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INTRODUCTION 

The Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) system was implemented in 
California to develop statistical data resulting from the progress of 
individuals through the various levels of the criminal justice system. This 
system includes adults arrested on felony charges who are disposed of at the 
law enforcement, prosecutor, lower court, and superior court levels. 

This OBTS effort in California has been funded and supported through a 
combination of srate funds and federal funds provided by the Law Enforcement 
Assistance AdministL'ation (LEM) in the United States Department of Justice 
since July 1, 1974. 

THE OBTS CONCEPT 

Over the past several years, California has been developing a system of 
criminal transaction reporting which tracks adult felony arr.estees from the 
point of arrest through the point of final disposition in criminal justice 
proceedings. The essential features of the OBTS system are: 

Data for each offender are recorded separately (rather than in 
summary form). 

The individual adult arrested on felony charges is the basic unit of 
count rather than counting multiple crimes, multiple cases, or 
multiple dispositions. 

The events and decisions at each stage in the criminal justice 
process are noted in the individual's transaction record. 

This is referred to as a "longitudinal" tracking process by those engaged in 
criminal research. The OBTS system provides a dynamic picture of the criminal 
justice system; one that shows the progress of the offender through the 
various steps of the criminal justice process~ It identifies bottlenecks and 
pinpoints interrelationships. It incorporates the concept of time. It shows 
what decisions are being made, where those decisions are made, and permit~ the 
consideration of decisions at one level in light of decisions made at other 
levels. 

Traditionally, data have been collected independently from each of the four 
levels in the criminal justice system. While this was adequate to describe in 
isolation what happened at each individual level, it was impossible to look at 
the criminal justice system as an overall "system" per se; that is, a~ an 
integrated process of interrelated decision points. Fo:r example, data were 
not readily accessible to describe what happened to persons who were arrested 
for robbery unless a special study was undertaken. However, with the OBTS 
system, it not only becomes possible to do this, but the fine11 disposition may 
be evaluated in light of such demographic factors as age, rac~, sex, criminal 
status .at the time of arrest, and prior criminal record. By tracking 
individual adult offenders arrested on felony charges through each ~tep in the 
California criminal justice system to the point where a final disposition 
occurs, persons interested in t.he administration of criminal justice can 
obtain a much broader perspective of the overall effectiveness, or 
ineffectiveness, of the system and its various components. 
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THE HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF OBTS IN CALIFORNIA 

The need for offender-based data has long been recognized. Several 
comprehensive studies were conducted in the 1~20' s and early 1930' s following 
such an approach. However, these studies focused on particular locations over 
limited periods of time and predated the systemized collection of data on a 
statewide or national level. 

In 1931, the National Commission on the Observation of Law Enforcement 
(Wickersham Commission) called for the establishment of state systems to 
collect offender-based criminal justice data as well as a national center to 
coordinate the states' efforts and present a national picture. This call for 
offender-based reporting has been repeated in a number of studies, most 
recently in one conducted by the National Advisory Comlllission on Criminal 
Justice Standards and Goals. In the volume enti tIed "Criminal Justice 
System," the commission stated: 

" ••• the OBTS system has been developed and is recommended for 
use in all states and localities ••• When operative, the OBTS 
system will be as informative about the criminal justice system 
as the NCIC is about crimes, and the CCH is about criminals." 

Prior to 1966 the Department of Justice collected individual offender 
infor~ation at several levels. Felony arrest data~ the first step in the 
track1ng process, were then reported only in summary form by police agencies. 
This .pr:v:nted identifying and matching subsequent disposition activity with 
the 1nd1Vl.dual arrestees. The district attorneys reported to the Bure:.ill of 
Criminal Statistics (BeS) on all felony complaints disposed of in lower courts 
as well as felony filings and disposition data on persons disposed of in 
superior courts. Separate reports were received for persons placed on 
probation and for those committed to state correctional institutions. 

The first serious effort toward the development of an offender-based criminal 
.justice statistical reporting system in California was made in 1966. At that 
time, as part of a pilot study, BCS established an individual reporting sy~tem 
based upon a line-item register that was completed monthly for felony arrests 
made by 20 law enforcement agencies in three counties. For one year the 
transaction reporting from all sources within these three counties wa~ 
integrated to form a comprehensive offender-based transa~tion reporting 
system. The development of the SEARCH (System Electronic Automatic Retrieval 
Criminal Histories) program by LEM on a national level gave emphasi~ to the 
creation of an offender-based transaction statistics system. It was only 
natural that California, the only state that had already undertaken the 
development of such a system, became a part of the SEARCH project in 1968 and 
receive financial support fr.om the project to expand the individualized 
accounting system already started. 

2 

'--} 



In 1969, 77 law enforcement agencies in 12 counties became 'active in the 
Project SEARCH OBTS system of reporting criminal justice data. This 12-county 
study reaffirmed the soundness of the OBTS concept. It also demonstrated the 
need for certain changes in the method of data collection. The separate 
reporting systems for felony arrests and court dispositions proved extremely 
difficult to coordinate and resulted in numerous omi.ssions, as .well as errors, 
in the data. It was evident that a single consolidated reporting form was 
needed in order to provide continuity in the transactions reported as the 
adult felony arrestee proceeded from his arrest to the ultimate disposition of 
his case. 

To meet the need for a consolidated reporting form, the "Disposition of Arrest 
and Court Action" form (JUS 8715) was developed after experimental use in San 
Diego County during 1971 and 1972. This single reporting form was tested and 
proved to be workable. With minor modifications, the JUS 8715 form was 
finalized and is now used statewide. This single-page, four-part form 
replaced several other reporting documents which were formerly submitted to 
the Department of Justice. (See Attachment VII for original JUS 8715 and 
Attachment VIII for the revised JUS 8715.) 

On January 1, 1973 Los Angeles, Orange, and San Bernardino counties, to~ether 
with San Diego County, began reporting dispOSitions of adult felony arrests on 
the JUS 8715 form. Imperial and. Riverside counties were added on July 1, 
1973. On December 1, 1973 the use of the JUS 87'15 reporting form was expanded 
statewide. However, since LEAA funding for the OBTS project was not received 
until mid-1974, it was not possible to hire and train personnel to process the 
total volume of 1973 JUS 8715 disposition documents received by BCS. 

Consequently, for the 1973 data year, BCS coded a 25 percent random sample of 
the JUS 8715 forms received from Los Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and San 
Bernardino counties. The sample included those persons arrested on felony 
charges after January 1, 1973 who had a final disposition recorded between 
July 1, 1973 and December 31, 1973. This sample was somewhat weighted in 
favor of those dispositions that occurred at the law enforcement level, rather 
than at the cour t level, since many of the cour t dispo si tions were not 
completed until after the December 31 date for the sample group. An initial 
OBTS data base containing 11,076 dispositions was established from these four 
southern California counties for 1973. These data represent a six-month, 25 
percent sample of felony arrest dispositions. 

BCS hired and trained personnel to code all of the 1974 JUS 8715 disposition 
documents received from the above four original OBTS counties. A data base of 
107,578 felony arrest dispositions was established for 1974. The 1975 OiTS 
data base contained 174,069 felony arrest dispositions received from 56 
counties. In 1976, 157,537 dispositions were reported to BCS by criminal 
justice agencies in 57 counties (excluding Santa Clara County), and 145,525 
dispositions were reported by 57 counties in 1977. The 1978 disposition year 
data will contain final dispositions as reported from all 52 California 
counties. 
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THE NEED FOR OBTS TRAINING 

After years of planning d 1 
California it bec"me ' eve oping, and implementing th 

, n. apparent that cri· 1 . e OBTS system in 
trained in three specific areas: mlna Justice agencies needed to be 

1. The various types of report f 
ormats that were readily available. 

2. The way the OBTS d t 
a a should be interpreted. 

The ways in which local criminal justice agencies 
data in their operations. could use the OBTS 

3~ 

In order to meet this need, the Bureau . . 
federal grant to provide o.f Crlmlnal Statistics applied for a 

. . necessary tralning t t. . 
agencles ln the availability it. 0 s atewlde criminal justice 
of $59 975 ' n erpretatlon and u~ f OBT 

. ' was approved by LEAA to rovide' . ",e 0 S data. A grant 
wlth BCS to plan, organize develop t~ .fundlng for one Research Manager 
training effort from July i '977 t je currlculum, and conduct the statewide 
all grant expenditures duri;g ~his 0 .u~e. 30, 1978. A fin:.mci.al statement of 

perlO lS documented in Attachment V. 
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PHASE I - PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

Wi th the implementation of the LEAA grant on July 1, 1977, the project was 
already well into the planning and development phase. The entire project 
required an immense amount of planning and coordinating of details. 

A. OCJP Advisory Committee 

In order to achieve the greatest degree of cooperation between state and 
local agencies, the State Office of Criminal Justice Planning (OCJP) was 
asked to request the regional directors to schedule a brief presentation 
on the purpose and plan for the OBTS workshops at their April 28, 1977 
meeting. A proposed training program was presented to them for their 
consideration. Their vote was immediate and unanimous - to assist BCS in 
coordinating statewide meetings in their respective 21 regions in order to 
train criminal justice agencies in the availability, interpretation, and 
use of OBTS data. 

An advisory committee of five persons was designated to work wi th the 
project manager and to review the proposed presentation before it was 
released in the field. This advisory committee provided direction as to 
what type of general presentation would be most acceptable to the primary 
target group -the criminal justice administrators and planners. A summary 
of "A Proposed Program for Training 21 Regional Criminal Justice Planning 
Agencies and Local Reporting Agencies in the Interpretation and Use of 
1976 Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS)" is found in 
Attachment I. 

B. The Project Work Plan 

C. 

The next step was to develop a detailed and comprehensive work plan 
(whereby each step in the one-year project would be outlined in great 
detail) together with the time schedule for the completion of each step or 
milestone. This work plan is contained in Appendix I and received final 
approval on June la, 1977. 

The Content and Curriculum 

It took approximately three months to develop the curriculum, 
supplementary handout materials, and slide presentation for the three-hour 
workshop presentation., A script of the 45-minute slide presentation is 
contained in Appendix II. Cassette tapes of selected workshops are also 
available upon request from BCS. 
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PHASE II - EXECUTION OF THE 33 OBTS WORKSHOPS 

After a review of the proposed workshop presentation by the OCJP advisory 
committee and the Division of Law Enforcement, the training project was 
implemented on September 14, 1977 in Orange County. Orange County was 
selected because they had had a longer exposure to the availability of OBTS 
data and were familiar with various ways in which the data could be used. In 
fact, they served as a major resource in obtaining documented examples of how 
agencies in that county had actually put the OBTS data to use. 

For a period of seven months, 33 OBTS worb.:hops were held throughout the 
state. To ensure the best possible attendance, a letter of invitation was 
mailed from the Division of Law Enforcement to all criminal justice agencies 
on August 12, 1977 outlining the dates, times, and places of the 33 scheduled 
meetings (Attachment II). In addition, prior to each workshop, reminder 
letters were sent from each regional criminal justice planning board to the 
agencies wi thin that region. (See Attachment II A for sample letter.) Also, 
all law enforcement, prosecutor, probation, ~ourt, and other planning agencies 
who did not respond to the letter of invitation were called by phone to 
inform, remind, and urge them to be represented at the workshops. Finally, 
news articles were placed in selected magazines which reached people in the 
criminal justice community. One such article appeared in the August 1977 
issue of "Prosecutor's Brief," a news journal of the California District 
Attorneys' Association. 

Through this intensiv;':! effort of personal, wr-itte d bIt t 
.~ n, an ver a con ac s, 

almost 1,000 persons from statewide criminal justice agencies attended and 
participated in the training sessions. 
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PHASE III - ANALYSIS AND CRITIQUE 

A. Workshop Attendance 

There were 33 statewide OBTS workshops held during the seven-month period 
from Septembe, 1977 through March 1978. A total of 987 persons attended 

these ~raining sessions. 

