 
3.2 
0.8 

18.0 
4.7 

10.8 
1.4 
0.6 
0.4 

18.0 
0.0 
2.6 
0.8 
3.9 
8.9 
1.0 
0.1 

0.6 

0.1 
_R 

~Includes those defendants certified to juvenilc court. 
{ Includes those defendants certified to juvenile court, and other. 
Noles: Percents may not total t 00.0 due to rounding. 

Dash indicates data are unavailable. 
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1976b 

Number 

157,537 
10,595 
21,571 i 

125,371 
64,414 
60,957 

89,295 
31,471 

872 
56,952 
55,146 

847 
9S9 

56,952 
85 

20,254 
19,576 
9,610 
6,761 

666 

36,076 
4,395 
1,118 

30,563 
8,458 

18,112 
2,628 

917 
448 

30,563 
14 

5,437 
1,50:? 
5,264 

15,181 
1,635 

158 

1,158 

197 
17 

1977b 

Percent Number 

100.0 145,525 
6.7 12,831 

13.7 20,141 
79.6 112,553 
40.9 54,294 
38.7 58,259 

56.7 79,407 
20.0 25,081 
0.6 755 

36.2 53,571 
35.0 52,230 

0.5 733 
0.6 608 

36.2 53,571 
0.1 55 

12.9 18,714 
12.4 19,757 
6.1 9,528 
4.3 5,280 
0.4 237 

22.9 33,146 
2.8 3,618 
0.7 920 

19.4 28,608 
5.4 7,796 

11.5 16,855 
1.7 2,798 
0.6 910 
0.3 249 

19.4 28,608 
0.0 0 
3.5 6,003 
1.0 1,303 
3.3 4,292 
9.6 14,358 
1.0 l,417 
0.1 116 

0.7 877 

0.1 236 
0.0 6 

Percent 

100.0 
8.8 

13.8 
77.3 
37.3 
40.0 

54.6 
17.2 
0.5 

36.8 
35.9 

0.5 
0.4 

36.8 
0.0 

12.9 
13.6 
6.5 
3.6 
0.2 

22.8 
2.5 
O.() 

19.7 
5.4 

11.6 
1.9 
0.6 
0.2 

19.7 
0.0 
4.1 
0.9 
2.9 
9.9 
1.0 
0.1 

0.6 

0.2 
0.0 



TABLE 2 

ADULT FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED OF IN 56 COUNTIES IN 1975 AND 

57 COUNTIES IN 1976 AND 1977 

Arrest Offense by Year of Disposition 

AITest offense 1975a 

Total . 174,069 

Homicide 1,538 

Manslaughter. vehicle 127 

Forcible rape · . 1,868 

Robbery 10,879 

Assault · . [9,436 

Kidna pping 710 

Burglary 26,823 

Theft 14,946 

Motor vehicle theft 7,621 

Forgery, check~, credit cards 6,828 

Narcotil:s · . 13,206 

Marijuana 46,319 
Dangerous drugs · . , . 7,677 

All other drug law violations 776 

Sex law violations 2,429 
Weapons 3.684 
Drunk-driving · . 2,079 
I !it-and-run 623 
Escape · . 694 
Bookmaking · . 1,050 
All other. 4,756 

aData for Alameda and Santu Clara counties arc not included. 
bData for Santa Clara County arc not inclutlctl. 
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1976b 

157,537 

1,394 
135 

1,840 
10,406 
21 ,018 

716 

29,365 
18,236 
8,174 
6,842 

15,106 
19,317 
8,956 

926 

2,107 
4,482 
2,253 

594 
730 
966 

3,974 

1977b 

1.:15,525 

1,464 
135 

1,717 
10,584 
22,048 

760 

27,177 
18,169 
8,424 
6,022 

12,208 
8,862 

11.416 
876 

2,036 
4,980 
2,726 

665 
755 
982 

3,51 C) 

• 

• 

• 

13.8 percent were released at the prosecutor level (complaints denied), compared to 
13.7 percent ill 1976 and 13.5 percent in 1975. 

54.6 pcrcent were disposed of at the lower court level, compared to 56.7 percent in 1976 and 
56. t percen t in 1975. 

• 22.8 percent received final dispositions at the superior court level. compared to 22.9 percent in 
1976 and 22.0 percent in 1975. 

These data show that overall the level of final disposition of adult felony arrestees during these 
three years was not markedly differcnt. 

Dispositiol1s of Specific Arrest Offel1se Groups ill 1977 (Tables 3 and 4) 

In 1977, a higher percentage of adults arrested for motor vehicle t1wft (21.9 percent) were reieasecl 

at the law enforcement level than of any other arrestee group. Only 8.8 pel'cent of the total adult 

felony arrestees were released at this level during the year. There were also noticeably high 

percentages of releascs of individuals arrested 1'01' robbclY (15.7 percent) and homicide 

(13.5 percent). A lowcr percentage of the drug law violat.ion arrestees (3.7 percent) were released at 

the law cnforcement Icvel than of any other arrestee group. 

The group showing the highest percentage or releases at the prosecutor level (complaints denied) 

during 1977 was adults arrested for forcible rapc (23.5 percent). Alt~lOl.lgh victims are now more 

willing to report rape crimes, it is often difficult to establish evidence to prosecute forcible rape 
offenders. Other groups showing high percentages of releases at this level were adults arrested for 
motor vehicle theft (17.9 percent), drug law violations (17.9 percent), and assault (15.8 percent), A 

lower percentage of individuals arrested for burglary (9.3 percent) were released at the prosecutor 
level than of any other arrestee group. 

While 54.6 pcrcent of all I1nal dispositions reported in 1977 occurred in lower courts, the groups 
showing the highest percentages of final dispositions at this level were adults arrested for the 

following relony offenses: theft, 61.6 percent; assault, 60.6 percent; and drug law violations, 

59.8 percent. These offenses all tend to be negotiable to lesser-included misdemeanors in lower 
court. 

In 1977, 22.8 pcrcent 0(' the nnal dispositions of adult felony arrests OCCUlTed in superior courts, 

The groups with the highest percentages of nnal dispositions at this level were adults arrested 

for; homicide, 66.7 pcrcent; robbery, 42.8 percent; and forcible rape, 38.5 pcrcent. These offenses 

are all referred to as "crimes against persons." Per:;ons arrested ('or assault offenses and motol' 

vehicle theft showt~d the lowest percentages of final dispositions in superior comt. 12-.2 percent and 
16. I percent, rcspectively. 
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TABLE 3 

DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 COUNTIES, 1977H 

Disposition Level by Arrest Offense 

Motor 

Porcible vehicle 

Dispositions Totul Homicide rape Robbery Assuult Burglary Theft theft 

Fclony arrest dispositions · . · .. 145,525 1,464 1,717 10,584 22,048 27,177 18,169 8,424 

LalV cnforcement releases . · .. 12,831 197 216 1,662 2,283 2,646 1,649 t,848 

Complaints dcnied · ... · .. 20,141 148 403 1,623 3,4 74 2,531 2,222 1,508 

Complaints riled .. " ..... 112,553 I, 119- 1,098 7,299 16,291 22,000 14,298 5,068 

Misdemeanor complaints · .. 54,294 19 180 1,124 10,38 I 8,903 7,006 2,388 
Felony complaints · · . · . 58,259 1,100 918 6,175 5,910 13,097 7,292 2,680 

Lower court dispositions · . · . 79,407 142 437 2,765 13,371 13,945 11 ,189 3,711 
Dismissed · .... · . · . · . 25,081 120 230 l,509 3,746 3,578 3,206 1,074 
Acquitted · .... · . · .... 755 1 10 42 228 119 116 35 
Convicted · .... · . · .... 53,571 21 197 1,214 9,397 10,248 7,867 2,602 

Guilty pica · .. · . · .... 52,230 21 190 1,166 8,947 10,009 7,704 2,548 
Jury trial · ... · . · .... 733 0 6 25 297 140 79 27 
Court trial · .. · . · .... 608 0 I 23 153 99 84 27 

Sentence · ...... · .... 53,571 21 197 1,214 9,397 10,248 7,867 2,602 
Ca1il'ornia Youth Authority 55 0 0 2 5 27 7 10 
Straight probation · ..... 18,714 6 72 324 3,781 2,953 2,513 631 
Probation/jail .... · .... 19,757 14 83 511 3,416 4,618 3,451 1,231 
County jail · ......... 9,528 1 31 309 1,426 2,246 1,497 616 
I;inc ...... · ...... 5,280 0 11 63 738 370 375 106 
Other ............ 237 0 0 5 31 34 24 8 

Superior court dispvsitions ... 33,146 977 661 4,534 2,920 8,055 3,109 1,357 
Dismissed · ........... 3,618 72 93 361 363 583 353 141 
Acquitted · ...... · .... 920 69 42 144 164 182 72 28 
Convicted · ...... · .... 28,608 836 526 4,029 2,393 7,290 2,684 1,188 

Original guilty plea · .... 7,796 102 101 742 569 2,145 932 389 
Not guilty to gUilty . · .... 16,855 371 269 2,535 1,341 4,478 1,482 714 
Jury trial · .... · ... . . 2,798 307 126 592 360 473 202 53 
Court trial · ......... 910 45 23 134 109 154 58 27 
Trial by transcript · ..... 249 11 7 26 14 40 10 5 

Sentence · ...... · .... 28,608 836 526 4,029 2,393 7,290 2,684 1,188 
Death ............. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
State prison ......... 6,003 548 184 1,645 447 1,259 300 152 
Californiu Youth Authority 1,303 48 26 409 86 468 52 89 
Straight probation · ..... 4,292 38 44 224 448 838 608 122 
Probation/jail .. · . · ... 14,358 192 200 1,517 1,215 4,009 1,456 709 
County jail · ........ 1,417 7 21 119 162 381 201 108 
l;inc ............ 116 0 2 I 15 4 5 I 
Calirornia Rehabilitation 

Center · ....... · .. 877 1 2 106 6 313 60 7 
l'vlen ta lIy disordered sex 

offender · .... · . · .. 236 2 47 7 12 16 1 0 
Other ............. 6 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 

U DlIta for SlInta Clara County are not included. 
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Drug law All 
violations other 

33,362 22,580 

1,239 1,091 

5,977 2,255 

26,146 19,234 

14,851 9,442 

11,295 9,792 

19,954 13,893 

8,413 3,205 
89 115 

11 ,45'! 10,573 
11,24') 10,396 

80 79 

123 98 
11,452 10,573 

1 3 
3,881 4,553 
3,131 3,302 
1,946 1,456 
2,397 1,220 

96 39 

6,192 5,341 
1,114 538 

75 144 
5,003 4,659 
1,038 1,778 
3,268 2,397 

368 317 
221 139 
108 28 

5,003 4,659 

0 0 
630 838 

36 89 
1,059 911 
2,855 2,205 

110 308 
47 41 

266 116 

0 151 

0 0 

TABLE 4 

DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 COUNTIES, 1977a 

Disposition Level by Arrest Offense and Percent Distribution 

Motor 
Porcible vehicle 

Dispositions Total Homicide rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft theft 

Felony arrest dispositions 145,525 1,464 1,717 10,584 22,048 27,177 18,169 8,424 
Percent distribution 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Law enforcement rcleascs 8.8 13.5 12.6 15.7 10.4 9.7 9.1 21.9 
Compluints denied 13.8 10.1 23.5 15.3 15.8 9.3 12.2 17.9 
Complaints filed 77.3 76.4 63.9 69.0 73.9 81.0 78.7 60.2 

Misdcmeanor cOll1pluints 37.3 1.3 10.5 10.6 47.1 32.8 38.6 28.3 
I;clony complaints 40.0 75.1 53.5 58.3 26.8 48.2 40.1 31.8 

Lower court dispositions 54.6 9.7 25.5 26.1 60.6 51.3 61.6 44.1 
Dismissed 17.2 8.2 13.4 14.3 17.0 13.2 17.6 12.7 
Acquitted · . 0.5 0.1 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.4 
Cllilvictcd 36.8 1.4 11.5 11.5 42.6 37.7 43.3 30.9 

C;uilty pleu 35.9 1.4 11.1 11.0 40.6 36.8 42.4 30.2 
Jury trial 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.2 1.3 0.5 0.4 0.3 
Court trial 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.3 

Sentence · . 36.8 1.4 11.5 11.5 42.6 37.7 43.3 30.9 
California Youth Authority 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 
Straight probatioll 12.9 0.4 4.2 3.1 17.1 10.9 13.8 7.5 
I'roba tion/jail 13.6 1.0 4.8 4.8 15.5 17.0 19.0 14.6 
Coun ty jail 6.5 n.1 1.8 2.9 6.5 8.3 8.2 7.3 
Hne · . 3.6 0.0 0.6 0.6 3.3 1.4 2.1 1.3 
Other · . n.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 

Superior court disposi.ions 22.8 66.7 38.5 42.8 13.2 29.6 17.1 16.1 
Dismissed · . 2.5 4.9 5.4 3.4 1.6 2.1 1.9 1.7 
Acquilled n.6 4.7 2.4 1.4 0.7 0.7 0.4 D.3 
Convicted · . 19.7 57.1 30.6 38.1 10.9 26.8 14.8 14.1 

Ori!!inal !tuilty plea · . 5.4 7.0 5.9 7.0 2.6 7.9 5.1 4.6 
Not !wilty to !!uilty · . 11.6 25.3 15.7 24.0 6.1 16.5 8.2 8.5 
Jury trial 1.9 21.0 7.3 5.6 1.6 1.7 1.1 0.6 
COllrt triul 0.6 3.1 1.3 1.3 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.3 
Trial by tran~cript 0.2 n.s 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 

Sentence · . 19.7 57.1 30.6 38.1 10.9 26.8 14.8 14.1 
Dcat h · . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
State prison 4.1 37.4 10.7 15.5 2.0 4.6 1.7 1.8 
California Youth Authority n.9 3.3 1.5 3.9 0.4 1.7 n.3 1.1 
Struipht prob'lliol1 · . 2.9 2.6 2.6 2.1 2.0 3.1 3.3 1.4 
Probation/jail 9.9 13.1 11.6 14.3 5.5 14.8 8.0 8.4 
County jail 1.0 0.5 1.2 1.1 n.7 1.4 1.1 1.3 
I;ine n.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 n.o 0.0 
California Rehabilitalion 

Center n.6 0.1 0.1 1.0 0.0 1.2 n.3 0.1 
Mentally disordered scx 

ol'i'entlcr · . · . n.2 0.1 2.7 0.1 0.1 n.1 0.0 0.0 
Other .. n.o 0.0 0.0 o.n 0.0 0.0 0.0 O.D 

Ullutu for Suntu ('Iaru County arc not incillded. 
Note: Percents may not total tOO.O due to rounding. 
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Drug law All 
violations other 

33,362 22,580 

100.0 100.0 
3.7 4.8 

17.9 10.0 
78.4 85.2 
44.5 41.8 

33.9 43.4 

59.S 61.5 
25.2 14.2 

0.3 0.5 
34.3 468 
33.7 46.0 

n.2 0.3 
0.4 0.4 

34.3 46.8 

0.0 0.0 
11.6 20.2 
9.4 14.6 
5.8 6.4 
7.2 5.4 
0.3 n.2 

18.6 23.7 
3.3 2.4 
0.2 n.6 

IS.D 20.6 
3.1 7.9 
9.S 10.6 
1.1 1.4 
0.7 0.6 
0.3 0.1 

ISO 20.6 
0.0 n.n 
1.9 3.7 

0.1 0.4 
3.2 4.0 

8.6 9.8 
0.3 1.4 
n.1 n.2 

n.s n.5 

o.n n.7 

0.0 n.n 



Lower al1d Superior Coul'l COIlJ!ictions ill 1977 (Table S) 

In 1977, 76,881 of the 82,179 (93.6 percent) l'f'ported convictions in lower and superior courts 

resulted from original guilty pleas or changes in pleas from not guilty to guilty. As a result, only 

6.4 percent of the defendants convicted in the courts went through the trial process. Convictions 

resulting from guilty pleas varied from about 97 percent in the lower courts to approximately 

86 percent in superior courts. 

