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roouction

The grimary purposes of this Bureau of Criminal
Statistics {BCS) publication are: (1) to provide an
overview of the processing of juvenile delinguency
cases through the California juvenile justice system;
(2) to provide information to aid administrators,
planners, and researchers in the administration of
juvenile justice; and (3) to maintain baseline data
for further studies of the system,

California’s juvenile justice process involves the
combined efforts of law enforcement agencies,
probation departments, district attorneys’ offices,
the juvenile court, and county and state correc-
tional facilities. Law enforcement agencies are
responsible for investigating and apprehending,
the district attorney for prosecuting if deemed
appropriate, and the court for adjudicating and
determining the type of disposition. The probation
department files petitions on status offenders and
manages local rehabilitation and correctional
programs, i.e., probation supervision, correctional
camps, and schools. In some situations, delinquents
are committed to state correctional facilities
(California Youth Authority).

This publication contains information on juvenile
arrests and referral cases processed in 1982.
““Fallout Charts’” and other graphic displays are
used extensively to present information on the
disposition patterns of referral cases and the
characteristics of the offender. Data in.the
“Fallout Charts’’ always add to 100.0 percent.
Data in the remaining charts and tables may not
add to 100.0 percent due to rounding.

On January 1, 1980, BCS instituted a new system
for the reporting of juvenile data. The new system
has been simplified but still retains essential data
elements formerly reported, It has been enhanced
to capture important information that the former
system did not include. At present, 54 counties
are reporting on the new system and 4 counties
(Alameda, Los Angeles, San Diego, and Santa
Clara) still report under the prior system. Because
the prior system does not contain re-referral data,

the section in this publication entitled *’Re-Referral
Dispositions” presents information from only
the 54 counties reporting under the new system.
The other sections of the publication contain data
from all 58 counties.

The body of this publication has five parts:

1. Juvenile Arrest Dispositions contains informa-
tion on the disposition of juvenile arrests by law
enforcement agencies and the characteristics of
arrests and arrestees.

2. Referrals

New Referral Dispositions contains information
on the disposition and characteristics of new
referral cases.

Re-Referral Dispositions contains information
on the disposition of juveniles who were being
supervised at the time of referral and the
characteristics of re-referral cases.

3. Incarcerations contains information on juveniles
who were committed to the California Youth
Authority in 1982 and information on juveniles
who were in county detention facilities on
September 23, 1982,

4. Caseload contains information on the number of
cases and type of supervision being exercised by
probation departments on December 31, 1982,

5. Trends contains information on the proportions
of cases processed through the various stages of
the juvenile justice system during the period
1973-1982.

Ve O 7 (L ? will alert the reader
to featured analyses or i*ems of special interest.

6 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM



Highliglhts

Arrest Dispositions

During 1982, California taw enforcement agencies
reported 247,402 juvenile arrests to BCS. These
arrests were disposed of as follows:

o 34.5 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

1.1 percent were turned over to other agencies.

2 64.4 percent were referred to probation
departments for further processing.

New Referral Dispositions

During 1982, California probation departments
reported 126,181 new referral cases to BCS. These
new referrals were disposed of as follows:

B 61.6 percent were not retained in the system:
53.6 were closed at intake and 8.0 were
dismissed in juvenile court.

B 37.8 percent were placed on some form of
probation supervision: informal (12.2),
non-ward (1.9), or formal (23.7).

o .6 percent were either remanded to adult court
{.2) or committed to CYA (.4).

Re-Referral Dispositions

During 1982, California probation departments in
B4 counties reported 26,364 re-referrals of cases on
active probation supervision status. These
re-referrals were disposed of as follows:

34.1 percent of the re-referrals were either
closed at intake (23.7) or dismissed in court
(10.4).

@ 61.7 percent were placed under probation
supervision: informal (.8), non-ward (.9), or
formal (60.0).

a8 4.2 percent were either remanded to adult court
(.4) or committed to CYA (3.8).