The number of participants varied from a high of 51 persons in workshops 
held for large metropolitan areas or for multiple counties to a low of 8 
persons for workshops held in smaller communities in remote areas of the 
state. An average of 30 persons attended each of the 33 training 
seminars. The total attendance, by workshop number, is indicated in the 

following table. 
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ATTENDANCE STATISTICS FOR THE 33 OBTS WORKShOPS 

Workshop 
number Counties served 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 

31 
32 
33 

Totals 

Orange 
Los Angeles 
Los Angeles 
Shasta, Siskiyou. Tehama, 

Trinity, Lassen, Modoc 
Kern . 
Butte, Glenn, Colusa, Plumas 
Humboldt, Del Norte 
Mendocino, Lake 
Sacramento, El Dorado, Yolo, 

Placer 
Sutter, Sierra, Nevada, Yuba 
Sonoma, Marin 
Napa, Solano 
Santa Clara 
Stanislaus, Merced, Mariposa, 

San Joaquin 
San Francisco 
Los Angeles 
Contra Costa 
San Diego 
San Diego 
Tuolumne, Amador, Calaveras, 

Alpine 
San Luis Obispo 
Santa Barbara 
Ventura 
San Mateo 
Riverside 
Inyo, Mono 
Los Angeles 
Alameda 
Imperial 
Monterey, Santa Cruz, 

San Benito 
San Bernardino 
Fresno, Madera 
Tulare, Kings 

33 Work- 58 Counties 
shops 

Total Different 
attendance agencies represented 

51 30 
40 20 
37 18 

46 31 
32 16 
21 12 
l3 9 
25 16 

34 21 
20 12 
23 16 
26 16 
40 21 

51 33 
25 15 
18 11 
29 7 
42 19 
8 5 

16 11 
22 l3 
25 14 
30 22 
29 16 
16 13 
12 6 
51 33 
37 22 
18 12 

48 23 
50 25 
21 17 
31 20 

987 Participants 575 Agencies 
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The purpose of the OBTS project was to inform and train state, county, and 
local criminal justice agencies in the availability, interpretation, and 
use of the 1976 OBTS data. The target group, for which the program 
content was directed, was comprised of administrators, planners, and 
fiscal and budget personnel who could use the OBTS data in practical 
applications within their own respective criminal justice agencies. 

It is estimated that approximately 75 percent of the total participants 
fell wi thin this target group. Another 15 percent of the workshop 
attendees were usually "delegated" to attend the training session by their 
superiors. This occurred most frequently in situations where the lower or 
superior court administrator or judge was not available to attend the 
workshop but delegated attendance to a subordinate worker, usually a clerk 
who was familiar with the JUS 8715 system and who completed the JUS 8715 
reporting form. 

Despi te letters from the Department of Justice and the 21 regional offices 
of criminal justice planning, plus numerous telephone calls to local 
agencies, a few persons, estimated to be a~proximatelY.lO per:e~t, c~me to 
the workshops thinking that they were gOlng to recelve tralnlng ln the 
completion of the JUS 8715 form. Even though this group was basically 
unconcerned about the end products of the JUS 8715 reporting system, the 
vast majority of them were very interested in the presentation and 
expressed that they received a new appreciation for the clerical work they 
do in completing the JUS 8715. Comments such as "I never realized before 
how important it is to complete the JUS 8715 form accurately, clearly, and 
quickly" seemed to be typical of the responses of this small group. 

B. Agency Participation 

1. Reporting Agencies 

2. 

"7 f 

The OBTS system is designed to statistically record the progress of 
an individual at all the m'ljor decision points in the criminal 
justice system from the time of arrest for a felony offense to the 
point of final disposition. That final disposition may occur at the 
police, prosecutor, municipal court, or superi9r court level. The 
OBTS workshops were designed to help administrators and planning 
personnel at these four specific levels of the criminal justice 
system learn about the availability, interpretation, and use of the 
OBTS data. 

Probation Department Representation 

In addi tion to asking law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, and 
courts to send representatives to the OBTS workshops, the 58 county 
probation departments' were also encouraged to attend. The probation 
department does not presently participate in reporting disposition 
data via the JUS 8715 system. However, since "straight probation" 
and "probation and jail" sentences are frequently rendered to 
convicted defendants by California lower and superior courts, there 
were good reasons for inviting representation from the various county 
probation departments to learn about the OBTS data relating to 
probation sentences. 
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Furthermore, announcements of the OBTS training were sent to other 
public and private institutions which might be interested in learning 
how to use the disposition data available through the OBTS system. 

The 987 participants attending the 33 statewide OBTS workshops were 
from 575 different criminal justice agencies. Table 1 indicates that 
250, or 43.5 percent, of the total agencies attending were law 
enforcement agencies. The second largest category was from the 
municipal or justice court level which represented about 21 percent 
o~ the total agencies in attendance. This ratio was anticipated 
Slnce there are many more individual law enforcement and municipal 
and justice court agencies in each county than there are district 
attorney offices, superior courts, or probation departments. 

"Other" Criminal Justice Agencies 

There were a variety of "other" agencies a ttending the training 
sessions apart from the five major categories of criminal justice 
agencies indicated in Table 1. Representation from these other 
agencies accounted for 15 percent of the total number of agencies 
which received the OBTS training. Many Counties elected to send 
administrators and planners from the Electronic Data ProceSSing (EDP) 
departments wi thin the county. Concerns were verbalized about how 
some C?unties could work toward an automated system of disposition 
reportlng rather than by the manual system using the JUS 8715 form. 
Other EDP agencies were Simply interested in seeing the types of data 
output available from the state system, and in determining if there 
were feasible applications of those data formats to local data 
col17c~ing and processing efforts wi thin their Own county. 
Partlclpants from t~e area of data proceSSing were the largest single 
identifiable group classified in the "other" agency category. 

Following is a partial liSting of some of the addi tional "other" 
types of agencies or organizations which attended the OBTS workshops: 

1. Utah Department of Public Safety 

2. Computer Science Corporation 

3. Chief Administrative Office (multiple counties) 

4. Criminal Justice Training Center 

5. Federal Public Defender's Office 

6. Public Defender (multiple counties) 

7. Career Criminal Program 

8. Mayor's Council on Criminal Justice 

9. Fiscal and Justice Agency 

10 .. 
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10. Computer Planning Organization 

11. Correction Services Agency 

12. Justice Information System Project 

13. System Improvement Project 

14. Department of Public Safety 

15. State Office of Criminal Justice Planning (OCJP) 

16. Regional Cri~inal Justice Planning Boards (from 21 regions) 

17. Record Security Unit - Department of Justice 

18. Field. Services Section - Department of Justice 

Agency "Attendance Potential" Comparison 

The participating agency data displayed in Table 1 show the number 
and proportion of different types of agencies that comprise the total 
575 participating agencies. From these data it appears that the law 
enforcement agencies (43.5 percent) and the municipal or justice 
courts (20.9 percent) had a much better attendance record than did 
the district attorneys' offices (6.4 percent), superior courts (7.1 
percent), or probation departments (7.1 percent). 

As already mentioned, this type of comparison was anticipated because 
there are so many more individual law enforcement agencies and lower 
courts than there are indiVidual agencies in the other categories. 
For example, in Los Angeles County there are approximately 60 
separate law enforcement agencies and about 33 municipal and justj.ce 
courts whereas there is only one county district attorney's office, 
one superior court, and one probation department. While many 
agencies at all levels sent more than one representative to the 
workshop sessions, it was only natural that the preponderance of 
attendees were from law enforcement or lower court jurisdictions. 

The data in Table 2 make a comparison between the actual number of 
agencies attending the training sessions and the estimated potential 
total number of agencies in each category which could have attended 
the workshops. An analysis of these data indicates that municipal 
and justice court agencies had the highest proportion (77.4 percent) 
of attendees in relation to the total number of estimated lower court 
agencies which potentially could have attended. The enthusiastic 
turnout at the lower court level may be largely attributed to the 
dedicated efforts of an Office Assistant II in the Bureau of Criminal 
Statistics who personally called most of the municipal and justice 
courts in the state over the six-month period to remind them of the 
workshops and encourage their attendance. 
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Lower courts were followed closely by representation from the 
superior court level and the county probation departments, each of 
which registered about 71 percent of the total number of potential 
agencies which could have attended. Slightly over one-half (52 
percent) of the total possible number of statewide law enforcement 
agencies were represented at the OBTS workshops. 

An Analysis of Participant Responses 

At the conclusion of each of the 33 OBTS workshops, the participants were 
asked to evaluate the workshop by completing a critique. Three major 
categories were to be evaluated: the workshop conte~t, the in~tructor, 
and the visual aids. In addition, an opportun1ty was g1ven for 
participants to indicate whether their agency used OBT~ ~ata, the mos~ and 
least interesting areas of the workshop, and any add1t10nal commen ... s or 
questions they wished to make. (See Attachment III for OBTS Workshop 
Critique form.) 

Of the 987 persons attending the prese41tations, 801 completed a critique. 
This was a completion factor of about 80 percent and provides an excellent 
sample basis upon which to evaluate the various elements that were 
presented at each session. (See Table 3 for a summary of the completed 
critiques. ) 

1. Workshop Content 

Under this general. category there were six factors to evaluate. 
Participants could indicate their evaluation of each factor by the 
following grading scale: "Excellent," "Good," "Average," "Fair," or 
"Poor." In the following analysis of Table 3, all percents have been 
rounded to the nearest whole number. 

Factor 1 - "The Coverage of the Subject Matter Was 

Much of the subject matter that was presented was very 
technical and highly complex data. Of the 801 respondents, 
43 percent judged that the coverage was "excellent" wi th 
another 52 percent rating it as "good." A combination of 
these two ratings indicates that over 95 percent of the 
participants judged the coverage of the subject matter 
presented to be above average. 

Factor 2 - "The Material Was 
Understandably ..... 

Presented Clearly and 

This factor impacts the manner in which complex and 
technical data were translated into meaningful words and 
phrases which were clearly presented and understandable to 
the listener. Keep in mind that the overall audience was 
quite diversified, coming from both administrative and 
clerical backgrounds and wi th varying degrees of previous 
exposure to or experience with the OBTS data. 

Ratings of "excellent" were given to this factor 
one-half of all participants completing a 
Another 44 percent rated the clarity of the 
material as "good" for an overall above-average 
94 percent. 12 
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Factor 3 - "The Time Allocated to Each Section of the Workshop 
Was ••• " 

The average length of the entire workshop was approximately 
two and one-half hours. The range of times at various 
workshops varied from two hours to three and one-quarter 
hours. There were several variables which affected the 
length of the workshop and the time allotted to. each 
segment within the two major parts. These var~ables 
included: 

The size of the group 

The content of the presentations was directed specifically 
to county administrators and planning personnel. Those 
participants at the clerical level, whose responsibilities 
were primarily devoted to the completion of the JUS 8715 
form, tended to ask fewer questions than did their 
administrative counterparts. 

Out of 801 respondents, only 60 percent rated the 
discussion above average with 40 percent rating the 
discussion average or below. A frequent comment by 
attendees was that the instructor should have provided more 
time for discussion. "The presentation of so much material 
in a relatively short time span adversely affected the 
allotment of more discussion time. Generally speaking, 
this factor received the lowest ratings by participants. 

The balance of the group. For example, if there 
was a very low representation from ~he court 
levels, less time was devoted to those agenda 
items which would have been of primary interest 
to court personnel. 

Factor 5 - "The Facilities for Holding the Workshop Were ••• " 

The responsiveness of the group. Frequently, the 
discussion or number of questions raised by the 
participants themselves affected the time 
allocation of the various segments. 

The scheduled time of the workshop. Host of the 
workshops (72.7 percent) were scheduled from 
9:00-12:00 in the morning or 1:00-4:00 in the 
afternoon. A few chose to start late in the 
morning and go from 9:30-12:30, and some chose to 
bridge the lunch hour with 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 
p.m. workshops. Experience proved that the first 
two time slots were the most effective. 
Workshops which started at: 9:30 a.m. or were held 
in midday were generally less effective in 
regards to the time allocation of the various 
parts of the workshop. 

The participants judged the time allotted to each section 
of the workshop to be excellent (25 percent)>> good (59 
percent) and average or below (16 percent). One comment 
frequenti y expressed waF; that there was so much material 
compacted into such a relatively short time that it would 
be better to have either less material presented in the 
same time or the same amount of material presented in more 
time. 