Of the defendants convicted in lower courts during the year, 34.9 percent were sentenced to 

straight probation and 36.9 percent received probation/jail sentences. Together, these two groups 

accounted for almost three-fourths (71.8 percen t) of the total lower court convictions. The 

remaining lower court defendants received county jail (17.8 percent), a fine (9.9 percent), 

Califomia Youth Authority (0.1 percent), or some "other" sentence (0.4 percent). 

As in lower court, the majority of defendan ts convicted in superior courts received straight 

probation (IS.0 percent) or probation/jail (SO.2 percent) sentences. 

About one-fifth (21.0 percent) of the total defendants convicted in superior courts were sentenced 

to prison. The groups with the highest percentages of sentences to prison were adults convicted of 

homicide (70.7 percent), robbery (S1.S percent), and forcible rape (45.8 percent). Over half of the 

defendants sentenced to prison were convicted of robbery (24.8 percent), burglary (19.6 percent), 

or drug law violations (l0.4 percent). The remaining superior court defendants were sentenced to 

county jail (5.0 percent), California Youth Authority (4.6 percent), California Rehabilitation 

Center (3.1 percen t), sta te hospitals as men tally disordered sex offenders (0.8 percen t), or to pay a 

fine or "other" (0.4 percent). 

OBTS Arrestee/Defelldant Characteristics (Data Not Shown in Tables) 

The OBTS system also compiles statistical data 011 the personal characteristics of arrestees. This 

enables the analysis and evaluation of adult criminal justice processes in light of such demographic 

factors as age, race, and sex of offenders. Data are also collected on the prior criminal record and 

the existing criminal status at the time of arrest of defendants disposed of at the superior court 
level. 

The adult felony arrestees processed through California's criminal justice system typically arc 

young. In 1977, seven out of ten (70.8 percent) of the arrestees whose ages were known (142,807) 

were under 30 years of age and slightly more than one out of eight (12.9 percent) were under 20 
years of age, 

A majority of the adult felony arrestees disposed of in 1977 were white, compnsl11g about 

50.7 percent of the total where race was known (142,807). Negroes accounted for 29.2 percent and 

Mexican-Americans 18.2 percent of the total known. 
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TABLE 5 

CONVICTIONS IN t 977 OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES 

IN 57 COUNTlESa 

Disposition Level by Convicted Offense 

Convicted offense 

Motor 
Forcible vehicle 

Drug 
law 

Dispositions Total Homicide rape Robbery Assault Burglary Theft theft violations 

Total convictions ... 82,179 711 391 2,891 9,537 9,570 15,756 3,239 14,310 

Lower court 
dispositions . 53,571 0 2 8 6,900 3,485 11,327 1,982 9,368 
Guilty plea 52,230 0 2 8 6,491 3,366 11,095 1,936 9,195 
Jury trial 733 0 0 0 280 79 116 23 72 
Court trial 608 0 0 0 129 40 116 23 101 

Sentence .. 53,571 0 2 8 6,900 3,485 11,327 1,982 9,368 
California Youth 

Authority · . 55 0 0 1 6 22 12 10 0 
Straight probation 18,714 0 2 I 2,516 775 3,383 429 2,651 
Probation/jail 19,757 0 0 4 2,876 1,894 5,111 1,018 2,760 
County jail 9,528 0 0 2 1,143 755 2,404 469 1,921 
Fine 5,280 0 0 0 347 31 394 55 1,955 
Other ... 237 0 0 0 \2 8 23 I 81 

Superior court 
dis posi ti ons . · .. 28,608 711 389 2,883 2,637 6,085 4,429 1,257 4,942 
Original guil ty plea 7,796 74 61 474 611 1,767 1,412 460 1,014 
Not guilty to guilty 16,855 304 188 1,762 1,498 3,752 2,638 714 3,230 
.I ury trial ..... 2,798 283 112 529 397 413 261 54 362 
Court trial .... 910 39 24 100 117 129 87 25 225 
Trial by transcript 249 II 4 18 14 24 31 4 III 

Sentence ... · . 28,608 711 389 2,883 2,637 6,085 4,429 1,257 4,942 
Death ...... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
State prison · . 6,003 503 178 1,486 495 1,175 479 169 624 
California Youth 

AUlhority · . 1,303 30 29 359 104 427 125 103 JI 
Straight probation 4,292 29 19 81 448 599 901 124 1,033 
Probation/jail 14,358 146 108 862 1,362 3,372 2,432 736 2,817 
County jail 1,417 0 5 8 199 244 345 115 115 
Fine .... I J(j 0 0 0 12 I 6 I 58 
Cali fornia 

Rehabilitation 
Cen ter . . . . .. 877 I 2 85 2 254 140 9 264 

MenIally disordered 
sex offender 236 '} 48 I 13 II 0 0 0 

Other ........ Ci 0 0 I 2 2 I 0 0 

al)uta for Sanla Clara Counly arc not inclUded. 
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All 
other 

25,774 

20,499 
20,137 

163 
199 

20,499 

4 
8,957 
6,094 
2,834 
2,498 

112 

5,275 
1,923 
2,769 

387. 
164 
32 

5,275 
0 

894 

95 
1,058 
2,523 

386 
38 

120 

161 
0 



p 

Existing criminal status describes the type of correctional supervision an offender was under at the 

time of arrest. Where criminal status was known (32,037), 42.0 percent of the arrestees disposed of' 

in superior court in 1977 were on probation, parole, or serving a term in an institution at the time 

of arrest. 

Where the prior criminal record was known (32,037), IS.6 percent of those arrestees disposed of' in 

superior court had no prior record, 66.4 percent had miscellaneous prior records which ranged from 

prior arrests only to convictions with nonprison sentences, and the remaining 15.0 percent had one 

or more prior prison commitments. 

Adult Corrections 

Adults convicted in CaliFornia courts en ter 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 the confinement of deFendants sentenced to prison or the Youth Authority and For the 

treatment of narcotic and sex offenders. Local correctional programs accommodate both superior 

and lower court defendants placed on probation and those sentenced to serve time in county and 

city jails and camps. 

Statistics on state supervision, as reported by the OfFender-Based Correctional Activity system, 

include persons in institutions, those on parole, and those on outpatient status. Local supervision 

includes persons sentenced and serving time in local jails and camps, arrestees held in pre-trial 

deten tion, and defendan ts gran ted probation by superior and lower courts. All of the da ta in 

Table 6 are based on one-day population or caseload counts. 

Approximately I percent of the state's adult population (222,579 of 15,634,000) were under state 

or local correctional supervision in 1977. As shown in Table 6, the total number of adults under 

supervision was relatively the same in 1977 as in 1973 and 1976. 1 n addition, the proportions of 

adults under state and local supervision were about the same, 20 percent and SO percent, 

respectively. 

In reviewing Table 6, it is interesting to note that superior court sentences accounted for about 

48 percent of the active probation caseload in 1973, but for only 40 percent of the caseload in 

1977. In contrast, the lower court caseload increased from approximately 52 percent of the total 

caseload in 1973 to 60 percent in 1977. While there was little difference between the total number 

of adults on active probation during 1977 as compared to 1973 and 1976, there seems to have been 

a shift in the caseload from superior court to lower court. The data in Table 6 on lower court adult 

probation caseload were not available for the 1976 Clime and Delinquency report. Consequently, 

the data in this report are not comparable. 

12 

• 
I -

Slale Corrections (Table 6) 

The Cafif'ornia Department of Corrections (CDC) has jurisdiction over those adults convicted of 

felonies by California superior courts and subsequently sentenced and delivered to prison. 

The California Rehabilitatio,1 Center (CRC) is authorized as a treatment center for narcotic addicts 

under the jurisdiction of the Director of Corrections (Sections 3050 and 3051 of the Welfare and 

I nsti tu tions Code). If it appears tha t a defend an t is an addict or in danger of becoming an addict, 

the court may suspend criminal proceedings after a conviction. The defendant may then be 

confined to CRC for treatment and rehabilitation. 

S tate hospitals are au thorized as trea tmen t cen tel'S for deFendants classified as men tally disordered 

sex oFFenders (MDSO). If after conviction a defendant is found to be an MDSO, as the result of a 

special hearing, the defendant may be placed in a state hospital for an indeterminate period of time. 

The California Youth Authority (CY A) has jurisdiction over both juveniles and young adults to age 

25 who are convicted and committed to CYA institutional care. Data in this section on admissions 

to CYA include only those juveniles prosecuted as adults and those adults convicted, sentenced, and 

committed by superior courts. 

In 1977, 19.5 percent of all adults under correctional supervision were in state institutions or on 

parole or outpatient status from a state institution. 

Most of the adults in state institutions (SO.5 percent) were in state prisons. [n addition, most of the 

adults on parole (60.2 percent) were from state prisons. 

The adult parole caseloads from both CYA and CRC exceeded their institution populations by more 

than 2 to I in 1977. This proportion was the same as that shown in 1973 and 1976. In contrast, the 

CDC institution population exceeded the parole caseload for CDC during 1977 as in 1973 and 

1976. 

Based on one-day population counts, there was a 2.S percent decrease in the number of adults 

under state supervision from 1976 to 1977. Insti tu tion population decreased 6.4 percen t while total 

parole caseload increased I. 1 percen t during the one-year peliod. The only dramatic change was in 

the CRC institution popUlation, which decreased 26.3 percent. While there were increases in the 

parole populations from CDC, CRC, and CY A, the only increase in institution population was for 

MDSO's in state hospitals. 

It should be noted that institution admission figures compiled by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics 

generally are 10-15 percent greater than those published by the California Department of 

Corrections. The Department of Corrections counts the number of defendants received by 

4-77763 13 



TABLE 6 

STATUS OF ADULTS UNDER SUPERVISION, 1973,1976, AND 1977 

Type of Supervision by Year 

Number Percent Percent change 

1973- 1976-
Type of supervision 1973 1976 1977 1973 1976 1977 1976 1977 

Total 222,757 225,843 222,579 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.1 - 1.4 

State supervisiona 48,104 45,400 44,133 21.6 20.1 19.8 ·-8.3 -2.8 

Institutions 24,984 23,641 22,127 I 1.2 10.5 9.9 -11.4 --6.4 
Department of Corrections . 20,545 18,617 17,810 9.2 8.2 8.0 -- 13.3 4.3 
California Rehabilitation Center 1,897 2,445 1,803 0.9 J.l 0.8 5.0 26.3 
State hospital (mentally 

disordered sex offender) 675 735 770 0.3 0.3 0.3 14.1 4.8 
California Youth Authority 1,867 1,844 1,744 0.8 0.8 0.8 6.6 5.4 

Parole caseload 23,120 21,759 22,006 10.4 9.6 9.9 4.8 1.1 
Department of Corrections 12,996 13,049 13,258 5.8 5.8 6.0 2.0 1.6 
California Rehabilitation 

Center (outpatient) 5,642 4,939 4,956 2.5 2.2 2.2 - 12.2 0.3 
California Youth Authority 4,482 3,771 3,792 2.0 J.7 1.7 15.4 0.6 

Local supervision 174,653 180,443 178,446 78.4 79.9 80.2 2.2 - 1.1 

County jailsb 16,410 21,941 20,761 7.4 9.7 9.3 26.5 5.4 
Sentenced 5,492 9,376 9,267 2.5 4.2 4.2 68.7 J.2 
Not sen tence d 10,918 12,565 11,494 4.9 5.6 5.2 5.3 8.5 

City jailsb 1,915 1,265 1,196 0.9 0.6 0.5 37.5 ·5.5 
Sentenced 279 130 103 0.1 0.1 0.0 63.1 20.8 
Not sen tenced 1,636 1,135 1,093 0.7 0.5 0.5 - 33.2 3.7 

County and city campsb 6,036 4,995 4,589 2.7 2.2 2.1 ··24.0 8.1 
Sentenced 5,853 4,499 4,372 2.6 2.0 2.0 25.3 2.8 
Not sentenced 183 496 217 0.1 0.2 0.1 18.(1 56.2 

Active probation caseloada,c 150,292 152,242 151,900 67.5 67.4 68.2 1.1 0.2 
Superior court 72,539 63,458 61,418 32.6 28.1 27,(i 15.3 3.2 
Lower COllrt 77,753 88,784 90,482 34.9 39.3 40.7 16.4 1.9 

:~one day count taken December 31 of each year, except mentallY disordered sex offender one day count taken June 30 for 1973. 
One day count taken each year on the fourth Thursday of September. 

cUased on summary fi~ures for Los Angeles County in 1973, 1976, and 1977 and for Alameda County in 1976 and 1977. 
Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

The 1976 state supervision data have been revised to reflect the most current data. 

Source: Prison, parole, and Rehabilitation Center data are provided by the California Department of Corrections, mcntall)' disordered 
sex offendcr data by the California Department of Health, and Youth Authority data by the California Youth Authority. 
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institutions while BCS counts superior court commitments to institutions. Therefore, a defendant 

committed in more than one county would be counted multiple times by BCS. The reason ror this 

variance- is tha t the sta tis tics from the Departmen t or Corrections and the Bureau serve c1 i rferen t 

purposes and are therefore based on different populations. Commitment data as compiled by the 

Department or Corrections and California Youth Authority are presented in Appendix Tables A··1 

and A -2. 

Admissiolls to State Institutions (Table 7) 

The total number of adult admissions to state institutions as reported by the OBCA system 

remained virtually the same in 1977, increasing by only 0.2 percen t over 1976. However, 

considerable changes were shown for the individual institutions. The greatest increase was in 

admissions to the Department or Corrections, up 10.5 percent over 1976. In contrast, there was a 

10.5 percent decrease in admissions to the California Youth Authority from superior court. 