Incarcerations

There were 2,231 first commitments to CYA from
juvenile court in 1982, There were 7,508 juveniles
under commitment in county detention facilities
on September 23, 1982,

Caseload

There were 60,612 juvenile cases under supervision
by probation departments on December 31, 1982.
Their probation status was as follows:

& 12.3 percent were on informal supervision status.
a. 1.8 percent were on non-ward supervision status.

o 85.9 percent were on farmal supervision status.

Trends

Rates for juvenile arrests and new referrals during
the period 1973—1982 have shown a steady
decline since the peak in 1974.

Rates for petitions filed on new referrals have
remained relatively stable over the same ten-year
period with some increases noted in 1974 and
1977.

Rates for wardship declarations have also been
relatively stable for the ten-year period with an
increasing trend noted in 1978.

HIGHLIGHTS



Address to: Dennis Johns, Research Analyst
Bureau of Criminal Statistics
P. 0. Box 13427
Sacramento, CA 95813
Phone: {916) 739-5574

This publication is prepared for the use of individuals and agencies with an interest in the Administration of Juvenile
Justice,

it is hoped that the content of this publication will serve the needs of those persons concerned with this area of the
justice systern, In an effort to better meet those needs, your remarks are invited.

Should you have any suggestions or comments, whether they be on the manner of presentation or they be to request
additional sets of data, please identify on the space provided below.

NAME

AGENCY

ADDRESS




Arrests

This section contains information on 247,402
juvenile arrests reported by law enforcement
agencies in 1982.

The first part of the section contains information
on the characteristics of juvenile arrests. The
second part presents information on the disposition
of those arrests.

ARRESTS 9

Preceding page blank



Juvenile Arrests by Level of Offense

u Slightly more than 1 out of 3 arrests were for
felony offenses.

o Slightly less than 6 out of 10 arrests were for
misdemeanor offenses. :

m Slightly less than 1 out of 10 arrests were for
status offenses.

In 1977, legislation was implemented in California
to deinstitutionalize treatment of status offenders.
This resulted in a dramatic reduction in status
offense arrests and petitions. In 1982, status
offenses accounted for only 10 percent of arrests.

10 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM



Chart 1

JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
Level of Offense
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Arrests ——

CHARACTERISTICS OF JUVENILE ARRESTS BY
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, 1982

Sex of Arrestees by Level of Offense

B8 Males accounted for slightly less than 8 out of
10 arrests (79.5 percent).

2 Males accounted for slightly less than 9 out of
10 arrests for felony offenses (89.1 percent}.

o Males accounted for slightly less than 8 out of
10 arrests for misdemeanor offenses (77.7
percent).

o Males accounted for slightly less than 6 out of
10 arrests for status offenses (56.4 percent).

Male arrestees dominate all arrest categories and
their majority increases with the level of seriousness
of offense. Females constitute a large proportion
of status offense arrestees (43.6 percent).

12 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM



Chart 2
JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982

Sex of Arrestees by Level of Offense

Percent 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
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CHARACTERISTICS OF JUVENILE ARRESTS BY

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, 1982

Sex of Arrestees by Specific Arrest Offense

Of 8 specific felony offenses:

o Males accounted for more than 8 out of 10
arrests for each of the offenses shown (from
80.8 to 98.8 percent).

2 Females accounted for nearly 2 out of 10 arrests

for drug law violations {19.2 percent).

Of 7 specific misdemeanor offenses:

B Males accounted for a considerably greater
proportion of the offenses shown {from 65.8 to
89.8 percent).

B Females accounted for slightly more than 1 out
of 3 arrests for petty theft (34.2 percent).

Of the 4 status offenses:

o Males accounted for approximately 7 out of
10 arrests for curfew violation (72.7 percent)
and truancy (67.4 percent).