Factor 4 - "The Discussion at the Workshop Was " ... 
This factor was most often influenced by the degree of 
prior exposure that the workshop participants had with the 
OBTS data. Counties in Southern California, where the OBTS 
data have been available for four years, generally had 
fewer questions than counties where the data had only been 
available for two years. 
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The 21 individual regional criminal justice planning boards 
were responsible for securing adequate facilities for the 
33 OBTS workshops. Since neither the local planning boards 
rlor the Bureau of Criminal Statistics had funding available 
to rent facilities, the locations were often determined by 
their cos t-free availability. 

A wide variety of sites was selected for the OBTS training 
effort. These included the following types of facilities: 

- Law enforcement agencies 
- Council chambers 
- Courtrooms 
- Training centers 
- College classrooms 

- Libraries 
- Administrative centers 
- Airport meeting rooms 

Social halls 
- Conference rooms 

The best facilities were in the training center locations 
where there was a -. 4 1e range of equipment available 
including tables or classroom-type chairs. The poorest 
facilities were in the city hall council chambers, 
courtrooms, or Board of Supervisor rooms where the seating 
was in auditorium fashion. This type of facility offered 
no tables for participants to use and no nearby access to 
wall space upon which wall-sized charts, essential for the 
presentation, could be displayed. 

Approximately one-third of the workshops were held in 
auditorium-style facilities which were not conducive to 
good audience participa tion. The mul tiplici ty of handout 
materials almost mandated the use of tables so that 
participants could layout comparative tables and charts 
side-by-side and have a firm writing surface. Eight of the 
workshops were held in law enforcement agencies, usually in 
the police squad rooms or similar training facilities. 
Most of the other training sessions were held in some type 
of conference room or classroom setting. 
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Of the 801 respondents completing the workshop critique, 
about 72 percent rated the facilities above average, with 
27 percent rating them as excellent. The remaining 28 
percent rated the facilities as average or below. 

Factor 6 - "My Overall Evaluation of the Workshop Was ..... 

The intent of this rating factor was for the participant to 
judge the total overall impact and effectiveness of the 
entire workshop experience. It was designed to represent 
each individual's combined responses to the first fivf 
specific rating factors. 

The largest single category rated was evaluations of "good" 
which represented the opinion of six out of every ten 
participants. Another three and one-half out of every ten 
persons judged the overall workshop experience to be 
"excellent." In other words, 93 percent of all attendees 
reporting judged the OBTS workshops to be well above 
average. Only eight out of 801 respondents felt that the 
workshop was below their average expectations of a workshop 
experience. 

A large majority of the persons at each workshop expressed 
their personal feeling that the OBTS ~vorkshops met a vital 
need in helping them to learn about the availability of a 
wide range of statistical resource data and how to 
interpret that data and put it to practical use in their 
local agencies. 

The Instructor 

The person selected to develop the curriculum and plan, coordinate, 
and lead the statewide OBTS training effort was a Research Manager I 
from the Bureau of Criminal Statistics. (See Attachment IV for a 
detailed duty statement and job description.) 

Workshop participants were asked to "evaluate the instructor's 
overall effectiveness on the basis of the following criteria: 
organization, preparation, communication, teaching skills, and 
attitude" and indicate this appraisal on a rating scale Of 1 (poor) 
to 5 (excellent). 

Of the 801 respondents who returned a workshop critique, well over 
one-half (57.4 percent) of the attendees rated the instructor's 
capabilities as "excellent." Out of the 10 individual rating factors 
on the critique, this single factor had the highest overall 
proportion of .. excellen t" ratings. 

Another 34 percent of the workshop participants evaluated the oVI~rall 
effectiveness of the instructor as "good." Combining these two 
categories, more than nine out of every ten (91.7 percent) persons 
attending the workshops and completing a critique felt that the 
instructor's overall performance was above average. 
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Of the 801 critiques received, almost 5 percent did not complete the 
rating factor for the instructor. Of those .persons who did complete 
the instruc tor's rating factor, only 28 out of 763 persons (3.7 
percent) evaluated his effectiveness as either "average" or "poor." 
No "fair" ratings were received. 

A general summary of the overall evaluation of the OBTS workshop and 
the instructor, by each category of agency attending the training 
sessions, may be found in Table 4. 

Visual Aids 

There 
These 
slide 

were four types of visual aids used in the OBTS workshops. 
included wall charts, flip charts ~ handout materials, and a 
presentation which was only used in the first eight workshops. 

a. Wall Charts and Flip Charts 

The wall charts consisted of photographic enlargements of 
the six-page 1976 statewide disposition tree. The size of 
each enlargement was 42 inches by 60 inches. 

The OBTS concept of tracking individual adult felony 
arrestees from the point of arrest to the point of final 
disposition stimulated the development of the disposition 
tree format. This type of data display shows the level and 
reason each arrestee/defendant filtered out of the 
California criminal justice system. This type of format 
indicates the actions which were taken at the major 
decision points as the arrestee/defendant progressed 
through the state's criminal justice process. 

1. 

2. 

Felony Disposition Summary 

The first three pages in the six-page disposition tree 
report contain a Felony Disposition Summary for the 
police and prosecutor, lower court, and superior 
court. Both numeric totals and percent calculations 
are indicated at each level shown. These data enable 
the user to see the number and proportion of the 
dispositions which have occurred at each level of the 
criminal justice system. 

Elapsed Time Reports 

In addition to displaying numeric and percent data, 
the disposition tree report contains a series of 
elapsed time reports. These elapsed time data appear 
as the last three pages in each Six-page disposition 
tree. These reports show the average elapsed time in 
days from the date of felony arrest to the date of the 
final disposition, regardless of whether that 
disposition takes place at the police, prosecutor, 
lower court, or superior court levels. 
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The general format of both the Felony Disposition 
Summary and the Elapsed Time Report is identical; the 
only difference being that numeric and proportional 
data are shown on the former, while elapsed time data 
in days are shown on the latter. Elapsed time data 
are computed automatically and are based upon the 
dates which are reported on the JUS 8715 form by local 
agencies as the individual progresses through the 
various levels of the criminal justice system. 

The flip charts used in the workshop presentation were 
enlargements of several of the key handouts contained 
in each participant's packet of materials. 

In evalua ting the utili ty and effectiveness of the 
wall chart enlargements, 38.3 percent rated them as 
"excellent," with an additional 50.4 percent of the 
workshop participants rating them as "good." A 
combined "above average" rating of 88.7 percent was 
registered by the attendees. 

Handout Materials 

A packet of handout materials was given to each person 
attending the OBTS workshop. These packets contained 17 
different handouts which were used throughout the three­
hour presentation. These handouts provided numerous 
examples of how the OBTS data could be used by local 
agencies as well as reference and resource materials which 
were needed to accurately interpret the 1976 data. (See 
Appendix III for a complete listing of handouts distributed 
to each participant and Appendix IV for a sample workshop 
packet. ) 

Out of 801 persons completing the workshop critique, over 
half of the participants (53.1 percent) rated the handouts 
as "excellent." Out of the 10 individual rating factors on 
the critique, this factor had the second highest overall 
proportion of "excellent" ratings. Combining the "good" 
ratings reported for this factor, over 93 percent of the 
workshop participants felt that the handout materials were 
well above average. Only about 3 percent rated the 
handouts below average, with 4 percent of the attendees not 
completing this rating factor. 

The handout materials were rated to be the most significant 
visual aid used in the workshop presentations. ' 

Slide Presentation 

Early preparations for the workshop itinerary included the 
development of a 45-minute color slide presentation which 
traced the processing steps of the JUS 8715 reporting form 
as it progressed through the Sacramento County criminal 
justice system. 
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A series of 160 slides were taken to depict the processing 
activities at the law enforcement, prosecutor, lower court, 
superior court, Department of Justice (DOJ) Quality Control 
Unit, Bureau of Identification (BID), and BCS levels of the 
criminal justice system. A 34-page script was also 
prepared which contained a detailed narrative description 
of all phases of the JUS 8715 reporting system. (See 
Appendix II.) 

A preliminary review of the slides and script by the OCJP 
advisory eommittee resulted in major modifications to this' 
proposed section of the workshop presentation. Most of the 
slides described the clerical processing of the JUS 8715 at 
county and state levels of the California criminal justice 
system. The OCJP advisory committee felt that these 
detailed clerical procedures would not be of interest to 
the principle target group of the workshops - the criminal 
justice planners and administrators who are more interested 
in how to interpret and use the data than in how the data 
are processed. 

After major modifications to the slide presentation, it was 
tested in the first eight workshops. Th~ logistics 
necessary for the most effective use of a slide 
presentation (e.g., projector, screen, lighting, seating, 
etc.) in a different location for each workshop did not 
prove to be feasible. 

197 persons viewed the slide presentation in the first 
eight workshops and evaluated its effectiveness. Of those 
197 persons completing a critique on the slide 
presentation: 

24.4 percent rated it as excellent 
45.7 percent rated it as good 
16.8 percent rated it as average 
10.6 percent rated it as fair 
2.5 percent rated it as poor 

100.0 percent of partiCipants evaluating the slide pr esen ta tion. 

With only about 70 percent of the viewing audience rating 
the slide presentation above average, it was determined to 
discontinue this visual aid portion of the workshop program 
after the eighth workshop. 

Beginning with Workshop 9, a photographic enlargement of an 
abbreviated flow chart (contained in the packet of handout 
materials) was substituted for the slide presentation. 
Lecture material was presented to trace the flow of the JUS 
8715 reporting form through the various processing levels 
of the criminal justice system. This major modification 
appeared to be well accepted by the participants attending 
Workshops 9 through 33. 
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General Comments 

The critique provided workshop participants wi th the opportunity to 
express their feelings in narrative form about the overall workshop 
experience. While there were six gem.ral questions designated to 
evoke a written response, only the first question was objective and 
measurable. The other areas of responses were subjective and 
therefore not precisely measurable. 

In response to the inquiry, "Does your agency use OBTS data?", over 
half of the 801 workshop participants (54.7 percent) indicated a 
negative response. Another 14.5 percent were unsure as to whether 
their superiors lmew about and used the OBTS data and did not 
indicate a response to this question. While about 31 percent of the 
participants did indicate that their agencies used the OBTS data, it 
does not appear that this response is altogether accurate. 

Of the 987 persons attending the OBTS workshops, 297 (30.1 percent) 
were from the four southern counties of Los Angeles, San Diego, 
Orange, and San Bernardino. Criminal justice agencies in these 
counties have been exposed to OBTS data since the 1973 disposition 
year whereas the othrr 54 counties in the state have only had OBTS 
data available to them since the 1975 disposition year. ,Therefore, 
with two additional years of exposure to the OBTS system and the data 
produced through that system, agencies in the four southern counties 
would generally have a much higher proportion of "yes" answers to 
this question than would representatives at the workshops from the 
other 54 counties which have had two years or less exposure to the 
data. In other words, with about 30 percent of the workshop 
participants being from counties which have had accessibility to the 
data for two years longer than counties in the rest of the state , 
their "yes" answer to this question tends to give the impression that 
more persons/agencies do use the OBTS data than is actually the case. 

In a subjective attempt to ascertain a more realistic response to 
this question, the instructor asked the attendees at the last 11 
v:orkshops to indicate by a show of hands their response to the 
following question: "How many of you have seen data displayed in the 
disposition tree format before or think that it has been used in your 
agency?" 

In response to this question, asked of approximately 350 workshop 
participants, only about 15 percent responded affirmatively. This 
hand-tally survey seems to indicate that a large majority of workshop 
participants in the last 11 workshops (about 85 percent) had no prior 
exposure to the availability, interpretation, or use of the OBTS data 
as disseminated in its disposition tree format. ' 

Whether this subjective estimate of only 15 percent is accepted, or 
the more objective tally of 3lpercent from the critiques, it must be 
said that the overall objective of informing contributing agencies 
about the availability, interpretation, and use of OBTS data was a 
highly successful effort undertaken by the Department of Justice. 

19 

,.~ 

\ 
\ 

/' 
I 

PHASE IV - OUTGROWTHS FROM THE OBTS WORKSHOPS 

As a result of this statewide training effort by the Division of Law 
EnforceIllerrr. (DLE), there were several immediate and visible response.s made by 
criminal justice agencies around the state. 

A. Letters of Commendation 

Many letters of praise and commendation for DLE and BCS were received from 
criminal justice agencies around the state. 