There was a 31.8 percent decrease in admissions to the California Rehabilitation Center during 

1977. One reason for this decrease may be that, given a choice, some defendants settle for a prison 

sentence in liell or eRC. Under the Determinate Sentence Law, a convicted offender could serve :ess 
time in prison than in CRC. 

TAGLE 7 

ADMISSIONS TO STATE CRIMINAL AND CIVIL INSTITUTIONS 

FROM SUPERIOR COURT, t 973, t 976, AND 1977a 

Type of Institution by Year as Reported by State Institutions 

Type of institution 1973 1976b 1977 

Total 10,485 14,474 14,497 

Department of Corrections 6,449 9,463 10,458 
California Youth Authority 1,469 2,256 2,019 
California Rehabilitation Center 2,094 2,370 1,617 
Slale hospital (mentally disordered sex orrender)c 473 385 403 

Percent change 

1973- 1976-
1977 1977 

38.3 0.2 

62.2 10.5 
37.4 10.5 

··22.8 ·31.8 
-14.8 4.7 

a[)ata are based on adults convicted in superior court and the year of admission to the institution. All multiple county commitnwnts 
in a year are counted and may differ from those shown in separate departmental publications. 

bFigures shown for 1976 may not be the samc as those shown in the 1976 Crime and Delinquency publication. The Offender-Based 
Correctional Activity file is accumulative, designed to allow constant updating and correcting. These additions or corrections will be 
reflected in the counts. 

cCalifornia Department of Health data arc shown for fiscal yenrs, the 1973 data are for FY 1972-1973,1976 are for 1975--1976, 
and 1977 data arc for FY 1976-1977. 
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From 1973 to 1977, total admissions to state institutions increased 3H.3 pel·cent. Again, the largest 

increase was in CDC admissions (62.2 pl'rcent). These increases reflect a general toughening or laws 

and sentencing practices. For example, two laws were enacted dming the period which limited 

judicial discretion in sentencing specific convicted of renders. Notably, one denied probation 1'01' 

defendants convicted of the commission of specified violent crimes using firearms (1203.06 P.C.). 

Another denied probation for defendants convicted of the sale of specified quantities of heroin 

(1203.07 P.C'.). Admissions of young adults to CYA also increased dming the four-year period, tip 

37.4 percent although there was n 10.5 percent decrease from 1976 to 1977. In contrnst, admissions 
to CRC decreased 22.8 percent from 1973 to 1977. 

T.l·/}('S oj'lnstitution Adillissions (Table 8) 

From 1976 to 1977, overall there was no change in the types of admissions to CDC, CRC, and 

CYA. Most categories decreased slightly, varying from 0.4 percent to 4.2 percent. The most 

noticeable change was the 14.5 percent increase in admissions resulting from new convictions in the 

"all other" categolY. This category, which increased 11.8 percent during 1977, includes additional 

commitments from other counties, additional commitments following escapes, crimes committed in 

institutions, and persons serving federal and state sentences concmrently. The increase can be 

attributed, in part, to the increasing number of crimes involving violence and drugs committed by 

inmates during 1977. Many of these inmates were processed through the comt system rather than 
handled ad ministra tively within the insti tu tion. 

During the four-year period from 1973 to 1977, all types of institution admissions increased. It is 

interesting to note that the largest increase was in the "all other" category (71. 7 percent). Agnin, 

this was probably the result of the increase in crimes involving violence and drugs by inmates. 

Local Corrections (Adult Probation) 

In California, probation is a county function. County probation olTicers conduct pre-sentence 

investigations of convicted persons, make recommendations to the court about the granting of 
probation, and supervise and counsel probationers. 

A pre-sentence investigation is required whenever a defendant is convicted of a felony offense and is 

eligible for probation. On a misdemeanor conviction, the comt may either refer the matter to the 

probation ort'icer for an investigation and report, or summarily grant or deny probation. The 

probation officer's report includes the circul11stancl!s of the crime, the individual's history, and the 
recommended sen tence. 

County probation departments report monthly to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) on adults 

placed on (grants) and removed from (removals) probation during the preceding month. The unit of 

count in the Bureau's Adult Probation data collection system is the individual offcnder placed on 

probation by a superior or lower court. Offenders on probation in more than one county or under 
the jurisdiction of both superior and lower courts are counted multiple times. 
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TABLE 8 
INSTITUTION ADMISSIONS FROM SUPERIOR COURT, 1973, 1976, AND 1977a 

~ype of Admission by Year as Reported by the California Department of Corrections, 

California Youth Authority, and California Rehabilitation Center 

Percent change 

1973- 1976-
Type of admission 1973 1976b 1977 1977 1977 

.. 
Total 10,012 14,OS9 14,094 40.8 0.0 

Original institution cOl1ll1litlllentC 7,579 10,704 10,594 39.8 ···1.0 
Resul t or new conviction 5,994 8,714 8,677 44.8 ·0.4 
Result or probation revocation d 972 1,292 1,240 27.6 4.0 
Result or new conviction and probation revocation 613 698 677 10.4 3.0 

Return to institution as parole viola tore 1,432 1,848 1.781 24.4 3.6 
Result 0[' new conviction 1,373 1,787 1,715 24.9 4.0 
Result or probation revocation d 39 41 50 
Result of' new conviction and probation revocation 20 20 16 

[' 
1,001 1,537 1.719 71.7 I 1.8 All other ............. 

Result or new conviction 871 1,249 1,430 64.2 14.5 
Result or proba tion revoca lion d 121 265 254 109.9 4.2 
Result or new conviction and probation revocation 9 1~ _.1 35 

alncludcs adults who entered California Departmcnt of Corrections, l'nlifornia Youth Authority, nnd California Rehnhilitntion Center 
institutions. A given individuul is counted more than once if multiple commitments OCcur. 

hl'igures shown for 1976 may not he the same us those shown in thc 1976 Crime and Delinquency publication. The Offender-Based 
Correctional Activity file is accumulativc, designcd to allow constant updating and correcting. These additions or cmrections will he 
reflected in the counts. 

c Not under the jurisdiction of the California Departmcnt of Corrections at the time of arrest for current offcn~,· 
dprohatiol1 may h(lve heen reVOKed because of a technical violation or conviction of II Iwwoffense. 
~I-:xcllJdes those returned to finish their prison term for a technic(li violation. 
(Includes additionllt commitments from othcl' counties, uddition(ll commitmcnts follOWing escapes, crimcs committed in institutions, 
and persons serving federal and state sentences concurrentl~·. 

Note: Pcrcent chan{lcs frol1l one given year to a subscq lIent year nrc not calculated wlwn thc given base yeoI' number is less than 50. 

There are some limitations or the Adult Probation data collection system that should be noted. 

Data are not collected on new grants to persons already under probation supervision in a given 

county. or on changes in the terms or conditions of grants duc to violations or probation. Although 

the system provides data on the number or probationers that abscond during a given year, multiple 

absconds by a single probationer are not counted. And finally, the system includes data on only 

those adults placed on supcrvised probation. 

In 1977, 56 of California's 58 counties submitted individual offender data to the Bureau. 

Los Angeles County submitted detailed summary data on the caseload, grants, and removals. 

Alameda County submitted sUlllmary counts only. Because detailed data were not available. 

statistics for Alameda County are included in the "unknowns" in Tables 10 16. In 1976, Alameda 

County did not provide individual of render or summary data on lower court removals. In Table 9, 

these cia ta have been esti mated in order to allow comparison wi th lower court removals d uri ng 

1977. Both Los Angeles and Alameda counties will report individual offender dn ta for 1978. 
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Comparison of 1976 and 1977 Adult Probation Data (Table 9) 

On December 31, 1977, there were 151,900 adults under the supervision of county probation 

departments in California. This was a decrease of 0.2 percent from 1976. 

The number of persons placed on pl'obation (grants) by courts during the calendar year rose by 

4.2 percent over 1976. Superior court grants increased 4.7 percent and lower court grants rose 
4.0 percent. 

The number of adults who completed their probation terms, as set by the COlll'ts, decreased 

10.5 percent from 1976 to 1977. Lower court probation terminations decreased 14.4 percent while 

superior court terminations decreased only 0.6 percent. In contrast, there was an overall increase of 

3.3 percent in removals for violations of probation. "Other" removals, which includes transfers out 

of the jurisdiction and removals because of death of the probationer or appeal of their conviction, 
increased 39.8 percent during the one-year period. As noted earlier, Alameda County data on lower 
court removals during 1976 were estimated. 

TABLE 9 
ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOADS ON DECEMBER 31, 1976 AND 1977 AND 

PROBATION GRANTS AND REMOVALS, 1976-1977 

By Type of Court 

Type of court Percent change 

1976 1977 1976-1977 

Probation caseloads, grants, Superior Lower Superior Lower Superior Lower 
and removals Total court court Total court court Total court court 

Caseload, December 31 .. 152,242 63,458 88,784 151,900 61,418 90,482 -0.2 -3.2 1.9 

Grants . . · .. . . . 71,179 22,093 49,086 74,176 23,133 51,043 4.2 4.7 4.0 

Removals · .. . . 77,802 24,415 53,387a 73,216 24,699 48,517 -5.9 1.2 - 9.1 
Terminated · .. 55,785 15,775 40,0 IOu 49,931 15,680 34,251 -10.5 -0.6 . 14.4 
Violated probation b 20,557 7,970 12,58711 21,244 8,219 13,025 3.3 3.1 3.5 
Other c ....... 1,460 670 790a 2,041 800 1,241 39.8 19.4 57.1 

a 
Includes cstimated data for Alnmedn County removals based on the 1977 proportions reported. 

blncludes probationers who absconded from supervision, and those who committed other technical violations and new offenses that 
resulted in revocations of probation. 

clncludcd nrc transfers from jurisdiction, deceased, sentence vacated, appeal, etc. 

Note: Dnta are bused on individual reports submitted by 56 counties, summary data submitted by Los Angeles County, and partial 
summary data submitted by Alameda County. 
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TABLE 10 

ADULT PROBATION ACTIVE CASELOAD ON DECEMBER 31,1977 

Type of Court by Convicted Offense 

Type of court 

Total Superior court Lower caurt 

Convicted offense 

Total . 
Unknownu 

Total known 

Felony 
Homicide 
Fordble rapc 
Robbery 
Assoull 
Kidnapping 

Burglary 
Theft 
Motor vehicle theft 
Forgery, checks, credit cards 

Marijuana 
Other drug law violations 
Unlawful sexual intercourse 
Lewd and lascivious 
Other sex law violations 

Weapons 
Drunk-driving 
Hit-and-run · Escape . 
Bookmaking 
Arson · . 
All other · 

tv! is tie l11e a nor · Assuult and battery 
I'cltytheft . 
Checks and credit cards . 
Drug law violations 

Sex law violations 
Drunk 
Dislurbing the peace , 

Drunk-driving . 
Trafl1c-custodyb 
Nonsupport 
All olher 

a[)ctailcd data for Altlillcda County arl' not avnilnble. 
blncludes hit-and-run. 

Nlllllber Percent 

151,900 
9,482 

142,418 100.0 

73,346 51.5 
797 0.6 
559 0.4 

3,130 2.2 
7,114 5.0 

103 0.1 

13,614 9.6 
14,175 10.0 
2,310 1.6 
6,507 4.6 

4,692 3.3 
9,868 6.9 

392 0.3 
1,019 0.7 
1,010 0.7 

1,047 0.7 
1,612 1.1 

382 0.3 
153 0.1 
153 0.1 
435 0.3 

4,274 3.0 

69,072 48.5 
5,320 3.7 
4,119 2.9 
1,141 0.8 
4,111 2.9 

1,700 1.2 
. 1,421 1.0 

1,789 1.3 
. 28,482 20.0 

4,537 ., .., 
.~.-

3,325 '") ., - ... ' 
13,127 9.2 

Number Percent Number Percent 

61,418 90,482 
3,419 6,063 

57,999 100.0 84,419 100.0 

54,552 94.1 18,794 22.3 
793 1.4 4 0.0 
554 1.0 5 0.0 

3,123 5.4 7 0.0 
5,187 8.9 1,927 2.3 

90 0.2 13 0.0 

10,260 17.7 3,354 4.0 
9,707 16.7 4,468 5.3 
1,350 2.3 960 1.1 
3,909 6.7 2,598 3.1 

3,946 6.8 746 0.9 
8,491 14.6 1,377 1.6 

284 0.5 108 0.1 
1,005 1.7 14 0.0 

747 1.3 263 0.3 

679 1.2 368 0.4 
1,000 1.7 612 0.7 

233 0.4 149 0.2 
127 0.2 26 0.0 
116 0.2 37 0.0 
384 0.7 5 I 0.1 

2,567 4.4 1,707 2.0 

3,447 5.9 65,625 77.7 
SIt 0.9 4,809 5.7 
216 0.4 3,903 4.6 

8'") 
l ~ 0.1 1,059 1.3 

456 0.8 3,655 4.3 

159 0.3 1,541 I.X 
8 0.0 IAI3 L.7 

38 O. 1 1,751 2.1 
235 0.4 28,247 33.5 
44 0.1 4,493 5.3 

0 0.0 3,325 3.9 
1,698 2.9 11,429 13.5 

Notes: Data arc based Oil individual reports submitted by S6 counties, summary dntn suhmittcd by Los Anllcles County, t\l1d partial 
summary data submitted by Alall1ed:\ Coullty. 
Percents 1I1:1Y not adt! to the total due to rounding. 
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Convicted Offellses 0/ .1977 Caseloads (Table 10) 

Over one-half (52.7 percent) of the active adult probation caseload on December 31, 1977 

(excluding Alameda County) were convicted of one of four types of offenses: misdemeanor 

drunk-driving, 20.0 percent: felony theft, 10.0 percent; burglary, 9.6 pcrcent; and all felony and 

misdemeanor drug law violations (including marijuana), 13.1 percent. The rcmaining 47.3 percent 

were convicted of other offenses. 

Length of Probation (Table II) 

In 1977, the median probation sentence of adults granted probation in superior and lower courts in 

57 counties was 2.9 years. The median for superior court grants was 3.5 years compared to 

2.5 years for lower court grants. This was because the more serious offenders were adjudicated in 

su perior courts. 

During 1977,58.7 percent of the defendants granted probation in superior courts received tcrms of 

"3 years but less than 4" years. In lower courts, the most frequent term granteel was "2 years but 

less than 3" years (40.0 percent). 