2 Females accounted for 6 out of 10 arrests for
runaway (60.5 percent).

Males continue to constitute a large majority in all
offense categories except for the status offenses
of runaway and incorrigible, where females
predominate. In the felony category, the largest
representation for females is drug law violations.

14 JUVENILE JUSTIGE SYSTEM



Chart 3
JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982

Sex of Arrestees by Specific Arrest Offense

Percent 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
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| Arrests

CHARACTERISTICS OF JUVENILE ARRESTS BY
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, 1982

Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestees by Level of Offense

B Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for more
arrests (53.3 percent) than all other groups
combined and for the largest percentage of
arrests at each level (from 45,2 to 63.1).

B Hispanics accounted for approximately 1 out
of 4 arrests at each level.

a8 Blacks accounted for approximately 1 out
of 4 arrests for felony offenses {25.6 percent)
and slightly more than 1 out of 10 arrests for
the other two levels of offense (13.3 percent
for misdemeanors and 11.0 percent for status
offenses).

As offense level decreases, the proportion of white
arrestees increases. As the seriousness of offense
increases, the proportion of black arrestees
increases. Hispanics maintain about the same
proportions at all levels.

16 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM



Chart 4
JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestees by Level of Offense
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CHARACTERISTICS OF JUVENILE ARRESTS BY
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, 1982

Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestees by Specific Offense

Of 8 specific felony offenses: a8 Hispanics accounted for the next largest
percentage of arrests for each of the seven
a Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for the largest misdemeanors (from 22.9 to 31.4).
percentage of arrests for assault (36.5), burglary @ B|acks accounted for the smallest percentage
(48.9), theft (49.0), motor vehicle theft (41.3), of arrests for driving under the influence (1.9)
and drug law violations (55.0). and other alcohol-related offenses (3.3).
& Hispanics accounted for slightly more than 1 out
of 3 arrests for homicide (36.2 percent). Of the 4 status offenses: |

Biacks accounted for the largest percentage of

arrests for homicide (41.5), forcible rape (41.1), Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for a greater
and robbery (54.8). percentage of arrests for each of the status

offenses shown than all other groups combined
{from 54.4 to 71.9).

& Hispanics accounted for 1 out of 3 arrests for
curfew violation (33.2 percent).

Of 7 specific misdemeanor offenses:

8 Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for the largest
percentage of arrests for each of the misde- Blacks accounted for almost 1 out of & arrests

meanors shown (from 50.6 to 65.7). for incorrigible offenses (17.9 percent).

For the offenses selected for review, white (not
Hispanic) arrestees generally constitute a majority
of each offense category at the misdemeanor and
status offense levels, whereas minority ethnic
group arrestees generally constitute a majority in
the more serious felony categories.

18 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM



Chart b
JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestees by Specific Offense
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CHARACTERISTICS OF JUVENILE ARRESTS BY
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, 1982

Age of Arrestees by Level of Offense

o The 16 and over age group accounted for a
larger percentage of arrests (50.6) than all other
age groups combined and for the largest
percentage of arrests at each offense level.

B The 14—15 age group accounted for approxi-
mately 4 out of 10 arrests for status offenses
{40.8 percent).

@ The 13 and under age group accounted for less
than 2 out of 10 arrests at each offense level.

Juveniles 14 years of age or older constitute over
80 percent of all juvenile arrests in each level of
offense category.
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Chart 6
JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
Age of Arrestees by Level of Offense
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CHARACTERISTICS OF JUYENILE ARRESTS BY

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, 1982

Age of Arrestees by Specific Offense

*Of 8 specific felony offenses:

a The 16 and over age group accounted for
the largest percentage of arrests for each of the
felony offenses shown (from 42.3 to 71.9).

o The 14—15 age group accounted for the next
largest percentage of arrests for each of the
felony offenses shown (from 24.9 to 34.8).