These agencies responded in a very enthusiastic and positive manner to the 
OBTS workshops which were presented in their respective areas. The 
participants expressed the fact that many persons and agencies had not 
known about the wide variety of disposition data reports ~hat were 
available through the OBTS reporting system. Others knew of the data but 
were unfamiliar with a basic understanding of how to interpret the 
dispOSition tree format. Only a few of the workshop participants knew 
about both the wide range of reports available and how to interpret the 
data, but this group lacked precise examples on a variety of ways in which 
the OBTS data could be put to practical use within their specific agency 
or county. 

The content of the OBTS workshop was designed to meet the needs of all 
three groups of participants. The following were discussed during the 
workshop presentations: information on the wide variety of reports which 
could be generated upon request; techniques on how users should interpret 
the data format; and at least 24 different applications of the OBTS data 
to meet various agency needs. These many letters of response express 
appreciation to DLE for sponsoring such a worthwhile project of 
significant interest and assistance to local criminal justice agencies. 

B. State Conference Presentations 

Another outgrowth or result of the OBTS workshops was the invitation for 
the workshop instructor to speak at three major annual conferences around 
the state. 

1. CPOA Conference 

2. 

3. 

The California Peace Officers' Association (CPOA) met in Newport 
Beach on May 14-18, 1978. 

Municipal Court Clerks Conference 

The Association of Municipal Court Clerks held their Northern Spring 
Conference in San Mateo on May 20, 1978. 

CLEARS Conference 

The California Law Enforcement Association of Record Supervisors 
(CLEARS) met in San Luis Obispo on May 25-26, 1978. 
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At each of these three annual conferences of criminal justice 
personnel, a presentation about OBTS data was given. An eight-page 
handout, containing the 1977 statewide OBTS disposition tree and data 
limitations, was printed and distributed to all the delegates. In 
addition, an analysis of the 1977 OBTS data, by individual county, 
was prepared for delivery to conference attendees. This analysis 
highlighted the "top ten" counties with total reported 1977 
dispositions exceeding 3,000, and evaluated, based on the reported 
data, such significant criminal justice information as which county 
had the highest or lowest proportions of: 

law enforcement releases 
warrant arrests 
complaints requested 
complaints denied 
felony complaints filed 
misdemeanor complaints filed 
lower court dispositions 
lower court dismissals 
lower court convictions 
superior court dispositions 
superior court convictions 
overall conviction rate (lower and superior courts) 
persons committed to prison who were originally arrested on 
felony charges. 

This type of analysis and presentation again demonstrated the versatility 
and importance of OBTS data in evaluating the state and county criminal 
justice system. 

C. Increased Requests for OBTS Data 

On May 22, 1978 a letter from the Assistant Director of the Identification 
and Information Branch of DLE was sent to the 1,000 persons who attended 
the OBTS workshops (Attachment VI). 

This letter contained the 1977 statewide disposition tree and informed 
criminal justice agencies that 1977 OBTS data were now available upon 
request by: 

l. County 6. Age 
2. Law enforcement agency 7. Race 
3. Judicial district 8. Sex 
4. Arrest offense 9. Prior criminal record 
5. Convicted offense 10. Existing criminal status 

This follow-up contact to the actual workshops triggered an avalanche of 
special requests for OBTS data from law enforcement agencies, prosecutors 
courts, and other criminal justice planning agencies throughout the state: 
The majority of California agencies now know about OBTS data and are 
asking for it and beginning to use it in their agencies. This'more than 
justifies the estimated expenditure of about $50,000 of LEAA funds to 
train California's criminal justice community in the availability 
interpretation, and use of OBTS data. ' 

el·' , " 

D. Out-of-State Request for OBTS Training 

A final outgrowth of the OBTS workshops was the invitation to the 
instructor to travel to Springfield, Illinois to present a 1-2 day seminar 
for 20 top managers and administrators in the Illinois Department of Law 
Enforcement. 

The success of the California OBTS workshops prompted our Illinois OBTS 
counterparts to request a full orientation and training course for their 
personnel who are now plowing ground which the California OBTS system 
broke five years ago. The Illinois DLE paid all travel and per diem 
expenses to the BCS instructor who conducted the workshop on June 20, 
1978. Final authorization was secured from the Office of Criminal Justice 
Planning and the Governor's Office for this out-of-state training program 
for Illinois OBTS personnel. 

Other states such as Florida and Georgia have sent delegations to the 
California Bureau of Criminal Statistics to observe first-hand how 
criminal justice disposition information is reported, processed, analyzed, 
and used within the state. These one-to-two day orientation and training 
seminars have proved to be very beneficial to those states which are in 
the early phases of developing and implementing their own OBTS system. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

In evaluating the overall effectiveness of the OBTS workshops, this report has 
taken into consideration the following resources: 

The subjective "feelings" of the instructor 
The verbal responses of the participants 

The written evaluations of about 80 percent of the persons who 
attended the workshops 

The letters of praise and commendation directed to DLE and BCS from 
criminal justice agencies around the state 

All indications from these criteria point to the fact that this one-year 
project funded by LEAA, sponsored by OCJP, and conducted by BCS, was an overwhelming Success. 

In summary, perhaps the evaluation by the Associate Deputy Director of the 
Office of Criminal Justice Planning best expresses the impact that the OBTS 
workshops had on California's criminal justice agencies: 

"A number of CCCJ Regional Directors have informed me that the OBTS 
seminars ••• throughout the state were extremely well done. They 
felt the presentation was excellent and that data was timely, as 
well as very useful in analyzing local criminal justice performance 
•••• I hope that these types of training programs can be continued 
as more and more agencies become aware of the usefulness of OBTS data." 
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ATTACHMENT I A PROPOSED PROGRAM FOR TRAINING 21 REGIONAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE PLANNING AGENCIES 
AND LOCAL REPORTING AGENCIES IN THE INTERPRETATION AND USE OF 

1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

BACKGROUND 

Th, CMomi, OBTS 'ffmth" pmduced , 1974 d", b"" of I 07,578 dispositions of ,dul 's "'''s',d on f,lony cl>"'ges in Los 
Aogeles, S,o Oi'go, Omog" ood S"" B"n",dino ,ouoties. p", th, 1975 dispOSition Y"', th, OBTS d", b,se Indudes 
174,069 dispositions f,om 56 ",un ties, oxcludiog Al'med, ood S""" CI"" ,ounlies. Thes, d", w," "p"'ted 10 BCS on 'h, 
"Oispo.tioo of Amsl 'nd COlli' A'tion" fonn (JUS 8715). A 1976 d", b,se of 'ppmxim",ly 160,000 dispositions will be completed by mid-1977. 

With th, incre,sed ,viill,blllty of OBTS dot, 10 counti" ,nd Inc,.; cdmin,; justice 'g'ncl" 'mund th, s"", th, Blli"u of 
Cd"';n"; S',tistics (BCS) h" "qU"',d ""d "ceiv,d "" LEAA gnm' (Numb" 76-8S-09.0007) '0 in",,,,,, th, utillzs'ion of the OBTS data developed under the California Comprehensive Data System. 
PURPOSE 

The pU'pos, of th, nin"month, $59,975 gmn' is '0 dev'lop , model pmgmm whicl> "'" b, used '0 'min s'st" county, ""d local criminal justice agencies in the interpretation and use of the 1976 OBTS data. 
SCOPE 

T"'ining wllI b, pmvided '0 'h, C,Hfomi, Omce of Crimin"; Justice PI,nning, escl> of th, 21 regional plsnning ll8,ncl", looal 
agencies (e.g. police, prosecutors, lower and superior court personnel), LEAA, and any other persons/agencies who are 
ioterest'd in OBTS d", fo, statistical 0' pllmning pU'Poses. AppmXim,t,ly 30.35 meetings will be h,ld ,muod th, s"" beginning in September 1977. 

CONTENT 

BCS wHi d'",lop the 'ntire 'mining pmg"'m. Hillf·d,y wod<Shops ('ppmximat,ly thre, homs in length) will indud, th, following elements: 

A color slide presentation on the JUS 8715 reporting system; the flow of the form from the pOint of arrest to the 
pOint of final disposition; data entry responsibilities at each disposition level; distribution of the completed JUS 
8715 docum,n'; pmcessing of 'he S"tistIcal d,ta by BCS; 'nd 'yPes of d", oU'pu, ,vsIl,bl, '0 ",n'ribu'ing agencies. 

PLAN 

Distribution of disposition data. This will include published 1975-1976 OBTS data and 1976 data on the 
dispositions of f,lony "'es" in ev,')' I,w 'nfo,cement ,,",ncy snd coun'y within "ch of th, 21 regions, oxduding Santa Clara County. 

An oxpl,n'tion of v"ious w'ys '0 inte'pre' ,nd "" 'h, 1976 OBTS d",. The utili"tion of disposition dst, by arrest offense, age, race, and sex by local planning agencies. 

There will also be ample Opportunity for local agency personnel to ask questions about the reporting of criminal justice data and the interpretation of the data that are eventually produced. . 

BCS h" req'es"d th, coope"'ion of th, S'at, Office of Criminal J ",tice PIlmning (OCJI') in ,ohl,ving the obj"tives of the 
OBTS g"ot. BCS wishes to coo,,,, th, Assocl,tIon of R'gioo,; PI,oniog 0;''''0," '0 reques' thei, assis'""ce in setting up 
these training workshops in order to reach as many local agencies within each region as possible. 

Tho uso of an Adviso,y Committee within th, Assocl,tion of R'gion,; PI""ning O,,,,to," has been suggest,d .. , possibl, means for: 

Coordinating the meetings around the state 
Establishing a schedule for the meetings 
Selecting a suitable site for each workshop 

ASSisting in contacting local police, prosecutor, court, and probation personnel about the workshops Providing a supportive role in this cooperative effort 
PAR TIC/PANTS 

<""~'\ 

t,·, 11" following 'g'ncy pe"onoel m,y b, c";led upon 10 sotively P'mclp'" in Ih, w",kshops: 

A representative from the State OCJP at selected regional meetings, as reqUired 
The Regional OCJP Director or delegate 
A BCS/OBTS Research Manager 
A BCS/OBTS Coding Supervisor as reqUired 
A representative from the Field Services Section, Department of Justice 
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EVELLE J. YOUNGER 

ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

irpartmrltt nf iusUrr 
DMSION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 

3301 "C" STREET 
SACRAMENTO 95816 

(916) 322-4350 

August 12, 1977 

To: California Criminal Justice Agencies 

1976 Data 

Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (aBTS) 

. 1976 Data and Statewide Workshops 

ATTACHMENT II 

DALE H. SPECK 

DIRECTOR 

P. O. Bo.: 13281 o S"cramer.~o, California 
95813 

Enclosed are several summary tables showing the 1976 dispositions of adults arrested on felony charges in your 
county and statewide (i.e., 57-county total excluding Santa Clara County). This information is the result of the 
aBTS reporting system and includes data on felony arrest dispositions at the police, prosecutor, lower court, and 
superior court levels of the California and county criminal justice system as reported by local agencies on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). 

OBTS Workshops 

The Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) has received a special federal grant to provide assistance to local criminal 
justice agencies in the interpretation and use of 1976 aBTS data. A series of 35 half-day workshops has been 
scheduled in cooperation with the 21 regional criminal justice planning agencies. A schedule of those meetings is 
enclosed for your information and use. 

These workshops will begin in September 1977 and continue through March 1978. It would be very beneficial for 
those members of your staff who use the aRTS data for planning or budgeting purposf,lS to attend the meeting 
scheduled for your county. aBTS data for your county and every law enforcement agency in the county will be 
disseminated there. 

A self-addressed, prepaid postcard is enclosed to notify the Department of Justice's Field Services Section of the 
anticipated attendance from your agency. Please indicate the attendance expected from your agency and return this 
card by September I, 1977. Facilities for each meeting will be secured by the regional criminal justice planning 
agencies who are coordinating the workshops with personnel from the Department of Justice. 

If there are any questions regarding the enclosed 1976 aBTS data, please call Frank Hirleman at (916) 322-5234. 
Mr. Hirleman is the Program Manager of the aBTS component which collects, processes, and reports on all 
dispositions received by BCS on the JUS 8715. Questions regarding the aBTS training sessions may be directed to 
Dennis Bartholomew at (916) 322·5234 who will be conducting the workshops. 

Please make every effort to see that at least one representative from your agency is in attendance. 