TABLE 11 

ADULTS GRANTED PROBATION, JANUARY I-DECEMBER 31,1977 

Type of COll1't by Length of Probation 

Type of court 

Superior comt Lower comt 
Length of 
probation Total Number Percent Number Percent 

Total . 74,176 23,133 51,043 
Unknowna. 4,863 1,263 f: 3,600 
Total known . 69,313 21,870 100.0 47,443 100.0 

Less than 1 year . 925 52 0.2 873 1.8 
I year bu t less than 2 13,930 698 3.2 13,232 27.9 
2 years but less than 3 22,207 3,nO 14.7 18,987 40.0 
3 years but less than 4 27,019 12,845 58.7 14,174 29.9 
4 years but less than 5 1,623 1,582 7.2 41 0.1 
5 years bu t less than 6 3,401 3,278 15.0 123 0.3 
6 or more years . 207 194 0.9 13 0.0 
Indefinite . 1 1 0.0 a 0.0 

Median 2.9 3.5 2.5 

aDetailed datu for Alameda County are not available. 

Notl!s: Data arl! based on individual reports submitted by 56 counties, summary data submitted by Los Angeles County, and partial 
summary data submitted by Alameda County. 
Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 
The mediun is the middle of a set of numbers arrunged in order of magnitude and is used Instead of thc mean (nveruge) becuuse 
it is not as affected by extremes. 
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TABLE 12 

ADULTS GRANTED PROBATION, JANUARY I-DECEMBER 31,1977 

Type of COtll't by Length of Jail Sentence as a Condition of Probation 

Type of court 

Superior court Lower court 
Length of jail sentence as a 

condition of probation Total Number Percent Number Percent 

-
TOlal 74,176 23,133 51,043 
Unknowna 'kH63 1,263 3,600 
Total kn.Hvn . 69,313 21,870 10'J.0 47,443 100.0 

Straight prtlbation . 32\564 5,497 25.1 27,067 57.1 

Probation withjail . . 36,749 16,373 74.9 20,376 42.9 

Monthsor jail 
I mon th 17,735 2,990 13.7 14,745 31.1 
2 months , 3,891 2,329 10.6 1,562 3.3 
3 mon lhs 3.662 1,775 8.1 1,887 4.0 
4 months 1,604 1,102 5.0 502 1.1 
5 mon ths 548 437 2.0 111 0.2 
6 111 on ths 3,675 2,569 II. 7 1,106 2.3 
71110nths 286 263 1.2 23 0.0 
8 months . 493 447 2.0 46 0.1 
9 months 1,012 936 4.3 76 0.2 
10 months 296 273 1.2 23 0.0 
1 I mon ths 116 107 0.5 9 0.0 
1 2 mon ths 3,413 3,128 14.3 285 0.6 
Over 12monlhs 18 17 0.1 I 0.0 

Ivledian ., ., 
5.0 0.7 

nDetnlled data for Alameda County arc not nvailuble. 

Notes: Duta are based on individual reports submitted by 56 counties. summury datn submitted by Los Angeles County, and partial 
summary datu submitted by Alumeda County. 
Percents IIU1)' not add to the total due to rounding. 
TIll! median is the middle of a set of numbers arranged in order of magnitude [Jlld is used insteud of the mean (a\'cragc) because 
it is not liS uffccted by extremes. 

Jail as a Conditioll of Probatioll (Table 1 '2) 

In 1977,74.9 percent of the adults placed on prot'ation by superior courts and 42.9 percent of 

those placed on probation by lower courts in 57 counties were required to serve time in jail as a 

C')ndition of probation. When jail is a condition of probation, the jail sentence is considered as part 

of the probation term. The defendant must first complete the jail sentence. For example, a typical 

sentence of 36 months probation with two months of jail requires the dcfendant to serve 34 months 

under probation supervision after complcting the two-month jail term. 
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The median jail sentence as a condition of probation was 5.0 months for superior court grunts and 

less than one month for lower court grants. Again, this " 'ds the fact that the more scrious 

offenders were handled in superior courts. 

Remol'Gls From Probation (Tables 13 and 14) 

About 68 percent of the 67,887 adults removed from probation during 1977 (excluding Alamcda 

County) completed their full probation terms. Twenty-nine percent were removed because they 

violated probation (revoked or absconded), and the remaining 3 percent either died, were 

transferred to another county, or successfully appealed their conviction. Probationers who 

absconded, which is a violation of probation, comprised almost two-thirds (63 percent) of the total 

removals for violations during the year. The remaining removals for violations include removals for 

other violations and committing new offenses. 

The median time served by superior court probationers who completed their terms was 3.4 years. 

For lower court probationers, the median was 2.2 years. The median times on probation of 

individuals removed becanse of absconds or revocations were also higher in superior court than in 

lower court during 1977. Of the persons who absconded from superior court probation in 1977, the 

median time from the beginning of their probation term to the latest abscond date was 2.9 years. Of 

those on lower court probation, the median time was 1.6 years. If a person absconded from 

probation more than once, only the last abscond was counted. The median time on superior court 

probation prior to removal for a revocation (other than an abscond) was 2.5 years. The comparable 

figure for lower court probationers was 1.5 years. 

Among the superior court probatiQnf.'.rs who completed their probation terms in 1977,48.8 percent 

completed the original term prescribed by the court (normal terminatiol1). (See Table 14.) About 

two-thirds (65.4 percen t) of the lower court probationers completed their original terms. 

During 1977,13,433 adults (39.1 percent) were removed from superior court probation early. The 

comparable percentage for lower court probationers was 24.7 percen t. In these cases, the probation 

torm was shortened because of good behavior. During the same period, 1,761 superior court 

probationers (12.1 percent) and 3,143 lower court probationers (10.0 percent) completed 

probation late. In these cases, the terms were extended because of probation violations. 
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TABLE 13 

ADULTS REMOVED FROM PROBATION, JANUARY t-DECEMBER 31,1977 

Type of COUl't by Reason for Removal and Length of Time on Probation 

Type of court 

Superior court Lower court 
Reason for removal and 

length of time on probation Total Number Percent Number Percent 

Total .. 73,216 24,699 48,517 
Unknowna 5,329 1,620 3,709 
Total knownb . 67,887 23,079 44,808 

Terminated (completed probalion)a 45,980 14,513 100.0 31,467 100.0 

Less than I year. 2,542 236 1.6 2,306 7.3 
I year but less than 2 13,044 1,439 9.9 11,605 36.9 
2 years bu t less than 3 14,159 3,267 22.5 10,892 34.6 
3 years bu t less than 4 12,795 6,588 45.4 6,207 19.7 
4 years bu t less than 5 1,420 1,141 7.9 279 0.9 
5 or more years 2,020 1,842 12.7 178 0.6 

Median . . .. 2.5 3.4 2.2 

Absconded (violated probaLion)a .. 12,469 5,068 100.0 7,401 100.0 

Less than 6 mon ths .. 1,679 378 7.5 1,301 17.6 
6 months btitless than 1 year 1,968 593 11.7 1,375 18.6 
I year but less than 2 2,832 992 19.6 1,840 24.9 
2 years bu tless than 3 2,231 630 12.4 1,601 21.6 
3 years bu t less than 4 2,575 1,370 27.0 1,205 16.3 
4 or more years · . 1,184 1,105 21.8 79 1.1 

Median 1.9 2.9 1.6 

Revoked (violated probalion)a 7,397 2,698 100.0 4,699 100.0 

Less than 6 mon ths 801 189 7.0 612 13.0 
6 mon t hs bu t less than I year 1,322 338 12.5 984 20.9 
I year bu t less than 2 2,005 618 22.9 1,387 29.5 
2 years bu t less thaI' 3 1,343 397 14.7 946 20.1 
3 or more years 1,926 1,156 42.8 770 16.4 

Median · . . . 1.8 2.5 1.5 

Otherc .. · . . . . . 2,041 800 100.0 1,241 100.0 

aDetailed data for Alameda County ar~ not available, therefore, the "terminat~d", "absconded", and "revoked" categories showing 
detail will not agree with the total cowlts shown in Table 9. 

bl3ased on individuuls removed from prc;.bation, not the number of removal transactions. 
clncludes removals because defendant was deceased, defendant was transferred to another county, or appeal was approved. 
Notes: Data urt! based on individuul reports submitted by 56 counties, summary datu submitted by Los Angeles County, und partial 

summary data submitted by Alameda County. 
Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 
The median is the middle of a set of numbers arranged in order of' magnitude and is used instead of the mean (average) because 
it is not as affected by extremes. 
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TABLE 14 

ADULTS REMOVED FROM PROBATION BECAUSE OF COMPLETION OF PROBATION TERM 

JANUARY I-DECEMBER 31, 1977 

Type of Court by Type of Termination 

Type of court 

Superior court Lower court 

Type Total Number Percent Number Percent 

Total 49,931 15,680 34,251 

Unknowna 3,951 1,167 2,784 

Total known b . 45,980 14,513 100.0 31,467 100.0 

Earlyc 13,433 5,673 39.1 7,760 24.7 

Normal 27,643 7,079 48.8 20,564 65.4 

Late d 4,904 1,761 12.1 3,143 10.0 

aDetailed data for Alameda County are not available. 
bl3ased on individuals removed from prubation, not the number of removal transactions. 
cProblllion terminated prior to completion of initial term of probation as set forth by the court. 
dprobation terminated later than initial term of probation as set forth by the court due to subsequent court action against the defendant. 
Notes: Data are based on individual reports submitted by 56 counties, summary data submitted by Los Angeles County, and partial 

summury data submitted by Alameda County. 
Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

Personal Characteristics of Adults Granted Probation in 1977 (Table IS) 

During 1977, 85.7 percent of the adults placed on probation by superior courts and 82.6 percent of 

those placed on probation by lower courts in 57 counties (excluding Alameda County) were males. 

Where race was known,S 5.2 percen t of the ad ul ts gran ted proba tion in superior courts during 1977 

were whites, 25.8 percent were Negroes, 16.8 percent were Mexican-Americans, and 2.3 percent 

were "other." The breakdown, where race was known, for lower court grants was 63.0 percent 

whites, 19.8 percent Mexican-Americans, 15.0 percent Negrpes, ancl 2.2 percent "other." (See 

Footnote b on Table 15.) 

Where age was known, the median age for adults placed on probation during 1977 was 25.5 years 

for superior court grants and 27.8 years for lower court grants. About 48 percent of the individuals 

grantecl probation by superior courts were uncler 25 years of age, compared to 39 percent of the 

lower court grants. Approximately 7 percent of the persons grantee! probation by superior courts 

were 45 years of age or older compared to 14 percent of those placed on probation by lower courts. 

(Sec Footnote b on Table IS.) 
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TABLE IS 

ADULTS GRANTED PROBATION, JANUARY I-DECEMBER 31,1977 

Type of COl\l't by Sex, Race, and Age 

Type of court 

Superior court Lower court 

Sex, race, and age Total Number Percent Number 

Total 74,176 23,133 51,043 

Sex 
Unknown a 4,863 1,263 3,600 
Total knowll 69,313 21,870 100.0 47,443 

Male 57,921 18,736 85.7 39,185 
Fcmalc 11,392 3,134 14.3 8,258 

Racc 
Unknown b 8,451 1,894 6,557 
Total known 65,725 21,239 100.0 44,486 

Whitc 39,729 11,721 55.2 28,008 
Mcxican-Amcrican 12,390 3,561 16.8 8,829 
Ncgro 12,128 5,472 25.8 6,656 
Othcr 1,478 485 ' ., -.. ) 993 

Agc 
Unknown b 5,367 1,378 3,989 
Total known . 68,809 21,755 100.0 47,054 

Under 20 6,966 2,210 10.2 4,756 
20-24 21,808 8,144 37.4 13,664 
25- 2CJ 14,126 4,895 22.5 9,231 
30-34 8,558 2,709 12.5 5,849 
3 5~ 39 5,533 1,453 6.7 4,080 
40-44 3,844 898 4.1 2,946 
45-49 3,057 638 2.9 2,419 
50 and ovcr 4,917 808 3.7 4,109 

Median 27.0 25.5 27.8 

aDetuiled data for Alameda County are not available. 
bDetailed data for Alameda County are not available. Also includes cases for other 57 counties where race or age was unknown. 
Notes: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

Percent 

100.0 
82.6 
17.4 

100.0 
63.0 
19.8 
15.0 
2.2 

100.0 
10.1 
29.0 
19.6 
12.4 
8.7 
(;.3 

5.1 
8.7 

Data are based on individual reports submitted by S6 counties, summary data submitted by Los Angeles County, and partial 
summary data submitted by Alameda County. 
The median is the middle of a set of numbers arranged in order of magnitude and is used instead of the mean (average) because 
it is not as affected by extremes. 
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JUVENILE JUSTICE ADMINISTRATION 

In 1977, California's juvenile justice system involved the combined efforts of law enforcement 

agencies, probation departments, prosecuting attorneys, juvenile courts, and state and county 

correctional facilities. Law enforcement agencies were primarily responsible for investigating and 

apprehending: the probation departments and prosecuting attorneys 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 (e.g., probation 

supervision, correctional camps and schools, etc.). In some situations, delinquents were committed 

to state correctional facilities under the jurisdiction of the California Youth Authority (CYA). 

Major changes were made to California's Juvenile Court Law with legislation (Assembly Bill 3121) 

wh ich became effective January I, 1977. Changes to various sections of the WeI fare and I nsti tu tions 

Code (W&I) make greater distinctions between the manner in which children exhibiting delinquent 

tendencies under Section 601 W&I and those violHting specific statutes uncler Section 602 W&l are 

to be handled in the juvenile justice system. 

One of the changes provides that 601 's be processed by probation officers and 602's by prosecuting 

attorneys when court action becomes necessary. Juveniles who are 16 years of age or older and 

charged with the felony offenses of murder, arson, armed robbery, forcible rape, kidnapping for 

ransom, aggravated assault, or certain violations involving discharge of a firearm, must be handled in 

adult court unless "fitness" for juvenile court can be determined. Prior to this change, "unfitness" 

for juvenile court had to be determined. 

Another change prohibits escalating a 601 case to a 602 case solely because the juvenile fails to 

obey an order of the court. Detention of 601 cases in juvenile halls, jails, ranches, camps, and 

schools that arc considered "secure" facil i ties is prohibi ted. I I' 601 's are de tained, it must be in 

"nonsecure" facilities such as shelter care, crisis resolution homes, and other county facilities 

designated as "nonsecure." The change further provides that 602's committed to "secure" 

detention facilities cannot spcnd more time in custody than adults committed to jailor prison 1'01' 

similar charges. 

An additional change greatly expands the scope of informal supervision. Under the new provisions, 
juveniles are to be diverted to informal probation in lieu of juvenile court proceedings whenever 

possible. Alternatives have been added which allow more frequent use of community resources such 
as shelter care facilities, crisis resolution homes, and counseling and educational centers. These 

alternatives were created primarily for handling runaways, incorrigiblcs, truants, and those in 
conflict with their parents prior to the use of more formal probation and court actions. 