2 The 13 and under age group accounted for
slightly more than 1 out of 5 arrests for burglary
{22.9 percent).

Of 7 specific misdemeanor offenses:

B The 16 and over age group accounted for
the largest percentage of arrests for 6 of the
7 misdemeanor offenses shown (from 36.8 to
94.,6).

o The 14—15 age group accounted for approxi-
mately 1 out of 3 arrests for assault and battery

(33.1 percent), petty theft (33.2 percent), drug
law violations (31.9 percent), disturbing the
peace (35.2 percent), and vandalism {30.6
percent).

8 The 13 and under age group accounted for
slightly less than 4 out of 10 arrests for
vandalism (36.3 percent) and 1 out of 3 arrests
for petty theft (30.0 percent).

Of the 4 status offenses:

g The 16 and over age group accounted for the
largest percentage of arrests for truancy (46.1)
and curfew offenses (58.8).

B The 14-15 age group accounted for the largest
percentage of arrests for runaway (46.4) and
incorrigible offenses (43.6).

a8 The 13 and under age group accounted for more
than 1 out of 5 arrests for runaway (22.8
percent) and incorrigible offenses (22.4 percent).
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Chart 7
JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982

Age of Arrestees by Specific Offense
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Preceding page blank

The following pages present information on the
disposition of 247,402 juvenile arrests reported
by law enforcement agencies in 1982, The law
enforcement agency disposition of a juvenile arrest
is affected by a number of variables, including
investigation findings on the circumstances of the

minor and the facts surrounding the alleged offense;

prior arrest record; seriousness of the offense;
determined need for admonishment; recourse to
other authority; and other factcrs as determined
by the individual case.

ARREST DISPOSITIONS

Three methods are available to law enforcement
agencies in the disposition of a juvenile arrest:

 Juvenile arrests are generally handled within the

department either by reprimand and release to
the juvenile’s parents or guardian, departmental
diversion program, or by dismissal,

Juvenile arrests may be turned over to another
agency such as a welfare or mental health agency
when those organizations are better equipped
to handle the specific problem. Juveniles who
are arrested in one jurisdiction but reside in
another jurisdiction are included if turned over
to the law enforcement agency in the juris-
diction of residence.

Juvenile arrests may be referred to county
probation departments for further processing.
Some are handled at the probation level and
cthers are sent to juvenile and criminal courts
for final disposition of the arrest.

ARRESTS
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AN
Arrests ————
ARREST DISPOSITIONS

Law Enforcement Agency Disposition of Juvenile
Arrests

34.5 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

1.1 percent were turned over to other agencies.

a 64.4 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Almost two out of every three juvenile arrests
result in referral to the probation department for
further action.
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Chart 8

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
Total Arrests
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Arrests

Law Enforcement Agency Disposition by Level of
Offense '

Of all felony arrest dispositions:

m 22.2 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

8 1.0 percent were turned over to other agencies.

g 76.9 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Of all misdemeanor arrest dispositions:

a8 37.6 percent were handled within the law
enforcerment agency.

ARREST DISPOSITIONS

1.0 percent were turned over to other agencies.

o 61.4 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Of all status offense arrest dispositions:

B 59.9 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

o 1.6 percent were turned over to other agencies.

o 38.5 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

The less serious offenses are usually handled within
the department by the law enforcement agency. As
the seriousness of the offense increases, the cases
are more likely to be referred to the probation
department.
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Chart 9

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
By L.evel of Offense
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ARREST DISPOSITIONS

Law Enforcement Agency Disposition by Sex

Of all juvenile arrests involving males:

m 32.6 percent were handled within the ijaw
enforcement agency.

8 1.1 percent were turned over to other agencies.

2 66.4 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing,

Of all juvenile arrests involving females:

B 42.1 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

a 1.0 percent were turned over to other agencies.

n 56.9 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Females are more likely to be handled within the
department by the law enforcement agency
because their arrest offense is usually at a less
serious level (see Charts 2 and 3).
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Chart 10

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
By Sex
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Arrests

Law Enforcement Agency Disposition by
Race/Ethnic Group

Of those juveniles categorized as white {not
Hispanic): :

38.2 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.
B 1.0 percent were turned over to other agencies.