DHS:rll 
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ATTACHMENT II - Continued 

OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Workshop Schedule 

The following workshops have been scheduled to assist statewide criminal justice agencies to interpret 
and use 1976 OBTS data. Representatives from law enforcement, Ptosecutor, public defender, lower court, 
superior court, and probation agencies are invited to attend. 

This training is being coordinated with the 21 regional criminal justice planning agencies. The specific 
address of each workshop may be obtained from the regional OCJP offices one to two weeks before the 
scheduled meeting. The securing of adequate facilities depends upon each agency estimating their 
attendance on the enclosed postcard and returning it to Field Services Section by September 1, 1977. 

Workshop 
number Day 

I. Wednesday 
2 . Thursday 
3. Friday 
4. Wednesday 

5. Friday 
6. Thursday 
7. Thursday 
8. Thursday 
9. Thursday 

10. Friday 
II. Thursday 
12. Thursday 
13. Thursday 
14. Thursday 

15. Friday 
16. Tuesday 
17. Thursday 
18. Thursday 
19. Friday 
20. Thursday 

2I. Friday 
22. Thursday 
23. Friday 
24. Thursday 
25. Thursday 
26. Thursday 
27. Thursday 
28. Thursday 
29. Thursday 
30. Thursday 

3l. Thursday 
32. Thursday 
33. Friday 

September workshops 
October workshops 
November workshops 
December workshops 

Total workshops: 35 

~ 

9-14-77 
9-15-77 
9-16-77 
9-21-77 

9-23-77 
9-29-77 
10-6-77 
10-13-77 
10-20-77 

10-21-77 
10-27-77 
il-3-77 
11-10-77 
11-17-77 

11-18-77 
11-22-77 
12-1-77 
12-8-77 
12-9-77 
12-15-77 

1-13-78 
1-19-78 
1-27-78 
2-2-78 
2-9-78 
'2-16-78 
2-23-78 
3-2-78 
3-9-78 
3-16-78 

3-23-78 
3-30-78 
3-31-78 

6 
5 
5 
4 

20 

City location 

Santa Ana 
Los Angeles 
Long Beach 
Redding 

Bakersfield 
Oroville 
Eureka 
Ukiah 
Sacramento 

Marysville 
Novato 
Napa 
San Jose 
Modesto 

San Francisco 
Santa Monica 
Concord 
San Diego 
Oceanside 
Sonora 

San Luis Obispo 
Santa Barbara 
Ventura 
San Carlos 
Indio 
Bishop 
Pomona 
Oakland 
El Centro 
Salinas 

San Bernardino 
Fresno 
Visalia 

WorkshoE 

26 

Time 

1:00-4:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:30-12:30 

10:00-2:00 
1:00-4:00 
1:00-4:00 
1:00-4:00 
10:00-2:00 

10:00-2:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 

1:00-4:00 
9:30-12:30 
1:00-4:00 
9: 30-12:30 
9:00-12:00 
1:00-4:00 

9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
1:00-4:00 
9:00-12:00 
9:00-12:00 
9: 30-12: 30 
1:00-4:00 
9:00-12:00 

1:00-4:00 
10:00-2:00 
10: 00-2: 00 

Summar:t 

OCJP 
Region Counties 

T Orange 
R Los Angeles 
R Los Angeles 
B Shasta, Siskiyou, Tehama, 

Trinity, Lassen, Modoc 
N Kern 
C Butte, Colusa, Glenn, Plumas 
A Humboldt, Del Norte 
A Mendocino, Lake 
D Sacramento, El Dorado, 

Placer, Yolo 
D Sutter, Sierra, Nevada, Yuba 
E Sonoma, Marin 
E Napa, Solano 
J Santa Clara 
K Stanislaus, Merced, Mariposa, 

San Joaquin 
F San Francisco 
R Los Angeles 
G Contra Costa 
U San Diego 
U San Diego 
L Tuolumne, Amador, Calaveras, 

Alpine 
P San Luis Obispo 
P Santa Barbara 
Q Ventura 
H San Mateo 
S Riverside 
0 Inyo, Mono 
R Los Angeles 
I Alameda 
S Imperial 
M Monterey, Santa Cruz, 

San Benito 
S San Bernardino 
N Fresno, Madera 
N Tulare, Kings 

January workshops 
February workshops 
Ma~ch workshops 
Back-up workshops, 

3 
4 
6 

if required 
(12-21-77 or 1-6-78) 2 
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LOS ANGELES REGIONAL 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE PlANNING BOARD 

Hon. 'Clarence A. Stromwall 
Chairman 

M E M o R A N D u M 

January 31, 1978 

TO: 

FROM: 

Los Angeles county Criminal Justice Agencies 

Ronald F. webe~~ 
Executive Director 

Ronald F. Weber 
£xecutive Director 

SUBJECT: 
OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) WORKSHOP 

In cooperation with the California Bureau of Criminal statistics, the 
Los Angeles Regional Criminal Justice Planning Board is pleased to 
announce the scheduling of an Offender-Based Transaction statistics 
(OBTS) workshop for the Los Angeles Region on February 23, 1978 from 
9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. at the following location: 

POMONA CITY HALL 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ROOM 
505 SOUTH GARVEY AVENUE 

POMONA, CALIFORNIA 

This workshop is the last of four (4) such workshops to be scheduled in 
Los Angeles County as part of a special grant to the Bureau of Crimi~al 
Statistics, to provide assistance to local criminal justice agencies 
in the 'interpretation and use of 1976 OBTS data. The workshop should 
be beneficial to criminal justice agency representatives from research, 
planning, budgeting, or administrative sections. 

A copy of the workshop agenda has been attached for your information. 

Questions regarding the OBTS training session may be directed to Dennis 
Bartholomew at (916) 920-6165 who will be conducting the workshop or 
Phillip R. Walker, workshop coordinator for the Regional Board staff, 

at (213) 627-8681. 

I encourage you to make every effort to see that at least one represen­
tative from your agency takes advantage of this training. 
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ATTACHMENT III 

OBTS WORKSHOP CRITIQUE 

All persons ~tt~nding the OBTS workshop are requested to e . . Bureau of CrImmal Statistics to evaluate the sco e of th v~luate the trammg session. These critiques will be used b the 
response by user agencies, and ways in which futJre work:hmoatef1a1bPr~sented, the effectiveness of the presentation the o~erall 

ps can e improved. ' 

OBTS Workshop Number _______ _ Name (Optional) ______________________ _ 

Location ____________ _ 
Agency ~-_---------------------_ 

Date _____________ _ Area Code ___ Phone Number -----------------
I. 

II. 

III. 

IV. 

Worksh~p -Content: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

The coverage of the subject matter was 
~e ~aterial was presented clearly and u~cie;st.~d~bl; . . . . . . . 

Th
e dti~e a~ocate~ to each section of the workshop was ..... . 
e Iscusslon at the workshop was ~ . • . . . 

The facilities for holding the workshop' "';e;e' . . . . . . . . . . . . 
My overall evaluation of the workshop is ..::::" . • • . • . • e ••• e •• 

Instructor: 

Evaluate the instructor's 11 ro . 
criteria: Organization p:;=ati~ ectiveness .on ~e basis or the following 
attitude . ' n, commurucation, teaching skills and 

••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••• e.O •••• 0' ••• 

Visual Aids: 

1. Wall charts 2. Handout mat~~l; ................... . 
3. Slide presenta tion .................... . 

•••••• 0 •• 0 •••••••• 0 .0 

General Comments: (Use reverse side ifmore room is needed for response) 

Poor 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 

Waste 
of 

time 

1 
1 
1 

(Please circle appropriate rating) 
F' au Average Good Excellent 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

3 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

4 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

5 

. (Please circle appropriate rating) 
Of Did not Supported Excellent 

some hurt lecture and 
help lecture well helpful 

2 
2 
2 

3 
3 
3 

4 
4 
4 

5 
5 
5 

1. Does your agency use OBTS data? Yes No If "¥e "1 . _ _. s, p ease give specific examples: ____________ _ 

2. How can OBTS data be used in your agency in the future? --------------------

3. What area was most interesting and/or helpful to you? -------------------

4. What area was least interesting and/or helpful to you? -------------------

5. How 'llouid you improve the content of the workshop or the presentation of material? --------

6. Additional comments or questions you want answered: 

28. 
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BUREAU OF CRIMINAL STATISTICS 
OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) COMPONENT 

RESEARCH MANAGER I (OBTS MINI-GRANT) 

DUTY STATEMENT 

AIIA\...nlU£.l'j 1 IV 

Under the general direction of the OBTS Program Manager (Research Manager II), the person assigned will assume 
responsibility for planning, dev~loping, implementing, and completing a training program to instruct criminal 
justice agencies throughout the state in the interpretation and use of 1976 OBTS data. This effort will take place 
between July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978 and will be funded by an LEAA grant (Number 76-55-09-0007) of $59,975. 

TYPICAL TASKS 

1. Provide supervision to analysts and technicians in finalizing the 1976 OBTS master file and in generating the 
necessary reports (i.e., statewide, county, local law enforcement agencies) for use in the workshops. 

2. Determine the format for releasing 1976 OBTS data to criminal justice agencies on local, county, state, and 
national levels. This includes developing the ge~~=~l format, content and accompanying narrative. 

3. Prepare a flow chart and narrative description of the ov~rall JUS 8715 reporting process. This includes 
activity at the local agencies level, quality control procedures at the Branch level, and document processing 
procedures at the Bureau level. 

4. Meet and work with an advisory committee appointed by the Association of Regional Planning Directors (OCJP). 

5. Establish a schedule of 35 workshops throughout the state where representatives from about 800 criminal 
justice agencies can receive information and instruction about the OBTS data collection and reporting system. 

6. Prepare a one-hour color slide presentation and lecture on the entire JUS 8715 reporting system, types of 
statistical reports available in 1975 (i.e., disposition trees) and 1976 (i.e., mortality tables, SYNTAX 
tables, etc.) and the various ways that local agencies can utilize the OBTS data. 

7. Analyze complex statistical disposition data from various jurisdictional areas (E.g. San Diego, Los Angeles, 
San Francisco) to be familiar with major or unusual reporting problems throughout the state. 

8. Coordinate each of approximately 35 workshops with the OCJP director in each of 21 regions to ensure 
representative attendance from local criminal justice agencies in the region as well as adequate space anu 
facilities for the workshop presentations. 

9. Prepare reports for LEAA on the quarterly progress toward achievi"ng the goals and objectives of the OBTS mini­
grant. Write an annual summary and evaluation of the entire project at the end of the one-year grant period. 

10. Administer the budget of the OBTS mini-grant ($59,975) to ensure adequate funds for salary, travel, printing 
costs, and other expenses. 

KNOWLEDGE 

The person aSSigned must have a thorough working knowledge of the OBTS system of reporting criminal justice 
.disposition data on the "Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715) for adults arrested on felony 
charges. The ~nager assigned must also be familiar with how the information is coded, edited, verified, stored, 
and used to produce a variety of reports. A working knowledge of the goals, policies, and functions of the 
Department, Dkvision, Branch, and Bureau administrative levels together with the special aspects of the criminal 
justice system is also required. (Knowledge of the impact of drug diversions under 1000.2 P.C. and mandatory 
sentencing for certain crimes involving the use of firearms is also helpful.) 

ABILIT):ES 

The manager assigned must be able to reason logically and creatively and use a variety of techniques in developing 
a comprehensive training program for both clerical and professional classes at police, prosecutor, and court levels 
of the California criminal justice system. Specialized skills are required in the following areas: 

The ability to write creatively and effecti"ely in preparing analysis of data, work plans, and reports. 

The ability to speak clearly and forcefully to both large and small groups of people in the presentation 
of prepared material as well as in spontaneously responding to questions and comments from the audience. 

The ability to plan and organize an entire training program for approximately 900 local agencies in 57 
counties. This involves the ability to foresee what training is required, the best way to train the 
agencies, and the precise timely achievement of the many major and minor details inherent in the planning 
and preparation phases. 