All of the above changes have necessitated revisions injuvenile processing procedures at the county 
level. The Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) data collection system has not yet been updated to 
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describe all of the processes affected by the changes, particularly detention of juveniles in "secure" 

versus "nonsecure" facilities and actions by prosecuting attorneys. However, plans are underway to 

enhance the reporting system so that da ta are collected on these juvenile justice processes. Da ta on 

all 601 referrals may not be included in the new data collection system since some 601's may now 

be referred to community programs outside of the juvenile justice system. 

Data presented in the following sections describe California's juvenile justice system and show the 

impact that changes to the law have had on the processing of juveniles referred to county program 

departmen ts. 

A Comparison of Juvenile Justice Data for 1976 and 1977 (Tables 18--21,23-24) 

In 1977: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Initial referrals of 60 I's to county probation departments decreased 50.0 percent from 1976. 

Initial referrals of 602's to county probation departments increased 8.3 percent over 1976. 

Petition filings on 60 I initial referrals decreased 67.7 percent from 1976. 

Petition filings on 602 initial referrals increased 25.2 percent over 1976. 

5.0 percent more of the initial petition filings and 51.7 percent more of the subsequent 

petition filings were remanded to adult court for handling than in 1976. 

The total number of juveniles on probation caseload as of December 31 decreased 4.5 percent 

from 1976. 

The resident population of juvenile halls on December 31 increased 28.4 percent over 1976. 

However, admissions to juvenile halls decreased 23.7 percen t. 

New commitments to camps, ranches, homes, and schools decreased 8.2 percent from 1976. 

Juvenile Arrests (Table 16) 

Youths enter the juvenile justice system primarily through law enforcemen t agency arrests. In 1977, 

there were 1,454,300 arrests by law enforcement agencies in California, with juvenile arrests 

accounting for 314,875 or 21.7 percent. This was an 11.0 percent decrease from the 353,752 

juvenile arrests in 1976, and a 13.2 percent decrease from the 362,617 juvenile arrests in 1973. 

Overall, total adult and juvenile arrests have increased 0.5 percent since 1976 and 5.1 percent since 

1973. These figures show that although total arrests are on the increase, the number of juveniles 

being arrested and their proportion of total arrests is decreasing. 
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TABLE 16 

ARRESTS REPORTED, 1973-1977 

Offense Level and Law Enforcement Disposition of Juvenile Anests by Year 

Percent change 
Offense level and law 

enforcement disposition 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1973-1977 1976-1977 

Tolal .. 1,383,234 1,488, I 02 1,439,857 1,447,750 1,454,300 5.1 0.5 
Adult 1,020,617 1,079,971 1,068,907 1,093,998 1,139,425 11.6 4.2 
Juvenile 362,617 408,131 370,950 353,752 314,875 -13.2 -11.0 

Felony-level . . . . · . 118,629 134,517 127,842 103,003 102,473 -13.6 -0.5 
M isdem;::anor-Ievel · . 140,931 165,716 156,971 169,987 168,689 19.7 --0.8 
Delinquent tendencies 103,057 107,898 86,137 80,762 43,713 -57.6 -45.9 

Law enforcement 

dispositions .. · . 362,617 408,131 370,950 353,752 314,875 -13.2 --11.0 
Handled within 

clepartmen I .. 145,155 160,114 144,297 136,478 120,270 ~17.1 -11.9 
Olher jurisdiction 12,145 13,108 9,396 7,517 6,971 - 42.6 -7.3 
Juvenile court or 

proba lion dc pI. 205,317 234,909 217,257 209,757 187,634 --8.6 --10.5 

The decrease in juvenile population may have had some effect on the trend in juvenile arrests. The 

total population of California in 1973 was 20,741,000, with 3,132,000 or 15.1 percent 10 to 17 

years of age. This is considered to be the age group most prone to cielinquent behavior. In 1977, the 

population for this age group was 3, I 09,000 or 14.2 percent of the total state population of 

21,896,000. While total population has been increasing, the popUlation in the 10--17 age group has 

decreased. These figures show the trends in the growth of youth population to total population and 

juvenile arrests to total arrests have been similar. 

Figures for 1977 show that 187,634 of the 314,875 (59.6 percent) juvenile arrests during the year 

received law enforcement dispositions of "juvenile court or probation department." Figures in this 

section show probation departments actually received a total of 137, I 08 initial referrals from law 

enforcement agencies. Probation departments received, primarily from law enforcement agencies, an 

additional 25,995 referrals of juveniles already on probation and having subsequent petitions filed. 

The above figures show there was a difference of about 25,000 between law enforcement 

dispositions of "juvenile court or probation department" and the number of initial and subsequent 

referrals reported by probation departments. This difference is due, in part, to the different 

programs and definitions used by law enforcement agencies and probation departments for 

submitting data to BCS. However, the primary reason for the difference is the lack of provision in 

BCS' present juvenile justice data collection system for the reporting of "rereferrals closed at 

intake" in probation departments. This situation occurs when a juvenile is already on probation or 

parole at the time of referral to a probation department for a new arrest and some intake 

disposition other than a petition filing is made (e.g., closed, status maintained, etc.). 
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When viewing the flow of juveniles through the justice system as depicted by BCS, it must be 
remembered that there is no accounting of "rereferrals closed at intake." Therefore, data on 
J'eferrals as reported by law enforcement agencies ancl on actual referrals received by county 

pro ba tion de partmcn ts will not balancc. 

Chart I shows the percentages of juvenile population to total population and juvenile arrests to total 
arrests in 1973 and 1977. In nddition, initial rcfcrL'Uls of 601 W&l cases and 602 W&I caSl'S to 
probation departments are compared for the two years. The next section provides detailed data on 

referrals received by county probation departments. 

CHART 1 
JUVENILE JUSTICE INDICES, t 973 AND 1977 

Percents of Population, Al'l'ests Reported, and Initial Referrals 

1973 
POPULATION a 

20,741,000 

AOULT 
73.8% 

1973 

-0-9 YEARS OF AGE 
16.2% 

- 10-17 YEARS OF AGE 
15.1% 

-18 YEARS OF AGE 
AND OVER 

TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED 
1,383,234 

1973 
INITIAL REFERRALS b 

130,937 

- 0-9 YEARS OF AGE 

1977 
POPULATION

a 

21,896,000 

1977 

14.5% 

-10-17 YEARS OF AGE 
14.2% 

- 18 YEARS OF AGE 
AND OVER 

TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED 
1,454,300 

1977 
INITIAL REFERRALSb 

120,266 

Ul'opulation estimates are prepared by the California Department of Finance, Population Research Unit. 
bDala for Los Angeles County are not included. 
Note: Percents may not add to the total due to rounding. 
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Juvenile Probation Referrals (Tables 17 and 18) 

California probation departments receive initial (new) referrals of juveniles from law enforcement 

agencies, courts, schools, paren ts, and other sources. "1 ni tial," as used here, does not imply tha t the 

juvenile has not been in trouble before. initial referrals are defined by BCS as juveniles who arc not 

already on probation or parole at the time of referral. 

As shown in Table 17, there were 149,215 initial referrals of juveniles to California probation 

departments in 1977. This represented a 7.4 percent decrease from 1976 and a 9.3 percent decrease 

since 1973. These changes were primarily caused by the dramatic decrease in referrals of juveniles 

for 601 W&loffenses. 

TABLEt7 

INITIAL REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENTS, 1973-1977a 

Source of Referral, Disposition, Sex, and Race by Year 

Percent change 
Source of referral, 

disposition, sex, and race 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1973-t977 1976-1977 

Total ....... ....... · . 164,436 178,332 163,621 161,170 149,215 -9.3 -7.4 

Source of referral 
Law enforcement 144,255 159,286 149,469 147,766 137,108 -5.0 -7.2 
Courts . 5,655 5,957 5,888 5,584 5,516 -2.5 -1.2 
Schools . . ~ . . 5,598 5,415 1,467 1,015 1,210 -78.4 19.2 
Parents ..... 4,230 3,580 3,056 2,682 1,952 -53.9 -27.2 
Probation departments 1,834 1,706 1,129 1,286 1,2:3 -33.3 -4.9 
Other and unknown . . .. 2,864 2,388 2,612 2,837 2,206 -23.0 -22.2 

Disposition 
Closed, transferred 89,889 98,657 88,060 89,937 76,192 -15.2 -15.3 
Informal probation 23,868 25,951 23,444 22,252 20,493 -14_1 -7.9 
Petition filed ... 50,679 53,724 52,117 48,981 52,530 3.7 7.2 

Sex 
Boys ... · . 118,394 127,329 121,016 119,396 114,261 -3.5 -4.3 
Girls ... · . 46,042 51,003 42,605 41,774 34,954 -24.1 -16.3 

Race 
While ....... 109,802 116,015 103,905 102,001 93,555 -14.8 -8.3 
Mexican-American 23,226 26,534 27,112 29,036 28,672 23.4 -1.3 
Negro .. . . 23,991 26,574 24,550 22,374 20,450 -14.8 -8.6 
Other 2,980 3,311 3,270 3,533 3,209 7.7 -9.2 
Unknown 4,437 5,898 4,784 4,226 3,329 -25.0 -21.2 

u Data are based on individuul reports submitted by 57 counties and summary data submitted by Los Angeles County. 
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Table 18 shows that while there was an increase of 8.3 percent in 602 referrals 1'1'0111 1976 to 1977, 
there was a decrease of 50.0 percent in 601 referrals from 57 CllJirornia counties (excluding 
Los Angeles County). Similarly, from 1973 to 1977 there was a 17.2 percent increase in 602 
referrals ancl 61.0 percent decrease in 601 referrals, ror an overall decrease or 8. I percent during thc 
four-year period. The overal1 decrease in re ferra Is is consisten t wi th the decreases shown in arrests 
and population during the same period. The decrease in rererrals was also largely a result of Ihe 
changes which became efrective January I, 1977, in the J uven ile Court Law. 

TABLE IS 
INITIAL REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENTS IN 57 COUNTIES, 1973-1 977a 

Disposition and Offense Category by yearb 

Pel'ccnt change 

Disposition and offense categol'Y 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1973-1977 1976-1977 

Total . . .. 130,937 140,944 126,763 128,873 120,266 ~-8.1 -6.7 

601 W&1 42,521 41,260 33,515 33,178 16,600 -61.0 - 50,0 

602 W&I · , 
88,416 99,684 93,248 95,695 103,666 17.2 8.3 

Closcd, transrerred . 79,633 87,476 77,111 79,214 67,938 14.7 14.2 

601 W&I 28,313 27,725 23,511 23,910 12,744 -55.0 46.7 

602 W&1 .. 51,320 59,751 53,600 55,304 55,194 7.5 -0.2 

Informal proba tion 17,044 17,648 15,666 15,362 14,465 15. I 5.8 

601 W&I · . 4,947 4,876 3,617 3,815 2,096 57.6 45.1 

602 W&I ... · . 12,097 12,772 12,049 11,547 12,369 2.2 7.1 

Petition filed . · . 34,260 35,820 33,986 34,297 37,863 10.5 10.4 

601 W&I · . 9,261 8,659 6,387 5,453 1,760 81.0 --67.7 

602 W&I · . ... 24,999 27,161 27,599 28,844 36,103 44.4 25.2 

lIf)uta for Los Angclcs County are not included. 
iJlncludes only those cases where offense category was known. 

The greatest source of referrals in 1977 was law enforcement agencies, accounting 1'01' 137,108 or 
91.9 percent or the total referrals (Table 17). In 1973, law enforcement agencies accounted for 
87.7 percent of the total referrals. There were decreases in referrals by all sOll\'ces from 1976 to 
1977, with the exception or schools, which reflected an increase of 19.2 percent. In contrast, school 
referrals decreased 78.4 percent from 1973 to 1977. This sharp decrease was probably caused by 
the implementation of the School Attendance Review Board (SARB) program in 1975. Prior to 
impkmentation of the progl'am, juveniles who were habitually truant were referred to eounty 
probation departments. From 1974 to 1975, school referrals decreased about 73 percent. It appears 
that the SARB program still had an impact on school re('crrals during 1977. Although there was an 
increase over the previous year, the number of school rererrals continued to be far lower than prior 
to the implementation of SARB. 
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Probation departments disposed of 76,192 (51.1 percent) of the total initial referrals by closing the 
cases or transferring the juveniles to other agencies. Another 20,493 (13.7 percent) were given six 
months informal probation uncler 654 W&I. The remaining 52,530 (35.2 percent) had petitions 
filed in juvenile COlll't. 

While there were decreases in the initial rererral dispositions or "closed, transferred" (15.3 percent) 
and "informal probation" (7.9 percent), the total number or court petitions filed was up 
7.2 percent from 1976 to 1977. This was a reverse in the downward trend shown in 1975 and 1976. 

Table 18 shows data on initial referral dispositions in 57 counties by offense category for 
1973--1977. As noted earlier, there was a decrease of 50.0 percent in 601 referrals from 1976 to 
1977. There were decreases in all three types of dispositions of these 601 referrals: closed, 
transferred, 46.7 percent: informal probation, 45.1 percent: ancl petition riled, 67.7 percent. 
Conversely, increases were shown in all types of dispositions of 602 cases, except closed, transferred 
(·0.2 percent). Figures in both Tables 17 and 18 may indicate that, since smaller numbcrsof601 
W&I offenders are entering the juvenile justice system, probation officers and prosecuting attorneys 
may be concentrating more on the 602 offenders. As a result, petitions are being filed more 
frequently for 602 W&l violations. 

In 1977, the number or 601's coming into contact with law enforcement agencies and probation 
departments through juvenile justice processes was definitely on the decline as shown by arrest, 
referral, and court elata. However, it must be remembered that because of the change in the Juvenile 
Court Law, 60 I's may be handled by other community resources. Since referrals to these other 
resou rces may sometimes occu I' ou tside the normal juvenile justice processes accoun ted for in BCS' 
data collection system, all 60 I's are probably not being counted. 

Juvenile COlll't Dispositions 

Juvenile court petition filings are classified by BCS into two eategories: initial petitions and 
subsequent petitions. An initial petition may be filed ror a minor who is currently not under active 
probation supervision or on parole from CY A. A subsequent petition may be filed for a minor who 
is already under the jurisdiction of the juvenile court. 

Illitial Petitiolls (Table 19) 

From 1976 to 1977, there was a slight increase of 0.4 percent in the number of initial eourt petition 
dispositions. This slight inerease was probably the result of the change in the Juvenile Court Law in 
1977 and the increase in the concentration on the more serious offenders (602's) in the juvenile 

justice system. This is further supported by the increases shown during the year in the court 
disposition categories or "remanded to adult court" (5.0 percent), "probation-formal" 
(7.4 percent), and "committed to California Youth Authority" (36.9 percent). (Note that the 

number bases for the "remanded to adult court" and CYA disposition categories are small.) 
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TABLE 19 

INITIAL PETITION FILINGS, 1973- t 9773 

Juvenile Court Dispositions by Yeal' 

Percent change 

Juvenile court dispositions 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1973-1977 1976-1977 

Total, , , , , .. , . 53,385 57,420 56,150 52,795 52,998 -0.7 0.4 
•••• t · . 