60.9 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Of those juveniles categorized as Hispanic:

B 32.2 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

B 1.5 percent were turned over toc other agencies.

2 66.3 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

ARREST DISPOSITIONS

Of those juveniles categorized as black:

m 26.7 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

8 .8 percent were turned over to other agencies.

B 72.b percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Of those juveniles in other race/ethnic groups and
those whose race/ethnic group was unknown:

o 34.2 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.
@ .6 percent were turned over to other agencies.

8 65.2 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

White (not Hispanic) juveniles tend to be handled
within the department more often than other
race/ethnic groups. This may be influenced by the
variation in the arrest offense level among the
race/ethnic groups (see Chart 5).
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Chart 11

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
By Race/Ethnic Group
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Arrests

Law Enforcement Agency Disposition by Age

Of those juveniles 13 years and under:

8 45.0 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

8 .8 percent were turned over to other agencies.

a 54,2 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Of those juveniles 14—15 years:

g 35,1 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

ARREST DISPOSITIONS

o 1,0 percent were turned over to other agencies.

o 63.9 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

Of those juveniles 16 years and over:

g 30.5 percent were handled within the law
enforcement agency.

a 1.2 percent were turned over to other agencies.

B 68.3 percent were referred to probation depart-
ments for further processing.

The younger the age group, the more likely the
cases are to be handled within the department.
This may be influenced by the variation in the
arrest offense level among the age groups (see
Chart 7).
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Chart 12

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE ARRESTS, 1982
By Age
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Referrals

NEW REFERRAL DISPOSITIONS (Statewide)

This section contains information on 126,181 new
referrals from all 58 counties in California.

If a juvenile is not under the supervision of the
probation department at the time of referral, the
case is termed a new referral. This does not imply
that the juvenile has not previously been referred
or supervised, but only that he is not on caseload
at the time of referral. [ a juvenile has committed
multiple offenses prior to the time of referral,
those offenses may be handled with one disposition
and counted as one referral case.

The first part of this section contains information
on the source and characteristics of juveniles
referred in 1982.

The second part of this section presents information
on the disposition of new referrals. ““Fallout Charts’’
are used extensively to display the disposition
options exercised by probation departments and
juvenile courts.

Preceding page blank
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NEW REFERRAL DISPOSITIONS (Statewide)

Source of New Referrals to Probation Department

More than 9 out of 10 new referrals were referred
by law enforcement agencies.

38 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM



Chart 13
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982
Source of New Referrals
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Referrals

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW REFERRALS (Statewide)

Sex of New Referrals by Levei of Offense

B Males accounted for slightly more than 3 out of
4 new referrals (77.9 percent).

o Males accounted for a far greater percentage of
referrals for felony offenses (85.8) and referrals
for misdemeanor offenses (75.0).

o Females accounted for slightly more than half
of referrals for status offenses (51.3 percent).

Males dominate the felony and misdemeanor
referral offense categories. Females .constitute
a majority in the status offense category.
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Chart 14
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982
Sex of New Referrals by Level of Offense
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Referrals

Sex of New Referrals by Specific Offense

Of 8 specific felony offenses:

The percentage of males referred for any of
these offenses was considerably greater (from

80.1 to 98.3) than the percentage of females.

Of 7 specific misdemeanor offenses:

@ The percentage of males referred for any of
these offenses was greater {(from 63.1 to 88.9)
than the percentage of females.

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW REFERRALS (Statewide)

Of the 4 status offenses:

B The percentage of males referred for truancy
and curfew violations (54.3 and 68.8) was
greater than the percentage of females.

# The percentage of females referred for runaway
and incorrigible offenses (65.6 and 53.9) was
greater than the percentage of males.