The ability to enthusiastically "sell" the OBTS concept to grass roots agencies in the Califo::nia justice 
system and to enlist their support and cooperation in accurately reporting the raw data and effectively 
using the procesmed data. 
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Unit: SAC/Application and Uses 
of OBTS Data, 634 

-

Budget item 

Personal services 
Salaries and wages. · • · • · Staff benefits. · · · · · · · Total personal services • · · 

Operating expenses and equipment 
General expense · · · · 0- · · Printing expense •••• • · · Communications expense. · · • Travel-in-state expense · · · Indirect charge · · · · · · · Facilities expense. · · · • • Equipment expense · · · · · · Total operating expenses and 

equipment . . · · · · · · • 
Total personal services and 

· · • 
• · 
• • 
• · • • 
• • 

· • 
0 · · • 

· • 

operating expenses and equipment. 

r;---' 
It -

BUREAU OF CRIMl't~AL STATISTICS 
Budget Report 

Grant Performance Period: 
Period Covered: 

Actual 
expended/encumbered 

Total -
allotmenta Total Percent 

, 

$26 5 455 $24,720 93 
5,775 4,842 84 

32,230 $29,562 92 

$ 1,890 $ 1,541 82 
1,500 745 50 

499 388 78 
9,158 5,361 59 

,13,548 11,295 83 
900 900 100 
250 207 83 

$27,745 $20,437 74 

$59,975 $49,999 83 

July 1, 1976-June 30, 1978 
April 1, 1978-June 30, 1978 

Percent 
Year-end expended 

projection year-end 

$+1,735 93 
+933 84 

$+2,668 92 

$ +349 82 
+755 50 
+111 78 

+3,797 59 
+2,253 83 

0 100 
-+43 83 

$+7,308 7!~ 

$+9,976 83 

aBalance after any modification as reflected on the Monthly Budget Report (MBR). 
Note: Rounded to the nearest dollar or whole percentage point, as appropriate. 

'. 

Bureau of Cr~ina1 Statistics 
July 1978 
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EVELLE J. YOUNGER 
ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

--------

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

iltpurtttwtti nf ifusiitt 
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 

IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION BRANCH 
P.O. BOX 13387 

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95813 
(916) 445-9830 

May 22,1978 

To: Criminal Justice Agencies That Participated in the OBTS Workshops 

1977 Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) 

AfTACtlMEl'll VI 
DALE H. SPECK 

DIRECTOR 

The enclosed "disposition tree" shows 1977 dispositions which were reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics 
(BCS) by criminal justice agencies in ~7 counties. These are summary data on the final dispositions of adults who 
were arrested on felony charges. Please note the "Data Information and Limitations" page which will help you 
interpret the data more accurately, 

The statewide "disposition tree" is representative of a wide range of reports which are now available upon request. 

This includes reports by: 

1. County 
2. Law enforcement agency 
3. Judicial district 
4. Arrest offense 
5. Convicted offense 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

Age 
Race 
Sex 
Prior criminal record* 
Existing criminal status* 

* Available only for dispositions occurring at the superior court leveL 

Requests for data in any of the above categories should be directed to me or: 

Sandi Grout, Manager 
Special Requests Section 
Bureau of Criminal Statistics 
P. O. Box 13427 
Sacramento, Califomia 95813 

You may be interested to know that 987 persons from 575 statewide criminal justice agencies attended the 33 OBTS 
workshops concluded in March. We appreciate your attendance at these workshops and hope they were helpful in 
informing you about the availability, interpretation, and use of OBTS data. Please contact us if we can be of further 
service in providing disposition data to your agency. 

FHW:rlb 
Enc. 
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Sincerely, 

DALE H. SPECK, Director 
Division of Law Enforcement 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

.8.11.8.l-tll"lCL'Il V II 

No. 1795597 DISPOSITION OF ARREST AND COURT '-ACTION 

A. LAW ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS 

,J?_'lESTING AGENCY 
( { \-
, \"ING NO. I LOC. BKD. 

"'-' 
ARRESTEE'S NA"'E (LAST. FIRST. MIDDLE) 

I DR. L1C. NO. STATE 

MT. 

RELEASE DATE: ___________ --I CII:: 

REASON FOR RELEASE: 

_ •. _I~~_~:~.(I.).O ooz.~~~_~~~!_.O ~ •. a4~.~~~! .. 0 FBI:: 

IF 849B (I) CHECK ONE: ADM ISS. EV(O, INSUFF. 0 

AOD-R-ES-S---------------C-IT-Y--------+-S-EX~ ASCERT. EVIO, INSUFF. 0 ARRESTEE EXON, 0 55:: 

COMPL REFUSES TO PROS. CJ FURTHER INVEST. 0 

OE;:::SC~E;::N::T:-r--::-:-=-r-.:::=-r:-:-::-:-::-::-::r-=:-=-::-:-r::--:--:-------l-A-G-E-I REl. TO OTH. AGENCY 0 LOCAL:: (AS SUBNITTEO ON FP CARDS) 

OTHER 0 

B. COMPLAINT INFORMATION 
~-----------------

DISTRICT ATTORNEY CITY ATTORNEY 

D-IR-T~-LA-C-E-'C'-TY-fi-ST-AT-E-.--~~---L~----~--------~~A-O-.~ 
CHG. 

INVEST. 
DATE_. ___ . __ AGENCY _____ -I 

__________ .......L __ -,-______ 1 _____ --1---I COMPo #-----------------1 OATE. ___________ _ 

DIV. 8< DETAIL ARRESTING O.A. IDENT. "---. C.A. IDENT. :: 
REJ./REF. REASON CUSTODY YES 0 NO 0 REJ. REASON CUSTODY 

YES 0 ~L~OC~A~T~170~N~OCF:~A~R~R~E~ST-------L---------r-~----~ 1. 

Z. BAIL 0 

TYPE CHARGE ,SfC . CODE. OEF ) 
3. OIR 0 

• 1. 1~~~~~:::~~::::~~~~d---__ ~4L.~~----__ l--!F~U:G~IT!IV~E~OL---
Am:i/TIONmH"ARG"Es----·----------l.---·----I TRUE NAME (IF DifFERENT FROM ABOVE) FILE::: IDEF :: 

2. _ .. _ 3. __________ ._ 4. _____ _ 

C. I.OWEH COUIIT INFOHJ\.fATION JUDIC 

CHARGES (SEC .. COOl'. DEF.) 
AT FILING AT DISPOSITION 

-----------·-----··-----;::~-;::,T-i-__r_f-T-f~t_P·H.2£.f4=-4---=.:..:.:::.::.~2...-~~+~~ 
----------·---------~~~_t_T-H-r-+-+--t-+--H-++----I--+--l--+-
2. ----- ---·--------~-~H_r_t__t__t_t_I-+_+-+-+_+_l-----I---I-+--J-­f- --------.---~~_t__t_T_t_t_t__t_+_+_t-+-t--+--~-+-+--l--J--

----------------1 ~~~~~:E §) §][§] 
ATTORNEY 

D. !-'{lI'EHIOH COUIIT [j'l FILE # _. _ .. _________ ----'-_, __ ~_..:.:..::..::.:=:.::...:..:.~:..:. ___ =__ ____ _=.:.:.:._. ________ __1 

CIIARGES 

ATTORNEY NUMBER 

HUNG JURY 0 

REMAND. TO LOWER COURT 0 

DAYS FINE 0 $ 

REST TO CO. $ 

t.. I{EASON DlSI\IJSSAL COUNT 40 REMARKS 

I'EH SUBSECTION J J [W PC SUPERIOR COURT COUNT I 

JUDGMENT OR ORDER SUPPLEMENTAL TO ANY DISPOSITION INFORMATION PREViOUSLY REPORTED 

DATE DISMISSED IZ03.4 PC 0 1772 W Be IC 0 RECORD SEALED 851.7 PC 0 781 W Be IC 0 

1203.3 q.,=.IZ~3~~o..~~-g-""_~~ER 0 ___________ 1203.45 ~C 0 . OTHER 0 

FUlFI LLS SECTION 11115 PC. 11116 PC. 11117 PC TO: BUREAU OF IDEN~i:I;N. 3:f BOX-;~41;: ~~:A;~To:'"~;~;1-3-
RECORD SEALING-ATTACH CERT. COURT ORDER 

-::":-~~=.:=~-::.~-=----;::----=~::,.-::::'= 

JUS 8715 (3.7:1.) 
QUAD <DT QSP 



DISPOSITION OF ARREST AND COURT ACTION 

A. LAW ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION REASON FOR RELEASE I RELEASE DATE 1.0. NUMBERS 
ARRESTING/BOOKING AGENCY o 849B (3) PC CII NO. r o 849B (1) PC 

BOOKING NO. LOCAL NO. (OCA) IPOB If 849B (I) PC, please check one of the following: FBI NO. 

o COM;:"L. REFUSES TO PROS. o ADMISS. EVID. INSUFF. 

NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE) o ARRESTEE EXON. o ASCERT. EVID. INSUFF. S.S. NO. 

o FURTHER INVEST. 

SEX DESCENT HGT I WGT IEYES HAIR DATE OF BIRTH o RELEASED TO OTHER AGENCY D.L. NO. 

o OTHER 

ARREST DATE I WARRANT NO. t CHARGE 1 (SEC., CODE) I TYPE CHARGE 2 (SEC., CODE) TYPE 
I F M F M -J I 1 I 

CHARGE 3 (SEC., CODE) I TYPE I CHARGE 4 (SEC., CODE) TYPE I REMARKS: 
F M I F 

M ._ 

I I I I I 

B. PROSECUTION 
IDATE I REASON FOR REJECTION 

0849.5 PC lCHARGE 1 CHARGE 2 I CHARGE 3 J CHARGE 4 I FILE NO. 
~ 

L.C. JUD. DIST. NO. DATE FILED I CONSOLIDATED FILE NO. 

C. COURT INFOR.MATION s.c. JUD. DIST. NO. 
TYPE OF FILING: o INFORMATION o CERTIFICATION o INDICTMENT 

FT2'~~ ~L~~ FINAL DISPOSITION 6~~'5 CHARGES AT DISPOSITION PLEA DATE 
F M NG NG·l G ~L.O ACQ DIS I~~J HTA C_RT CONY F M SECTION AND CODE DEG PRIOR SC 

I. 
2. ---
3. 

4. 
DATE OF SENTENCE TRUE NAME l TYPE OF TRIAL: OJURY o COURT o TRANSCRIPT 

J o FINDING/VERDICT OF NOT GUILTY·INSANE 

SENTENCE CHARGE I SUS CHARGE 2 SUS CHARGE 3 SUS CHARGE 4 SUS 

( CYA 

-----.-
JAIL 

FINE 

RESTITUTION 

OTHER 

17 PC 17 PC 17 PCI 17 PC 
PROBATION 

PRISON SUSl 

NOTES: 

REMARKS: 

DATE OBW o CRC 3050 WIC 01203.03 PC 01370 PC --( 0 ST. HOSP. 
D. PROCEEDINGS 

SUSPENDED o APPEAL o CRC 3051 WIC o MISTRIAL 01026 PC . 