Dismissed, transferred 17,584 18,896 18,158 18,346 18,052 2.7 --1.6 .. , .. · . 
Remanded to adult court 679 666 667 518 544 -··19.9 5.0 · . · . 
Probation - non-ward 5,545 6,517 7,544 6,282 4,617 -\6.7 -26.5 · . · . 
Probalion - fonnal 29,275 31,004 29,390 27,321 29,336 0.2 7.4 , , , · . · . 
Committed to California 

Youth Authority . . . · . , . 302 337 391 328 449 48.7 36.9 

a Dota nre based on individual reports submitted by 57 counties and SUl11mary data submitted by Los Angeles ('ounty. 

Sllbseqlleflt Petitions (Table 10) 

In 1977, there were 25,995 subsequent petition dispositions of juveniles who were already uncleI' 
active supervision as probationers or as CY A parolees at the time of referral. This represents a drop 
of 6.4 percent from the 1976 total of 27,761. Increases were shown in the court disposition 
categories of "remanded to adult court" (51.7 percent) and "committed to Cnlirornia Youth 
Authority" (21.3 percent). (Again, note that the number bases for these two disposition categories 

are small.) 

TABLE 20 

SUBSEQUENT PETITION FILINGS, 1975-19773 

Juvenile Court Dispositions by Year 

Juvenile court dispositions 1975 1976 

TOlal b 30,476 27,761 

Remanded to adult court 190 290 

Formal proba tion initia ted ..... . 717 644 

Prior status maintainedc , ••....•.... , .. 27,859 25,196 

Committed to California Youth Authorityd .. 1,710 1,631 

1977 

25,995 

440 
642 

22,934 
1,979 

Il Data are bas~d on individual reports submitted by 57 counties and summary datu submitted by Los Angeles County. 
b Ooes not include case~.dismissed or trunsferred to other counties. 
clncludes probation and parole supervision. 
dlncludes Initial commitlllcnts, recolllmitmcnts, und turnbacks. 
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change 

1976-1977 

-6.4 

51.7 
-0..3 
-9.0 
21.3 
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Juvenile Pl'Obation Olseload (Table 21) 

Probation departments in California supervise juveniles on three levels or prol)ation (informal, 
non-ward, and formal) as provided by the Welfare and Institutions Code. On December 31, 1977, 
therc were 53,321 juveniles under active probation supervision in the state. Of this figure, 9,762 or 

18.3 percent were on inrormal probation (in lieu of filing a petition, a minor can be placed on 
informal supervision, not to exceed six months, as specified in Section 654 W&l): 2,246 or 
4.'2 percent wcre on non-ward probation (as specified in Section 725a W&J, the court can place the 
111inor on probation supervision for six months without making the minor a ward of the court): and 
the remaining 41,314 or 77.5 percen t were on rormal probation as wards of the juvenile court. 

The probation caseload in 1977 was down by 4.5 percent from 1976 and has decreased by 
11.1 percent since 1973. The decrease in caseload was the result of fewer juveniles being rererred to 
probation departments in 1977 because or both changes in the law and a continuation of the 
general downward trend in referrals since 1975. There were decreases in the numbers or juveniles 
under all three types of probation supervision from 1973 to 1977 and from 1976 to 1977. 

TABLE 21 

STATUS OF ACTIVE JUVENILE CASES ON DECEMBER 31, 1973-1977a 

Probation St3tus by Year , 

Percent change 

1973-
Type of probation 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1977 

Total b 59,997 63,599 57,963 55,859 53,322 -11.1 

Informal 11,861 13,825 11,616 10,481 9,762 -17.7 
Non-ward 2,847 2,901 2,788 2,540 2,246 -31.1 
Formal .. . . . . . 45,289 46,873 43,559 42,838 41,314 -8.8 

UData are based on individual reports submitted by 57 counties !lnd summary data submitted by Los Angeles ('ounty. 
bThose cases pending court action are not inclUded. 

Removals From Juvenile Probation (Table 11) 

1976-
1917 

-4.5 

-6.9 
-" 11.6 

--3.6 

The term "removal rrom praba tion," as used here, refers to any change in proba tion supervision 
status. It can refer to release or discharge from probation, escalation to a more formal level of 
supervision, remand to adult court, or commitment to the California Youth Authority. A juvenile 
may have more than one change in status while on probation caseload. 

There were 55,538 removals from probation caseloacls in 1977, up by only 0.4 percent from 1976. 
This slight increase in removals may have been the result of changes in the. law in t 977. All 
probationers who entered the system prior to 1977 as the result of a 601 W&I violation and were in 
a "secure" facility, such as a camp or ranch, had to be removed from that facility before January I, 
1977. Even though such removals should have been made in 1976, some transactions may not have 
been reported until 1977. 
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From 1976 to 1977, there were overall decreases in both removals from informal (2.8 percent) and 

non-ward (5.4 percent) probation. However, there was a 3.9 percent increase in removals from 

formal probation. 

TABLE 22 

REMOVALS FROM JUVENILE PROBATION, 1975-1977a 

Type of Removal by Y~ar 

Type of removal 1975 1976 1977 

Total 59,689 55,344 55,538 

Proba lion - in formal 25,907 22,592 21,951 

Terminated 22,311 19,468 18,806 

Peti tion filed 3,596 3,124 3,145 

Probation - non-ward 5,203 4,911 4,648 

Terminated 4,464 4,253 3,993 

To formal supervision 728 651 638 

... Othor 11 7 17 

Probation - formal 28,579 27,841 28,939 

Terminated 27,126 26,576 27,012 

Remanded to adult court 237 141 176 

Committed to Califoniia 
Youth Authority 1,216 1,124 1,751 

, 

Percen t change 

1976-1977 

0.4 

-2.8 
--3.4 

0.7 

-5.4 
-6.1 
-2.0 

-

3.9 
1.6 

24.3 

55.8 

a nata are based on individual reports submitted by 57 counties and summary datu submitted by Los Angeles County. 
Note: Percent changes from one given year to 1\ subsequent year are not calculated when the given base year number is less than 50. 

Juvenile Detention and Corrections 

One of the changes brought about by the new legislation in 1977 was the provision that both 

"secure" and "nonsecure" facilities had to be provided for the detention of.iuveniles. All juveniles 

detained under 601 W&I had to be held in "nonsecure" facilities. Counties had to make provisions 

for these changes beginning January 1, 1977. In some cases an entire camp, ranch, home, or school 

I' '1' d' t I" "" " act tty was re eSlgna ec as secure or nonsecure. 

The BCS data collection system has historically relied on a definition that all juvenile detention 

facilities are "secure." However, bec2:use of the changes in the law, BCS will collect data differently 

beginning in 1978. Once each year, in September, each juvenile detention facility in the state will 

complete a form on their one-day popUlation count, including the number of juveniles detained, the 

sex of those detained, and the type of facility ("secure" or "nonsecure"). 
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.ltlJlellile Halls (Table 23) 

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 

incli '/iclual coun ty probation departmen ts and provide for the short-term detention a I' juvenile 

offenders pending appearance before a probation officer or the court. [n some counties, juvenile 

halls are also used for post-court correctional custody. 

Year 

1973[\ 

1974a 

1975 
1976 
1977 

TABLE 23 

POPULATION MOVEMENT IN JUVENILE HALLS, 1973-1977 

Admissions and Departures by Year 

. 

Admissions 
Resident population 

on January I Total Boys Girls Departures 

3,255 148,354 106,300 42,054 147,627 

3,982 153,746 111,631 42,115 154,027 

3,701 139,423 102,388 37,035 139,841 

3,238b /31,585 97,665 33,920 131,851 
2,972 100,425 84,490 15,935 99,581 

Ulncludes dependents in those counties which reported dependents (300 W&I). 
bForty-live dependents who wcre included with the 1975 population count are not included in 1976. 

Resident population 
on Decem bel' 3 I 

3,982 
3,701 

3,283 
2,972 
3,816 

In 1977, a total of 100,425 juveniles were admitted to county juvenile halls in California, a decrease 

of 23.7 percent from the 131,585 admitted in 1976. Since 1973, juvenile hall admissions have 

decreased by about 32 percent. 

The resident juvenile hall population on December 31, 1977 was 3,816. This was an increase of 

28.4 percent over the 2,972 in custody on December 31, 1976, but a slight decrease (4.2 percen t) 

from the 3,982 in custody on December 31, 1973. 

[t is interesting to note that there was an increase in the resident juvenile hall population from 1976 

to 1977 even though total admissions to juvenile halls decreased. Again, this was probably the result 

of changes in the law. The population in "secure" halls is mad~ up of those juveniles entering the 

system for law violations rather than delinquent tendencies. These individuals tend to be 

iJ}carcerated for longer periods, either as juvenile hall placements or while awaiting further 

placement in a camp or ranL:h facility. This could account for the larger year-end population. 

Camps, Ral1ches, Homes, al1d Schools (Table 24) 

Coun ty-Ievel correctional facilities, such as camps, ranches, homes, and schools are lIsed for the 

treatment of juvenile offenders. These facilities are managed by the individual county probation 

departments, as are juvenile halls. They provide for detention and for treatment following court 

commitment. 
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During 1977, there were 11,913 commitments to camps, ranches, homes, and schools, a decrease of 

8.2 percent fr0111 1976. Commitments of boys declined 2.5 percent while commitments of girls 

dropped 45.7 percent during the one-year period. 

TABLE 24 

NEW COMMITMENTS TO CAMPS, RANCHES, HOMES, AND SCHOOLS, t 975-1977a 

Sex and Race by Year 

Percen t change 

Sex and race 1975 1976 1977 1976-1977 

Total 11,892 12,977 11,913 -8.2 

Sex 
Boys 9,968 11,257 10,979 -2.5 
Girls 1,924 1,720 934 -45.7 

Race 
White 6,730 6,939 5,867 -15.4 
Mexican-American 2,275 2,783 2,870 3.1 
Negro 2,477 2,838 2,810 -1.0 
Other 198 304 241 -20.7 
Unknown 212 113 125 10.6 

H Oata are based on individual reports submitted by 57 counties and summary data submitted by Los Angeles County. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE PERSONNEL 

As shown in Table 25, total criminal justice agency full-time personnel showed no appreciable 

changes in 1977. Total personnel was up slightly, 2.5 percent, from 1976 and increased 

13.7 percent during the four-year period from 1973 to 1977. 

Law enforcement personnel, which represented 66.7 percent of the total personnel in 1977, was up 

3.0 percent over 1976. Sheriffs' departments reported the largest gain, 5.2 percent, and police 

departments reported an increase of2.7 percent. In keeping with the downward trend that began in 

1974, California Highway Patrol personnel decreased from 7,012 in 1976 to 6,930 in 1977 

(1. 2 percen t). They have decreased a total of 8.4 percent or 635 personnel since 1973. There were 

also decreases in University of California police personnel from 1976 to 1977 (7.3 percent) and 

from 1973 to 1977 (10.9 percent). 

Prosecution personnel increased 10.2 percent from 1976 to 1977 and 53.7 percent since 1973. Prior 

to 1976, personnel assigned to "failure to provide" cases (family support personnel) were not fully 

reported. This may be one reason the "all other" category showed such a dramatic increase from 

1973 to 1977 (214.3 percent). Public defense personnel also increased from 1976 to 1977 

(6.1 percent) and from 1973 to 1977 (28.7 percent). 

There was a slight decrease in total court personnel from 1976 to 1977 (0.7 percent). While there 

were increases in both superior court personnel (4.5 percent) and municipal court personnel 

(5.6 percent), there was a noticeable decrease in justice court personnel (36.4 percent). There have 

been steady decreases in justice court personnel throughout the 1970's, with a 50.4 percent 

decrease from 1973 to 1977. Conversely, municipal courts showed steady annual increases during 

the period. The decreases in justice court personnel and corresponding increases in municipal court 

personnel were probably a result of the consolidation of justice courts into the municipal court 

system. 

Corrections agencies accounted for :23.3 percent of the total criminal justice agency personnel in 

1977. For the first time since 1973 corrections agencies showed a decrease in personnel, down 

1.0 percent from 1976. Although the California Youth Authority continued a steady growth 

pattern in overall personnel, they reported a noticeable decrease in correctional officers 

(8.6 percent) from 1976. The Department of Corrections showed decreases in both correctional 

officers (1.7 percent) and parole officers (5.0 percent). However, they registered an overall increase 

in personnel of 0.2 percen t from 1976 to 1977. There was also a decrease in probation department 

personnel (2.9 percent). This was the direct result of the 4.6 percent decrease in probation officers. 
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TABLE 2S 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCY AUTHORIZED FULL-TiME PERSONNEL, 1973-1977 

Percent chnnge 

1973-· 1976-
Agency 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1977 1977 

Total 86,933 90.661 94,720 96,450 98,842 13.7 2.5 

Law enforcement 59,697 62,020 64,177 64,060 65,971 10.5 3.0 

Police departments 33,477 34,811 36,246 36,030 37,011 10.6 2.7 

Sworn 25,979 26,597 27,047 26,976 27,286 5.0 1.1 
Civilian 7,498 8,214 9,199 9,054 9,725 29.7 7.4 

Sherirrs'departments 18,173 18,961 19,915 20.253 21,309 17.3 5.2 

Sworn 13,570 14,132 14,763 14,790 15,535 14.5 5.0 
Civilian 4,603 4,829 5,152 5,463 5,774 25.4 5.7 

I 

California Highway Patrol 7,565 7,484 7,243 7,012 6,930 8.4 1.2 

Sworn 5,695 5,555 5,398 5,203 5,130 9.9 ·104 
Civilian 1,870 1,929 1,845 1,809 1,800 3.7 0.5 

University of California Police 386 372 383 371 344 ··10.9 7.3 

Sworn 294 281 294 278 273 7.1 1.8 
Civilian 92 91 89 93 71 . ·22.8 23.7 

Bay Area Rapid Transit 96 98 88 92 96 0.0 4.3 

Sworn 80 82 70 74 78 2.5 SA 
Civilian 16 16 18 18 18 

California State Police 294 302 302 281 7.0 

Sworna ... 278 279 275 219 
Civiliana •.. 16 23 27 62 

Prosecution b 4,416 4,329 4,852 6,159 6,786 53.7 10.2 

Attorneys 1,488 1,671 1,728 1,824 2,014 35.3 lOA 
Investigators 726 655 709 975 967 33.2 ·0.8 
Clerical 1,873 1,649 1,880 2,558 2,771 47.9 8.3 
All other 329 354 535 802 1,034 214.3 28.9 