As with the sex distribution for arrest offenses
shown in Chart 3, males constitute a large majority
of all offenses except for the status offense
categories of runaway and incorrigible, where
femnales predominate.
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Chart 15
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982
Sex of New Referrals by Specific Offense
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Referrals

CHARACTERISTICS OFf NEW REFERRALS (Statewide)

Race/Ethnic Group of New Referrals by Level of
Offense

Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for more
referrals (54.6 percent) than all other groups
combined.

Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for the largest
percentage of referrals for felony offenses
(49.9), misdemeanor offenses (57.2), and status
offenses (62.8).

Hispanics accounted for slightly less than 1 .out
of 4 referrals for felony offenses {(23.6 percent)
and for misdemeanor offenses {22.9 percent).

Blacks accounted for less than 1 out of 10
referrals for status offenses (8.2 percent).

As the seriousness of the offense decreases, the
proportion of white {not Hispanic) referrals
increases.
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Chart 16
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982
Race/Ethnic Group of New Referrals by Level of Offense
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eferrals =

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW REFERRALS (Statewide)

Race,/Ethnic Group of New Referrals by Specific
ifense

Of 8 specific felony offenses: driving under the influence (25.7 percent), and

. . . ; disturbing the peace (27.9 percent).
= Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for the largest

percentage of referrals for offenses other than @ Blacks accounted for a very small number of

homicide and robbery (from 33.0 to 59.9) referrals for driving under the influence (1.2
) o percent) and other alcohol-related offenses

o Hispanics accounted for the largest percentage (2.5 percent).

of referrals for homicide (40.0).

o Blacks accounted for the largest percentage of
referrals for robbery (49.5). Of the 4 status offenses:

o Whites (not Hispanic) accounted for the largest

Of 7 specific misdemeanor offenses: percentage of referrals (from 48.2 to 73.2).

Whites tnot Hispanic) accounted for the largest g Hispanics accounted for the second largest
percentage of each of the offenses shown percentage »f referrals (from 14.6 to 21.1).

(f!'om ?1'8 to 65.6). 8 Blacks accounted for the third largest percentage
@ Hispanics accounted for more than 1 out of 4 of referrals for runaway (7.1) and incorrigible
referrals for drug law violations (25.8 percent), offenses (12.8).
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Chart 17
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982
Race/Ethnic Group of New Referrals by Specific Offense
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Referrals

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW REFERRALS (Statewide)

Age of New Referrals by Level of Offense

B The 16 and over age group accounted for more
referrals (56.2 percent} than all other groups
combined.

8 The 16 and over age group accounted for more
referrals for felony offenses (64.2 percent) than
the 14—15 and the 13 and under age groups
combined (30.8 and 15.0 percent, respectively).

8 The 16 and over age group accounted for more
referrals for misdemeanor offenses {569.4 percent)
than the 14—15 and the 13 and under age
groups combined (27.5 and 13.1 percent,
respectively).

@ The 14—15 and the 16 and over age groups
accounted for slightly more than 4 out of 10
referrals for status offenses (41.5 and 43.4
percent, respectively).
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Chart 18
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982
Age of New Referrals by Level of Offense
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¥ Referrals

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW REFERRALS (Statewide)

Age of Mew Referrals by Specific Offense

Of 8 specific felony offenses: 8 The 14—15 age group were most often referred
for petty theft (33.4 percent).

2 The 13 and under age group were most often
referred for vandalism (28.9 percent).

2 The 16 and over age group accounted for the
largest percentage of new referrals for each
offense shown (from 47.4 to 73.3 percent).

g The 14—15 age group were most often referred
for motor vehicle theft (33.4 percent), burglary = Of the 4 status offenses:

(33.1 percent), and forcible rape (33.0 percent).
o The 16 and over age group accounted for the

largest percentage of referrals for curfew
violations (68.2).