01000 PC o NON·STl"T DIVERSION o OTHER o MDSO J 0 CO. MENTAL 

DATE OBW o CRC 01203.03 PC o 1370PC OCYA 
E. REOPEN OR o APPEAL 01170 PC o MISTRIAL 01026 PC OJUV CRT RETRIAL 

AFTER 01000 PC o NON·STAT DIVERSION o HUNG JURY o MDSO o LOWER CRT 

, .QOTHER 

DATE o VIOLATED o REVOKED o REINSTATED 
\ 

PROBATION 01203.9 PC 01203.3 PC o EXPIRED 

F. SUBSEQUENT MODIFIED TO:_ - MOS. _OS JAIL - FINE 

ACTION DATE 01203.4 PC o 1203.4a PC 01772 WIC 
CONVICTION SET ASIDE/REDUCED/DISMISSED 0 o REDUCED 17 PC OOTHER 3200 WIC 

DATE o 85l.7 PC o 85l.8 PC 01203.45 PC RECORD SEALED 33 0389 WIC 0781 WIC o OTHER 

[)f.'PIlRTMENT Of" JUSTICE 
7 I <>-

NO CARBON NEEDED 
--JUS 8715 (Rev. 1/1/78) 
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Workshop 
number Total 

Total · 575 
Percent 100.0 

1 · · · 30 
2 • · · 20 
3 · · · 18 
4 • · · 31 
5 • · · 16 
6 · · · 12 
7 · · · 9 
8 • · · 16 
9 · · · 21 
10. · · 22 
11. · · 16 

( 16 12. · · 13. 21 · · 14. · · 33 
15. · · 15 
16. · · 11 
17. · · 7 

1; I 18. · · 19. · · 11 20. · · 21. · · 13 
22. · · 14 
23. · · 12 
24. · · 16 
25. · · 13 
26. · · 6 
27. · · 33 
28. · · 22 
19. · · 12 
30. · · 23 
31. · · 25 
32. · · 17 
33. · · 20 

-------­_._---

TABLE 1 

Y OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES 
A SUMMAR STATEWIDE OBTS WORKSHOPS PARTICIPATING AT THE 3

9
3

77 
_ MARCH 31 1978 

SEPTEMBER 14, 1 , 

k h Wor s op Number by Agency Level 

Municipa1/ 
Law justice Superior Probation 

enforcement Prosecutor courts courts departments 

250 37 120 41 41 
43.5 6.4 20.9 7.1 7.1 

18 1 5 0 1 
8 1 7 1 0 

12 0 4 0 0 
10 4 7 6 4 
10 1 2 1 1 
4 2 1 1 1 
3 1 2 1 0 
3 2 9 1 1 

10 1 3 2 1 
1 1 6 11 2 
9 2 1 1 1 
7 1 5 0 1 

10 2 5 1 0 
13 3 9 1 5 

4 2 1 1 1 
7 0 1 0 1 
2 1 1 1 0 
5 1 3 2 1 
2 0 1 0 0 
4 0 2 1 2 
8 0 1 0 1 
6 1 1 1 1 
3 1 2 1 0 

10 1 1 1 1 
6 1 3 1 1 
2 1 2 0 0 

20 0 8 0 1 
7 1 4 1 3 
6 0 3 0 1 

11 3 1 1 3 
12 1 6 1 4 

7 1 7 1 1 
10 0 6 1 i 

Other 

86 
15.0 

5 
3 
2 
0 
1 
3 
2 
0 
4 
1 
2 
2 
3 
2 
6 
2 
2 
7 
2 
2 
3 
4 
5 
2 
1 
1 
4 
6 
2 
4 
1 
0 
2 

f C 1 Stat~st~cs Bureau 0 r~m~na 

April 1978 
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Agency level 

TABLE 2 

AN ESTIMATE OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCY 
PARTICIPATION AT THE 33 STATEWIDE OBTS WORKSHOPS 

SEPTEMBER 14, 1977 - MARCH 31, 1978 

Agency Level by Number and Percent Attending 

I I 
To tal es tima ted 

possible Agencies 
agencies attending 

Number Percent 

--

Agencies not 
attending 

Number Percent Number Percent Total. . . . . . . · · · 809 100.0 489a 60.4 320 39.6 Law enforcementb · · · · 480 100.0 250 52.1 230 47.9 
Prosecutor • . . · · · · 58 100.0 37 63.8 21 36.2 Municipal/justice courts 155 100.0 120 77. l) 35 22.6 
Superior courts. · · · · 58 100.0 41 70.7 17 29.3 
Probation departments. · 58 100.0 41 70.7 17 29.3 

aThis total does not include the 86 "other" agencies which appear in Table 1. 
bSmaller jurisdictions which contract for law enforcement services with the 
county sheriff or police departments are grouped statistically with that agency. 
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Category 

I. Workshop content 
1. Subject mat~er · · 2. Clearly presented. 
3. Time allocated · · 4. Discussion • · . · 5. Facilities • · · · 6. Overall evaluation 

II. Instructor 
1. Overall evaluation w 

0\ 

III. Visual aids 
1. Wall charts. · · · 2. Handouts . . · · · 3. Slidesa • . . · . · 

IV. General comments 
1. Agency use data? • 

Total 

Number Percent 

801 100.0 
801 100.0 
801 100.0 
801 100.0 
801 100.0 
801 100.0 

801 100.0 

801 100.0 
801 100.0 
801 100.0 

( 

TABLE 3 

A SUMMARY OF 801 CRITIQUES COMPLETED 
BY PARTICIPANTS ATTENDING 33 STATEWIDE OBTS WORKSHOPS 

SEPTEMBER 14, 1977 - MARCH 31. 1978 

Rating 

Excellent Good Average 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number 

346 43.2 418 52.2 28 3.5 3 
404 50.4 353 44.1 35 4.4 4 
199 24.8 471 58.8 108 13.5 14 
150 18.7 332 41.4 221 27.6 71 
216 27.0 360 44.9 163 20.3 48 
275 34.3 470 58.7 42 5.2 7 

460 57.4 275 34.3 27 3.4 0 

307 38.3 404 50.4 36 4.5 28 
425 53.1 321 40.1 15 1.9 7 
48 6.0 90 11.2 33 4.1 21 

Total Yes 

Number Percent Number Percent Number 

801 100.0 247 30.8 438 

SThe slide presentation was discontinued follOWing Workshop No.8. 
Note: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

" 

Fair Poor Unknown 

Percent Number Percent Nuinber Percent 

No 

0.4 2 0.2 4 0.5 
0.5 0 0.0 5 0.6 
1.7 3 0.4' 6 0.7 
8.9 11 1.4 16 2.0 
6.0 
0.9 

0.0 

3.5 
0.9 
2.6 

Percent 

54.7 

9 1.1 5 0.6 
1 0.1 6 0.7 

1 0.1 38 4.7 

0 0.0 26 3.2 
1 0.1 32 4.0 
5 0.6 604 75.4 

Not indicated 

Number Percent 

116 14.5 

Bureau of Criminal Statistics 
April 1978 
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Category 

I. Overall Evaluation of 
OBTS Workshop ... · . 

Law enforcement .. · . 
Prosecutor · ..... · . 
Municipal/justice court . . 
Superior court · .. · . 
Probation · ..... · . 
Other agencies · . 
Unknown · ... . . · .. 

II. Overall Evaluation 
of Instructor ... · . 

Law enforcement 
Prosecutor · ... 
Municipal/justice court . 
Superior court · .. · . 
Probation · . · .. · . 
Other agencies · .. · .. 
Unknown · . · .. · .. 

TABLE 4 
A SUMMARY OF 801 CRITIQUES COMPLETED BY PARTICIPANTS ATTENDING 

33 STATEWIDE OBTS WORKSHOPS 
SEPTEMBER 14,1977 - MARCH 31,1978 

, Workshop and Instructor Ratings by Participating Agencies 

Rating 

Total Excellent Good Average Fair 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

801 100.0 275 34.3 470 58.7 42 5.2 7 0.9 

361 100.0 130 36.0 212 58.7 16 4.4 2 0.6 
48 100.0 14 29.2 32 66.7 0 0.0 1 2.1 

145 100.0 52 35.9 88 60.7 3 2.1 2 1.4 
45 100.0 14 31.1 28 62.2 2 4.4 0 0.0 
71 100.0 21 29.6 44 62.0 5 7.1 1 1.4 

126 100.0 44 34.9 65 51.6 13 10.3 1 0.8 
5 100.0 0 0.0 1 20.0 3 60.0 0 0.0 

801 100.0 460 57.4 275 34.3 27 3.4 0 0.0 

361 100.0 213 59.0 121 33.5 9 2.5 0 0.0 
48 100.0 30 62.5 16 33.3 1 2.1 0 0.0 

147 100.0 96 65.3 42 28.6 1 0.7 0 0.0 
40 100.0 22 55.0 15 37.5 1 2.5 0 0.0 
77 100.0 36 46.8 34 44.2 4 5.2 0 0.0 

116 100.0 54 46.6 46 39.7 11 9.5 0 0.0 
]2 100.0 9 75.0 1 8.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Note: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

" 

Poor Unknown 

Number Percent Number Percent 

1 

0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 

0.1 6 0.7 

0.0 1 0.3 
0.0 1 2.1 
0.0 0 0.0 
2.2 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 3 2.4 
0.0 1 20.1) 

0.1 38 4.7 

0.0 18 5.0 
0.0 1 2.1 
0.0 8 5.4 
0.0 2 5.0 
0.0 3 3.9 
0.9 4 3.4 
0.0 2 16.7 

Bureau of Criminal Statistics 
April 1978 
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A PROPOSED HORYJ>LAN FOR TRAINING LOCAL REPORTING AGENCIES AND 
21 REGIONAL CRll1INAL JUSTICE PLANNING AGENCIES ,IN THE INTERPRETATION AND USE OF 

1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

.' 
" OBTS Mini-Grant 

Number 76-SS-09-0007 

Prepared by: 

E. Dennis Bartholome~." Research Manager I 
Offender-Based Transaction Statistics Component 

Milestones 
.Comp1etion dates 

Complete summary overview of grant objectives 
Prepare a comprehensive ~vork plan 
Make presentation to 21 OCJP regional directors 
Meet with OCJP Advisory Committee 
Complete color-slide presentation 
Prepare 1976 OBTS data releases 
Assemble envelopes vlith handouts 
Begin \'lOrkshop training meetings 
Complete progress report for LEAA 
Complete ,approximately 30-35 workshops 
Prepare final report on OBTS mini-grant project 

. 

by: &/t{;d~ 
/DaVid G. Hiller, Program Hanager 

lffender-Based Transaction Statistics 
\ . . i 

" a~1ftLo 01 ' OJ " 
James N. Ivatson, Acting Chief 

B~~:f "iminal tis tics 

... ~~~~ " .~,= 

Approved 

Component 

4/1/77 
4/18/77 
4/28/77 
5/25/77 -
6130/77 
7/29/77 
8/12/77 
9/6/77 
10/21/77 
12/30/77 
1/31/78 

J-i??7 
Date 

-rdJ/v 
7 Date 

.rk1t/zl 
Date 

'R. Janks R<~mussen, Assistant Director 
Identlficattion and Information Branch 

J\~~:-:--~ ____ b-I b-J7 DalC~, 'Qirector Date 
Division of taw. Enforcement 

' .." 
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,A PROPOSED WORKFLAN FOR TRAINING LOCAL REPORTING AGENCIFS AND 
21 REGIONAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE PLANNING AGENCIES IN THE INTERPRETATION AND USE OF 

1976.0FFENDER-BASED TRfu~SACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

1. Background: 

In 1969 the OBTS system of reporting criminal justice data was tested 
in 12 counties as part of the Project SEARCH effort and the soundness 
of the individual tracking system was reaffirmed. After an experimental 
pilot study in San Diego County, the "Disposition of Arrest and Court 
Action" form (JUS 8715) was developed for use as a single page, four-part 
reporting document for use in collecting criminal justice data for OBTS 
and criminal history files. Disposition data are reported at the police, 
prosecutor, lower court, and superior court levels of the California 
criminal justice system. 

On January 1, 1973, Los Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and San Bernardino 
counties began reporting dispositions of adult felony arrests on the 
JUS 8715 form. Imperial and Riverside counties were added on July 1, 1973. 
On December 1, 1973 the use of the JUS 8715 was expanded statewide. 

For the 1974 disposition year, a data base of 107,578 felony arrest 
dispositions was established for Los Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and 
San Bernardino counties. BCS staff assistance in the interpretation 
and use of 1974 OBTS data was restricted almost entirely to these four 
southern counties. 

For the 1975 disposition year, a data base of 174,069 felony arrest 
dispositions was established for 56 California counties. Alameda and 
Santa ClQ~a counties were excluded since they did not use the JUS 8/15 
as the reporting document. This 1975 data first became available to 
52 new counties in Novem~er 1976. 

II. Need: 

.-

These 52 new OBTS counties have been accustomed to receiving extensive 
dispositi0:l data for the superior court level only; the introduction 
of OBTS data to these counties was a completely new approach to evaluating 
the county criminal justice process. Because of the transition from 
the "old" well-established superior court reporting system to the more 
comprehensive OBTS system, many counties appear to have under-reported 
their 1975 and 1976 disposition data. 

In addition, the introduction of the "disposition tree" format as the 
output report for the JUS 8715 reporting system has caused some confusion 
on the part of local agencies ,,,ho have been exposed to it for the first 
time. T\fithout proper explanation as to the qualifications against the 
data and instructions as to ho,., to "read" the report and interpret the 
dat:'., many users are unable to utilize the OBTS data to its fullest 
potential. OBTS data for the 1976 disposition year will be available 
jn May 1977 for 57 Counties (excluding Santa Clara County) and will 
contain 157,537 dispositions of adult felony arrests. The decrease of 
9.5 percent in total dispositions from 1975 to 1976 results primarily 
from the legislation ,,,hich reduced the possession of one ounce or 
less of marijuana from a felony offense to a misdemeanor offense in 1976. 
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With the increased availability of OBTS data to counties and local criminal 
justice agencies around the state, there is an urgent need to implement 
training workshops to orient users with the availability, interpretation, 
and use of OBTS information and emphasize the importance of initiating 
and completing the JUS 8715 reporting document. 