Public defense 1,385 1,559 1,574 1,679 1,782 28.7 6.1 

Attorneys 883 978 998 1,066 1,107 25.4 3.8 
Investigators 158 171 180 199 214 35.4 7.5 
Clerical 321 362 358 381 405 26.2 (1.3 
All other 23 48 38 33 56 
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TABLE 2S - Continued 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCY AUTHORIZED FULL-TIME PERSONNEL, 1973-] 977 

Percent change 

1973- 1976-
Agency 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1977 1977 

Courts 1,213 1,215 1,266 1,278 1,269 4.6 .. 0.7 

Superior 573 573 601 619 647 12.9 4.5 

Judgeship 477 478 503 521 542 13.6 4.0 
Auxiliaryc 96 95 98 98 105 9.4 7.1 

Municipal 414 428 458 483 510 23.2 5.6 

Judgeship 376 384 406 426 447 18.9 4.9 
Auxiliaryc 38 44 52 57 63 ... 10.5 

Justice .. Judgeship 226 214 207 176 112 ··50.4 36.4 

Corrections 20,222 21,538 22,851 23,274 23,034 13.9 ~ 1.0 

Probation departments 9,172 9,826 10,479 10.950 10,631 15.9 -2.9 

Probation officers 6,356 6,598 7,455 8,045 7,678 20.8 -4.6 
All other 2,816 3,228 3,024 2,905 2,953 4.9 1.7 

Department of Corrections 7,387 7,960 8,360 8,285 8,302 12.4 0.2 

Correctional officers 3,558 4,134 4,221 4,134 4,063 14.2 ~ 1.7 
Parole officers 647 576 613 606 576 ··11.0 -5.0 
Guidance and counseling 328 382 433 421 434 32.3 3.1 
All other . 2,854 2,868 3,093 3,124 3,229 13.1 3.4 

Calirornia Youth Authority 3,663 3,752 4,012 4,039 4,101 12.0 1.5 

Correctional officers . 430 471 662 640 585 36.0 ·8.6 
Parole officers 438 431 452 478 478 9.1 0.0 
Guidance and counseling 960 954 995 1,047 1,077 12.2 2.9 
All other 1,835 1,896 1,903 1,874 1,961 G.9 4.6 

apercent changes were not calculated becausc security officcrs whiCh had been included in sworn, prior to 1977, are now included in the 
civiliu n ca tegory. 

bprior to 1976, family support personncl were not fully reported. The percent change in family support from 1975 to 1976 was 2.6 
percent. 

c ln order to pcrmit mcaningful comparisons of workload, full-time court commission~rs and referees employed by courts were included 
as allxiliar>' jUdicial positions. This trcatment assumes that these court orficers wcre available to handle matters which would havc other
wise required the full-timc effort of an equivalcnt numbcr or judges. 

Notes: One day count of personncl taken J unc 30 with thc exception of policc dcpartments, sheriffs' departmcnts, California HighWay 
Patrol, and University or California police which Iwrc taken October 31, ancl probation personnel counts which were taken 
Septcmber t for 1976 and November t for t 977. 
Dash indicates either that datu are unavailable or percents havc not been calculated bccause the busc nlllllllcr is Icss than 50. 
As a result of additional information, thc 1976 personncl datu have becn revised. 

SourCl1S: State of California Governor's Budgct. 
Annual Rcport of the Administrative Orfice of the California Courts, California Judicial 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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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURES 

As shown in Table 26, total criminal justice agency expenditures exceeded $2.5 billion during Fiscal 

Year 1976-1977. This was a 12.3 percent increase over Fiscal Year 1975-1976 expenditures and a 

61.0 percent increase since Fiscal Year 1972-1973. These data do not include monies derived from 

federal and state gran ts, or expended for build ing construction. 

Law enforcement agencies, which have reported over one-half of the total criminal justice agency 

expenditures since Fiscal Year 1972-1973, accounted for about 55 percent of the total 

expenditures during Fiscal Year 1976-1977. From Fiscal Year 1975-1976 to Fiscal Year 

1976-1977, total law enforcement agency expenditures increased 10.4 percent or about 

$135.5 million. Sheriffs' departments registered the largest increase during the one-year period, 

12.9 percent. 

Corrections agencies accounted for approximately 2S percent of the total criminal justice 

expenditures during Fiscal Year 1976-1977. Probation departments reported the largest 

cxpcnditures of the corrections agencies, accounting for $256.0 million of the $730.S million total 

(35.0 percent). However, the Department of Corrections registered the largest annual increase, up 

12.S percen t over Fiscal Year 1975 -1976. Total corrections agencies' expendi tures increased 

9.5 percent from Fiscal Year 1975-1976 to Fiscal Year 1976-1977. 

The largest annual increases in expenditures during Fiscal Year 1976-1977 were reported for 

prosecution agencies (37.9 percent) and public defense (2S.0 percent). Together, these agencies 

accounted for nearly 7 percent of the total criminal justice agency expenditures during the year. 

Justice courts were the only agencies to show decreases in expenditures during both Fiscal Year 

1976-1977 (IS.5 percent) and the four-year period following Fiscal Year 1972--1973 

(2.3 percent). The decreases in justice court expenditures can be attributed to the consolidation of 

justice courts into the municipal court system. Total court expenditures increased IS.4 percent 

from Fiscal Year 1975-1976 to Fiscal Year 1976-1977 and 62.2 percent since Fiscal Year 

1972-1973. 

The only other decrease reported from Fiscal Year 1975-1976 to Fiscal Year 1976·~·1977 was in 

law library expenditures (16.1 percent). There were increases in all other court-related expcnditures. 

Total court-related expenditures increascd 16.5 percent during the year. 
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Total 

Law enforcement 

California llighway 
Patrol 

Police departlllents 
Sheriffs'departments 
California State Police 

Prosecution b 

Public defense 

Courts 

Superior 
Municipal 
Justice 

Court related 

Consta blcs an d 
Illarshals 

Court rcportcrs and 
transcripts 

County clcrks 
Grand jurics 
Law librarics 
All othcrc . 

Corrcctions 

Jails and rchabilitation 
Probation dcpartmcnts 
Dcpartmcnt or 

Corrcctions 
California Youth 

Authority 

TABLE 26 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCY EXPENDITURES, 

FISCAL YEARS 1972-1973 THROUGH 1976-1977a 

Data Shown in Thousands of Dollars 

1972- 1973- 1974- 1975- 1976-
1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

$1,612,167 $1,H29,882 $2,112,394 $2,312,904 $2,596,472 

90H,064 1,023,344 1,168,356 1,29H,349 1,433,862 

138,706 153,377 170,881 186,423 20 I ,443 
534,373 602,521 699,830 775,264 852,245 
231,089 262,881 291,839 330,765 373,565 

3,H96 4,566 5,806 5,H97 6,6\0 

58,073 67,162 76,426 93,364 128,716 

25,238 29,555 34,528 37,018 47,387 

109,165 124,562 146,843 149,532 177,068 

43,224 49,973 59,438 57)04 69,955 
57,2H3 65,108 76,996 81,856 98,657 

8,659 9,481 10,409 10,372 8,456 

51,163 55,936 63,764 67,540 78,683 

18,661 20,792 ')""'1 ,." 
_ ... ), .. 1 ....... 21,481 27,159 

892 882 898 931 1,073 
24,755 27,266 31,736 35,938 39,734 

1,398 1,593 1.774 \,969 2,016 
108 110 116 199 167 

5,349 5,294 5,918 7,022 8,535 

460,664 529,324 622,477 (J67,102 730,754 

82,601 92,393 102,766 100,644 109,298 
156,043 1 H2,719 221,161 237,292 256,019 

140,014 167,148 198,773 21 H,703 246,764 

82,007 87,065 99,777 110,464 118,674 

Percent change 

1973- 1976-
1977 1977 

61.0 12.3 

57.9 lOA 

45.2 8.1 
59.5 9.9 
61.7 12.9 
69.7 12.1 

121.6 37.9 

87.8 28.0 

62.2 1804 

61.8 22.1 
72.2 20.5 
--2.3 -18.5 

53.8 16.5 

45.5 2604 

20.3 15.3 
60.5 10.6 
44.2 2.4 
54.6 16.1 
5tJ.6 21.5 

58.6 9.5 

~ ') ~ 
,)-.. ) 8.6 
64.1 7.9 

76.2 12.8 

44.7 7.4 

aExpcnditures include salaries and employee henel'its, services, and supplies. Monies spent for huildin[l construction or derived from 
federal and state [lrants arc not included. 

h prior to Fiscal Year 1975--1976, family support expenditures were not fully reportcd. For example, Fiscal Year 1974-1975 expellll
itures excluded $871,922 (1.1 percent of tlte total Prosecution expenditures). 

c Incl udes costs for Juvenile J usticc Commission, Delinl( uen cy i'revcn t ion Comm ission, jurors and in terpre ters, exam ina t ion or lite insane, 
juvcnile court rel'erees, Jury Commissioners, and olher court-related expenses. 

Notes: Expenditures mal' not halance due 10 roundin[l. 
As a result of additional information, tlte 1976 expenditure data Itave heen reviseu. 

Sources: State of California (;ovcrnor's Iluuget. 
Annual Report of Financial Transactions Concernin[l Cities Hnd Counties in California, State Controller's Office. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE GLOSSARyl 

ABSCOND: to leave the jud icialj urisd iction withou t consen t. 

ACQUITTAL: a judgment of a court, based either on the verdict of a jury or a judicial officer, that 
the defendant is not guilty of the offense(s) for which he has been tried. 

ADULT: a person 18 years of age or oleler at the time of committing a crime. 

APPEAL: a petition initiated by a defendant for a rehearing in an appellate cOllrt of a previous 
sentence or motion. 

ARREST: " ... taking a person into custody, in d case and in the manner authorized by law. An arrest 
may be made by a peace officer or by a private persall." (P.C. 834) 

CALIFORNIA RhriABILITA TION CE'NTER (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 fa.:ility is by civil 
procedure only. 

CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY (CYA): the state agency which has jurisdiction over and 
maintains institutions as correctional schools for the t'eception of wards of the juvenile court 
and other persons committed from justice, municipal, and superior courts. 

('AMPS, RANCHES, HOMES, AND SCHOOLS: cOlin ty-level.iuvenile correctional facilities used for 
post-court treatment of juvenile offenders. These facilities are maintained by the various 
co un ty probn tion departmen ts. 

CHARGE: a formal allegation that a specific person has committed a specific offense. 

CIVIL COMMITMENT: type of commitment in which criminal proceedings are suspended while a 
defendant undergoes treatment at the California Rehabilitation Center (eRC) 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. 

CLOSED AT INTAKE: case is closed by the probation department at the time the juvenile is 
referred, following an investigation of the juvenile's circllmstances and nature of the alleged 
offense. No further action is taken. 

COMPLAINT: a verified written accusation, filed with a local criminal court, which charges one or 
more persons with the commission of one or more offenses. 

I Th\! following glossary terms lire intended for this specific publication. 
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CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE: a drug, substance, or immediate precursor which is included in 

Schedules 1 through V inclusive, as set forth in Health and Safety Code Sections 11054 

through 11057. These would include heroin, marijuana, amphetamines, barbiturates, and 

psychedelics. 

CONVICTION: a judgment, based either on the verdict of a jury or a judicial officer or on the 

guilty plea of the defendant, that the defendant is guilty of the offense(s) for which he was 

tried. 

CORRECTIONS: see Department of Corrections. 

COURT: an agency of the judicial branch of govc!rnment, authorized or established by statute or 

constitution, and consisting of one or more judicial officers, which has the authority to 

decide upon controversies in law and disputed matters of fact brought before it. 

CRC: see California Rehabilitation Center. 

CRUdE: " ... an act committed or omitted in violation of law forbidding or commanding it ... " 

(P.C. 15) 

CRIMINAL COMMITMENT: type of commitment which results when a defendant is sentenced to 

prison or the California Youth Authority. 

CYA: see California Youth Authority. 

DEFENDANT: a person against whom a criminal proceeding is pending. 

DELINQUENT ACTS: those acts described under Welfare ancllnstitutions 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 Welfare 

and Institutions Code Section 601. 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS: a state agency which has jurisdiction over Ihe California 

Rehabilitation Center and the California prison system. 

DISMISSAL: a decision by a judicial orricer to terminate a case without a dekrmination or guilt or 
innocence. 
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DISPOSITION - COURT: an action taken as the result of an appearance in court by a defendant. 

Examples would be: adults -- dismissed, acquitted, or convicted ancl sentcnced;juvcniles -

dismissed, transferred, remanded to adult COLll't, placed on probation, or sentenced to the 
California Youth Authority. 

DISPOSITION - POLICE: an action taken as the result of an arrest. The police disposition incluelcs 
the action taken by a prosecutor anel accounts for a defendant's entry into lower or superior 
court or the juvenile justice system. Examples of a police disposition are: adults ~ .. released 

by law enforcement, referred to another jurisdiction, or misdemeanor or felony complaint 

filed; juveniles - handied within department, referred to another agency, or referred to the 
probi.ltion clepartment or juvenile court. (Uniform Crime Reports) 

DISPOSITION - PROSECUTOR: an action taken as the result of complaints which were requcsted 

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 

justice, victim declines to prosecute, witnesses unavailable, illegal search and seizure, 
combined with other counts, etc. 

DR UGS: sec Con trolled S LI bstance. 

EXISTING CRIMINAL STA TUS: type of correctional supervision at the time of t!1e arrest which 

led to the disposition of the defendant in superior court. Categories include: 

NONE: not under commitment. 

PROBA TION: at liberty in the community subject to meeting certain conditions and 
requirements 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. 

FELONY: " ... a crime pllnishable with death or by imprisonment in the state prison ... " (P.C. 17) 

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. 
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GUILTY PLEA: a defendant's formal answer in open court to the charge(s) in n complaint, 

indictmcnt, or information, stating that the charge(s) is tl'LI~~ and that he has committed the 

offensc(s) as charged. 

INI71AL PE71710N: a petition filed in juvenile court ror a minor who is currently not under active 

probation supervision or on parole from CYA alleging that the minor has committed a 

delinqucnt act. 

INITIAL REFERRAL: a juvenile who is not actively being supervised 01' on CYA parole is brought 
to the attcntion of the probation department for alleged behavior undel' Well'are and 

institutions Code Sections 60 I or 602. 

INTAKE DETERJllINA 710N: the probation department disposition of an initial referral: these arc 
usually "closed or transferred," "informal probation." or "petition riled." 

JAIL: a cOllnty or city facility for incarceration of sentenced and unsentenced persons. 

JUVENILE: a person under the age of 18 at the time of committing a crime. 