8 The 14—15 age group accounted for the largest
percentage of referrals for each of the other
o The 16 and over age group accounted for the three offenses shown (from 44.1 to 53.3).

largest percentage of new referrals for each o The 13 and under age group were most often
offense shown (from 41.6 1o 97.0). : referred for incorrigible offenses (19.4 percent).

u The 13 and under age group were most often
referred for burglary (19.5 percent).

Of 7 specific misdemeanor offenses:
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Chart 19
NEW REFERRALS TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT, 1982

Age of New Referrals by Specific Offense
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Referrals

This guide describas the disposition options
available within the California juvenile iustice
system. Disposition of a delinquency referral can
occur in either the probation department or the
juvenile court. A number of variables affect the
type of disposition. These include: the findings
from the intake investigation on the circumstances
and alleged offense of the minor; prior arrest and

referral record; determined need for admonishment,

restitution, discipline, supervision, placement, or

Disposition Guide

recourse to othet authority; and other factors as
determined by the individual case. If a juvenile has
committed multiple offenses prior to the time of
referral, those offenses may be handled with one
disposition and counted as one referral case

“Fallout Charts’’ are used in this report to display
the disposition of referrals by offense level, sex,
race/ethnic group, and age.

¢

This symbol represents referrals reported to BCS by
1 county juvenile probation departments.

7 . This symbol represents referrals closed at intake by

the probation department. Generally, cases are closed
at intake when an investigation does not substantiate

the referral allegation, the juvenile lives in another jurisdiction
and the case is transferred, or the juvenile is counseled and
released or reprimanded and released.

) This symbol represents referrals placed on informal
probation as provided by Section 654 of the California
.7 Welfare and Institutions Code (W&).

Informal

probatlon is so named because the formal process of filing a
court petition is avoided when the juvenile, his parents, and the
probation department enter into an agreement calling for up to
six months of supervision under specified conditions.

This symbol represents referrals dismissed in juvenile
court by exoneration, transfer to another jurisdiction,
or for other reasons.
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) This symbol represents referrals remanded to adult
%1 court. Older juveniles, 16 and 17 years of age, charged
7 with specific felony law violations (murder; arson;
armed robbery; forcible rape; kidnapping for ransom, robbery,
or with bodily harm; aggravated assault; certain violations
involving discharge of firearms; and certain sexual violations
by force, violence, or threat of great bodily harm), must be
handled in adult court unless the court determines that the
subject is amenable to treatment available through the juvenile
court. Other juveniles may be remanded if declared not fit and
proper subjects to be dealt with under juvenile court law.

This symbol represents referrals placed on non-ward
probation by the juvenile court under provision of
A Section 725a (W&I), which allows for a period of
supervision of up to six months.

1) This symbol represents referrals adjudged to be wards

| of the juvenile court and placed on formal probation.
Tz’ When it is in the best interests of the juvenile and
the community, the ward will be piaced in a foster home,
juvenile hall, camp, ranch, or school. Occasionally these
interests are best served by allowing the ward to remaisi in
the family home under probation supervision.

\ This symbol represents referrals committed to the
California Youth Authority (CYA) by the juvenile
court,

DISPOSITION GUIDE 53




Each ‘‘Fallout Chart”” contains the eight
components described earlier. The descending
nature of the curve (line) in the chart describes
the fallout characteristics of a particular group of
referral cases. For example, Chart 20 indicates
(statewide) that 53.6 percent of the cases were
closed at intake. These cases fell out of the
dispositional system; therefore, the curve was
lowered by 53.6 percent, The remaining 46.4
percent represents cases in the system awaiting
disposition. Continuing along the curve, another
12.2 percent of the cases were placed on informal
probation (654 W&I)}. 34.2 percent of the cases
remained Iin the system awaiting disposition,
The fallout percentage is accumulated until all
cases have received a final disposition,

The horizontal bar charts which follow the “Fallout
Charts'’ alsc present disposition information. The
disposition pa