JUVENILE COURT: the court responsible for adjudicating juvenile offenders. 

JUVENILE HALL: a county·operated facility used for temporary detention of juvenile offenders 

pending their court appearance, and in some instances, f'or short-term (up to 180 days) 
post-adjudication rehabilitative purposes. 

LOWER COURT: municipal and justice court. 

MDSO -- MENTALL Y DISORDERED SEX OFFENDER: "".any person who, by reason of' mental 
defect. disease, or disorder, is predisposed to the commission of sexual ofrenses to sllch a 
degree that he is dangerous to the health and safety of others." (Welfare and Institutions 
Code Section (300) 

MISDEMEANOR: a crime punishable by imprisonment in the county jail, by a fine, or by both. 

Under certain condWons denned by Section 17 of the Penal Code, a felony crime can be 
treated as a misdemeanor. 

MUNICIPAL OR JUS71CE COURT: the court of original or trial jurisdiction for the prosecu lion of' 

persons accused of misdemeanor or certain felopy off'enses. Also, municipal and justice 

courts conduct probable cause preliminary hearings for those felonies which arc subject to 
jurisdiction of' superior courts . the f'clony trial court. 
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OFFENDI'..'R·BASED TRANSACTION STA 71S71CS (OBTS): a system designed to collect 

statistical information on the various processes within thc criminal justice system that OCClll' 

bctwcen point of arrest lind point of final disposition. 

OFFENSE: charged offcnse is the offense for which thc defcndant was arrestcd or riled on by the 

district attorney. Convicted offense is the offense for which the defcndant was convicted of 

or plcd guilty to in court. Sustaincd offense IS the offense for which the juvenile court 
sustains a petition. 

PAROLE: the supervision in the community nner early release from a county jail or a state 
institution. 

PE7171 ON: the formal presen ta tion to the j uven ile comt 0 l' in forma tion slII'round ing the alleged 

offense by a juvenile: similar to a ci'iminal complaint for an adult. 

PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD (OBTS SYSTEJItJ): the criminal record prior to the arrest which lecl 
to the disposition of the defendant in superior court. Categories include: 

NONE: no arrests. 

MISCELLANE'OUS: any number of arrests or convictions with a sentence(s) of less than 
state prison. 

PRISON.' any number of state prison commitments. 

PRISON: a state correctional facility where persons are confined f'ollowing conviction of a felony 

offense. 

PROBA nON: a judicial requirement that a person f'ulfill certain conditions of behavior in lieu of a 

sentence to conf'inement but sometimes including ajnil sentence. 

PROBA nON WITH .fAn: a type of disposition rendered upon conviction which imposes a jail 

term as a condition of' probation status. 

PROBA TION -- FORMAL: a probation grant in which the "l1inor is declared a ward of the juvenile 
court and placed on f'ormul probation f'or an indeterminate amount of' time. 

PROBA nON -- INFORMAL: supervision of a minor, iii 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 1'01' under Welfare and 
In5ti ttl lions Code Section 6S4. 
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PROBA TlON - 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. 

PROSECUTOR: an attorney employed by n 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. 

PUNISHMENT: minimum sentence for a felony conviction is six months in state prison, maximum 

is dea tho Misdemeanor convictions are pun ishable by imprison men t in the coun ty jn iI for 

one day to one year, or by a fine, or both. 

REMAND TO ADULT COURT: juvenile is referred to adult court because he is unfit for juvenile 

court under provisions of Welfare and Institutions Code Section 707. 

REiv/OVAL: a case removed from the active caseload and no longer under the supervision of the 

probation department, or a case not removed but escalated to a more advanced level of 

supervision. 

REVOCA TION: c:mcellation or suspension of parole or probation. 

REVOKE: withdraw, repeal, or cancel probation or parole for an adult. 

SECONDARY GRANT: a second grant of probation in the saIne court while still on probation for 

the initial grant, (e.g., h probation grant in superior court followed by a subsequent superior 

court grant). 

SENTENCE: the penalty imposed by a court upon a convicted person. 

STA TE INSTITUTION: a facility for housing defendants that are under the jurisdiction of the state 

correctional or treatment programs. 

STRAIGHT PROBA TION: probation granted to adults with no condition or stipulation that the 

defendant serve time in jail as a condition or probation. 

SUBSEQUENT DISPOSITION: a judicial decision or s('n tcnce given at the time of a court return. 

SUBSEQUENT GRANT: see Secondary Grant. 

SUBSEQUENT PETITION: a petition l11ed on behalf of a juvenile who is already under the 
jurisdiction of the juven i1e court. 

50 

SUMMAR Y SYSTEM: a method of collecting data based on gross counts as differentiated from one 

. which collects data on an individual incident basis. 

SUPERIOR COURT: court of original or trial jurisdiction for felony cases ancl all juvenile hearings. 

Also, the first court of appeals for municipal orjustice court cases. 

TERMINA TED: completes specified term of probation. 

TRANSFER: a disposition which transfers the juvenile to another agency within the coun ty such as 

the welfare department, the health department, the legal aid society, etc., or a referral to 

any agency outside the county including other county probation departments. 

TRIAL: a determination of guilt or innocence by a trier of fact. There are three types of trials: 

COURT: the decision is rendered by the judge. 

JUR Y: the decision is rendered by a panel of the defendant's peers. 

TRANSCRIPT: the decision is rendered by the court on a basis of the testimony contained 

in the transcript of the preliminary hearing held in lower court. 

VIOLA nON: breach or infringement of the terms or conditions of probation. 

YA - YOUTH AUTHORITY: see California Youth Authority. 
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Homicide -

Forcible Rape -

RobbelY -

Assault -

Kidnapping -

Burglmy -

Theft -

Motor Vehicle Theft _ 

OFFENSE DEFINITIONS 

FELONY ARREST LEVELa 

187, 187/12022.5, 189, 192 (except vehicular 

manslaughter), 192.1, 192.2, 399 

220/261,261,261/12022.5,261(1),261(2),261(3), 

261 (4), 261 (5), 264.1, 664/261, 664/261 /120~2.5 

211, 211/12022.5, 211a, 213, 214, 220/211, 

664/211, 664/211/12022.5 

69, 71, 148.1(a), 148.l(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, 245a, 245b, 246, 247, 273a(I), 273d, 

347, 375.4, 401, 405a, 588ab, 664/187, 4J31.5, 

4500,4501,4501.5, J2303, 12303.J(a), 12303.1(b), 

12303.2, 12303.3, 12303.6, 12304, 12305 HS, 

12308,12309,12310,12312, 23110b ve 

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 Ee, 220/487, 

334(a)b, 424, 474, 481, 484(a), 484(b), 484b b, 484c, 

485, 487, 487a(a), 487a(b), 487.1, 487.2, 487.3, 

495, 496b, 496a, 497, 499d, 502.7r, 503, 504a, 506, 

508, 529, 529.3, 530, 532, 538, 543, 556 Ie, 

664/487,666,667, 1733 Ie, 3020(b) ee, 4463 ve, 
10238.3 BP, 10238.6 BP, 10855 ve, 11010 BP, 

11019 BP, 11022 BP, 11023 BP, 11483(2) WI, 14014 

wrb, 14107 we, 14403 Ee, 17410 WI, 17551 Ae, 
18848 Ae, 18910 WI, 25110 ee, 25540 ee, 25541 

ee, 27443 Ge, 31 110 ee, 31410 ee 

487.3,664/487.3,664/10851 ve, 10851 ve 
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FELONY ARREST LEVEL - Continued 

Forgery, Checks, Credit Cards -

Other Sex Law Violatiolls 

Lewd and LasciJlioLls -

All Other-

Drug Law Violatiolls 

Marijuana -

All Other-

Weapons -

Dl'lInk-Drivillg -

Hit-alld-Run -

Escape -

Bookmakillg -

470, 472,475, 475a, 476, 476a(a), 476a(b)b, 477, 

479, 480, 484e(4), 484f(1), 484f(2), 484g, 484h(a), 

484h(b), 484i(b), 664/470 

288 

220/286, 261.5, 265, 266, 266b, 266f, 266g, 266h, 

266i, 267, 268, 285, 286(a), 286(b), 286(c), 286(d), 

286(e), 288a, 288a(b), 288a(c), 288a(c1), 288a(e), 

311.2(a)b, 314.1 b, 314.2b , 647ab, 664/286 

11354 HS, 11357a HS, 11358 HS, 11359 HS, 
11360(a)HS, 11361 HS 

4234 BP, 4390 BP, 11154 HS, 11155 HS, 11156 HS, 

11162 HS, 11173 HS, 11174HS, 11350HS, 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, 

11380HS, 11382HS, 11383HS,23101 vee, 23106 

VC 

171(c), 626.9,4502,12020,12021, 12025 b, 12090, 

12220,12403.7,12420,12520,12560 

23101 Vee 

20001 ve 

107, 109, 110, 1257 WI, 2042, 3002 WI, 4011.7b, 

4530a, 4530b, 4530c, 4532a, 4532b, 4533, 4534, 

4535,4550.1,4550.2,6330 WI 

337a 
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FELONY ARREST LEVEL - Continued 

Arson -

All Otlter Felony Offenses 

apcnal Code Scctions unless indicated as follows: 

447a, 448a, 449a, 449b, 449c, 450a, 451a, 452a, 

452b,454,548 

AC - Agricultural Code; HI' - Business and Professions Code; CC - Corporations Codc; EC - Elections Codc; GC - Governmcnt 
Code; HS - Health and Safety Codc; IC - Insurance Code; VC - Vehicle Code; WI - Welfare and Institutions Code. All other 
felony offenses also include code sections in the Financial Code and Revenue and Taxation Code. 

bCodc section can also be shown as a misdemeanor. 
cCodc section can be shown as a drug law violation or as felony drunk-driving. 
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Assault and Battery -

Petty Theft-

Checks and Credit Cards -

Drug Law Violations -

Indecent Exposure -

Annoying Children -

Obscene Matter-

Le wd Conduct -

Prostitution -

Drunk -

Disorderly Conduct -

Disturbing the Peace -

Drunk-Driving -

Hit-and-Rull -

Traffic-Custody -

OFFENSE DEFINITIONS 

MISDEMEANOR ARREST LEVELa 

148, 148.4(1), 240, 242, 273a(2), 375(1), 375(2), 

417, 12101(a)(2) HS, 12304b 

484bb,487c,488 

476a(b)b, 484e(l), 484e(2), 484e(3), 484i(a) 

647(f)C, 4143 BP, 4227 BP, 4227(a) BP, 4227(b) BP, 

4227(c) BP, 4227(d) 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 

647ab 

311. 2(a)b , 311.4, 311.5, 31l.6, 311. 7, 313.1 

647(a), 647(d), 647(h), 653g 

315, 316, 647(b) 

647b, 647(c), 647(e), 647(g), 647(i) 

302, 403, 404, 404.6, 406, 407, 409, 415, 416, 

626.8, 653m 9051 GC 

23102a VC 

20002 VC 

23103 VC, 23104 VC, 40508 ve, traffic 

nonmoving-lower court, traffic moving-lower court, 

all other traffic 
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MISDEMEANOR ARREST LEVEL - Cont;r.ued 

Gambling -

Nonsupport -

Weapolls -

Gille Sniffing -

Maliciolls Miscllief -

Liquor Law Violations -

All Other Misdemeanor Offenses 

apenal Code Sections unless indicated as follows: 

318,321,330 

270b , 270a, 270c 

b . 467, 626.10, 653k, 12025 , 12031, 12072, 12093, 

12094, 12582 

381, 647(f)c 

587a, 594(c), 603, 604, 606b , 622, 625b, 10750(a) 

ve, 10852 ve, 10853 ve, 10854 ve, 2311 Oa ve 

11200,23121 ve, 23122 ve, 23123 ve, 23300BP, 

23301 BP, 25604 BP, 25617 BP, 25631 BP, 25632 

BP, 25658 BP, 25661 BP, 25662 BP, 25665 BP 

DP - Dusiness and Professions Code: GC - Government Code; HS ••. Health and Safl~ty Code; VC - Vehicle Code. All other 
misdemeanor offenses also include: Agricultural Code; California Administrative Code; City or County Ordinance; Education 
Code: E1eGticn~ Code: Fish and Game Code; Harbors and Navigation Code: Labor Code: Public Utility Code: Revenue and Taxation 
Code: Welfare and Institutions Code. 

bCode section can also be shown as a felony (e.g., with prior). 
cThis code may include those found in any public place under the influence of intoxicating liquor, or any drug, toluene, any 

substance defined as a poison in Schedule D of Section 4160 DP, or any combination of the above. 
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TABLE A-I 
ADULTS COMMITTED TO THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, 

1973, 1976, AND t 977 

Type of Commitment by Year 

1973 1976 1977 

Type of commitment Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total 8,327 100.0 10,356 100.0 10,299 100.0 
Newly received from court 7,123 85.5 8,870 85.7 8,923 86.6 
Parolees/outpatients returned with new 

commitment . 1,204 14.5 1,486 14.3 1,376 13.4 

Prison ll 
• . 6,102 73.3 8,165 78.8 8,801 85.5 

Newly received from COLI rt • t • .' 5,147 61.8 6,910 66.7 7,558 73.4 
Parolees returned with new commitment 95$ 11.5 1,255 12.1 1,243 12. t 

Culifornia Reha hili ta tion Centerb . 2,225 26.7 2,191 21.2 1,498 14.$ 
Newly received fro111 court 1,976 23.7 1,960 18.9 1,365 13.3 
Outpatients returned with new commitment 249 3.0 231 2.2 133 1.3 

alnclud~s felons newly received from court and returned from pnrole with new felony comlllitment. 
blncludcs civil narcotic addicts newly received from court with felony charge and returned from outpatient status with new felony 

charge. 

Notes: Unit of count is persons rccdved by Ill<' C;llifornia Department of Corrections. 
Percents nwy not add to the total due to rounding. 

Source: California Department of Corrections, Mllnagcl11cnt Infornwtinn Section, Policy and Planning Division. 
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TABLE A-2 

ADULTS COMl\UTTED TO THE CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY, t 973, t 976, AND t 977 

Type of Commitment by Year 

1973 1976 1977 

Type of commitment Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Tolal . . . .. . . 1,689 100.0 2,189 100.0 1,974 100.0 

Newly received from cour(a .. 1,294 76.6 1,805 82.5 1,613 81. 7 
Parolees returned with new cOl11l11itment b 395 23.4 384 17.5 361 18.3 

alncludes first commitments of adults from criminal court. 
blncludes commitments of adults from criminal court who had previous Youth Authority commitments and who may have been under 

Youth Authority jurisdiction at the time of the new commitment. 
Note: Ullit of count is persons coming under Youth Authority jurisdiction from criminal court. 
Source: California Youth Authority, Information SYstems Section. 

677703-552 0.78 3,500 LOA 
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