III. Objective: 

The Bureau of Criminal Statistics has requested and received an LEAA grant 
for $59,975 to develop a model program which can be used to train state, 
county, and local criminal justice agencies in the interpretation and use 
of 1976 OBTS data. Horkshops '''ill be held in all areas of the state. 
Training ,,,ill be available primarily for local justice agency personnel 
who are directly involved in the JUS 8715 reporting system. This includes 
law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, lower court, superior court, and 
probation personnel. The interpretation and use of OBTS data will also 
be helpful to the California Office of Criminal Justice Planning, each of 
the 21 regional planning agencies, LEAA, and any other persons or agencies 
who are interested in OBTS data for statistical or planning purposes. 
Approximately 30-35 meetings will be held around the state beginning in 
September 1977. (See Section VII of this workplan for a proposed schedule 
at workshop locations and dates.) 

IV. Content: 

~J 

BCS will develop the entire training program. Half-day workshops (approximately 
three hours in length) will include the following elements: 

A color slide presentation on the JUS 8715 reporting system; the flow 
of ~he form from the point of arrest to the point of final di~r0sition; 
data entry responsibilities at each disposition level; distribution 
of the completed JUS 8715 document; processing of the statistical data 
by BCS; and types of data output available to contributing agencies. 

Distribution of disposition data. This will include published 1975-1976 
OBTS data and 1976 data on the dispositions of felony arrests in eveEY 
law enforcement agency and county within each of the 21 regions, 
excluding Santa Clara County. 

An eA~lanation of various ways to interpret and use the 1976 OBTS data. 
The utilization of disposition data by arrest offense, age, race, and 
sex by local planning agencies. 

An explanation of the various "problems" that some agencies have had 
in interpreting the data. This includes, but is not limited to: 

Comparing UCR felony arrest data with OBTS felony arrest disposition 
data. (Use OBTS analysis which is now in progress.) 
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Elapsed time at the prosecutors level in 1975 OBTS de.ta. (These 
reports will be optional in 1976.) 

Statistically recording drug diversion defendants in the "dismissed" 
category in lower ,court and in the "dismissed" and "other" 
categories in superior court. 

The under-reporting of felony arres t disposition at all levels 
of the criminal justice system during the developmental years 
(1974-1976) of the OBTS statistical reporting system. 

There will also be ample opportunity for local agency personnel to 
ask questions about the reporting of criminal justice data and the 
interpretation of the data that are eventually produced. 

V. Participants: 

The following agency personnel will be called upon to participate in the 
workshops; 

All local law enforcement agencies will be asked to send participants. 
All agencies 1vill be asked to send at least one representative. The 
larger agencies, especially those having planning, research, and/or 
administrative units, will be asked to send representatives from those 
units. In all cases, the emphasis will be to have as participants those 
local agency personnel who typically utilize statistical data. 

Local law enforcement agencies will be informed of the workshops by 
letter. Field Services Section will be advised of the schedulp of 
meetings and be requested to notify local criminal justice agencies 
te help ensure attendance from as many agencies as possible. 

A representative from the State OCJP at selected regional meetings, 
as required. 

Representatives from prosecutors' offices and the court system. 

TIle Regional OCJP Director or delegate. 

A BCS/OBTS Research Manager. 

A BCS/OBTS Coding Supervisor, as required. 

A representative from the Field Services Section, Department of Justice. 
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VI. Methodology: 

The following steps are necessary in order to accomplish the objectives 
of the OBTS mini-grant. Flexible due dates for the achievement of each 
step have been indicated. An asterisk (*) indicates that the step has 
been completed. 

Activities 

*1. Complete a one-page draft overview of the grant goals 
and objectives for use by the State Office of 
Criminal Justice Planning (OCJP). See Attachment I 
for project overview. 

*2. Meet \l7ith Ray Grady, President of the Association 
of Regional Planning Directors. 

Due dates 

4/1/77 

4/12/77 

*3. Prepare work plan for BCS management review. 4/18/77 

*4. Attend the April meeting of the OCJP regional 
directors. Make a presentation of the proposed 
plan to train local agencies in 21 regions in the 
interpretation and use of the 1976 OBTS data. 4/28/77 

*5. Meet with an Advisory Committee of the Association of 
Regional Planning Directors as a possible means for: 6 /1/77 

Coordinating the meetings around the state 

Establishing a schedule for the meetings 

Selecting a suitable site for each workshop 

Assisting in contacting local police, prosecutor, 
court, and probation personnel about the workshops 

Providing a supportive role in this cooperative 
effort 

6. Contact Field Services Section to familiarize field 
representatives with the schedule of workshops and 
request their active participation. 

7. Request the cooperation of Field Services Section to 
contact local law enforcement, prosecutor, court, 
and probation personnel to promote and publicize 
workshops. 

8. Prepare a 45-minute color slide presentation on the 
JUS 8715 reporting system, BCS processing of documents, 
and types of statistical reports available (1975 
disposition trees; 1976 mortality tables; Syntax 
tables). 

5/31/77 

5/31/77 

6/30/77 

£ 
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9. 

Activities 

Produce the following data displays: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Statewide (i.e., 57 county) 1976 OBTS disposition 
data by charged and convicted offense groupings, 
age, race, sex, prior record and existing criminal 
status. (See Attachment II for samples of 
1976 OBTS data.) 

Individual disposition data for each of the 57 
OBTS reporting counties (excluding Santa Clara 
County). (See AttachmentIII) 

Individual 1976 disposition data by arrest 
offense for each of approximately 800 law 
enforcement agencies which reported adult felony 
arrests on the JUS 8715. (See Attachment IV.) 

10. Obtain an enlargement of the Brea P.D. flow chart and 
the analysis comparing their reported UCR arrests to 
OBTS dispositions (Note: Other agencies may be added 
or substituted depending on an analysis now in 
progress.) 

11. Prepare an envelope of handouts to be used in each 
workshop. This will include: 

Horkshop agenda/program/participants 

1975 published OBTS report 

1976 statewide data by arrest and convicted 
offense, age, race, sex, prior record and 
existing criminal status. (Eight summary tables,) 

1976 individual county data (Seven summary tables) 

1976 disposition tree for 57 counties (all offenses) 
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6/30/77 

6/30/77 

7/29/77 

7/29/77 

8/19/77 
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12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

Activities 

"Instructions for Interpreting 1000.2 P.C. 
Drug DiVersion Court Actions Reported on the 
1975 OBTS Disposition Tree Format," including 
four tables on 1975 drug diversion dispositions, 
by arrest offense and county 

Flow chart and narrative description of the 
JUS 8715 reporting system from point of 
origin through the completion of document 
processing by BCS and the production of 
statistical reports for contributing agencies 
and counties 

Note: In addition to these "general" materials for 
all participants, individual reports for each 
law enforcement agency will be distributed at 
the lvorkshops. (One table by arrest offense) 

Obtain a 3' x 4' photographic enlargement of the 1976 
OBTS 57 County Disposition Tree. 

Coordinate each of 30-35 workshops with the OCJP 
director in each of the 21 regions. 

Conduct 30-35 workshops around the state. 

Complete.a quarterly progress report for LEAA. (This 
report ,0,7111 cover the previous five quarters from 
July 1, 1976 through September 30, 1977 and explain 
why the implementation of the OBTS mini-grant was 
delayed.) 

lVrite a final report for LEAA on the OI3TS training 
of OCJP and local agencies during the execution of 
the mini-grant. Include financial sl:atement of all 
e},,"Pendi tures • 
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Due dates 

8/26/77 

Ongoing 

Sept. 77 
through 
Dec. 77 

10/21/77 

January 1978 



VII. Proposed Schedule of Horkshop Locations and Dates 

\vorkshop 
number 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

21. 

22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 

29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 

Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Hednesday 
Thursday 
Tuesday 

Thursday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 

lvednesday 
Thursday 
Hednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
~Jednesday 

Thursday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Wednesday 

Thursday 

Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friciay 
Hednesday 
Friday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 

Wednesday 
Thursday 
Fridc!'y 
Wednesday 
Thursday 

Workshop Swnmary 

September workshops 
October workshops 
November workshops 
December workshops 
Backup \vorkshops 

Date 

9-7-77 
9-8-77 
9-9-77 
9-14-77 
9-15-77 
9-20-77 

9-22-77 
9-28-77 
9-29-77 
9-30-77 

10-5-77 
10-6-77 
10-1.2-77 
10-13-77 
10-14-77 
10-19-77 
10-20-77 
10-26-77 
10-27-77 
11-2-77 

11-3-77 

11-9-77 
11-10-77 
11-11-77 
11-16-77 
11-18-77 
11-23-77 
12-1-77 

12-7-77 
12-8-77 
12-16-77 
12-21-77 
12-22-77 

2 Note: 
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City location 

Los Angeles 
Long Beach 
Santa Ana 
Indio 
El Centro 
Sacramento 

Marysville 
Oroville 
Susanville 
Redding 

Eureka 
Ukiah 
Napa 
Santa Rosa 
San Francisco 
Concord 
Redwood City 
Oakland 
San Jose 
Sonora 

Modesto 

Bakersfield 
Santa Maria 
Santa Barbara 
Bishop 
Fresno 
Ventura 
Salinas 

Oceanside 
San Diego 
San Bernardino 
Pomona 
Van Nuys 

OCJP 
region* 

R 
R 
T 
S 
S 
D 

D 
C 
B 
B 

A 
A 
E 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
L 

K 

N 
P 
P 
o 
N 
Q 
M 

u 
U 
S 
R 
R 

Counties 

Los Angeles 
Los Angeles 
Orange 
Riverside 
Imperial 
Sacramento/El Dorado/ 

Placer/Yolo 
Sutter/Sierra/Nevada/Yuba 
Butte/Colusa/Glenn/Plumas 
Lassen/Modoc 
Shasta/Siskiyou/ 

Tehama/Trinity 
Humboldt/Del Norte 
Mendocino/Lake 
Napa/Solano 
Sonoma/Marin 
San Francisco 
Contra Costa 
San Mateo 
Alameda 
Santa Clara 
Tuolumne/Calaveras/ 

Amador/Alpine 
Stanislaus/Merced/ 

Hariposa/San Joaquin 
Kern/Tulare 
San Luis Obispo 
Santa Barbara 
Inyo/Mono 
Fresno/Kings/Madera 
Ventura 
Monterey/Santa Cruz/ 

II 
11 I; 
·1 

San Benito 
San Diego 
San Diego 
San Bernardino 
Los Angeles 

1"1 

'-----11 
IJ 

Los Angeles 

I 

I 

II 
I 

If nece.ssary, two additional workshops could bel 
scheduled on Hednesday and Thursday December 14-15, 19711 ' 

*Sce Attachment V for a ~ap of the OCJP Criminal Justice Planning Regions. 
See Attachment: VI fOl~ a list of the OCJP Regional Planning Directors •. 
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VII. Proposed Schedule of Workshop Locations and Dates (9/77 Through 3/78) 

Workshop 
number 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 

Friday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Wednesday 
Friday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 

Friday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Thursday 

Tuesday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Thursday 

Wednesday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 

'Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
l-lednesday 
Friday 

Date 

9-9-77 
9-15-77 
9-16-77 
9-21-77 
9-23-77 
9-29-77 
10-6-77 
10-13-77 
10-20-77 

10-21-77 
10-27-77 
11-3-77 
11-10-77 
11-11-77 
11-17-77 

11-22-77 
12-1-77 
12-8-77 
12-9-77 
12-15-77 

12-21-77 
1-5-78 
1-12-78 
1-19-78 
1-26-78 
2-2-78 
2-9-78 
2-16-78 
2-23-78 
3-2-78 
3-9-78 
3-16-78 
3-23-78 
3-29-78 
3-31-78 

City location 

Santa Ana 
Los Angeles 
Long Beach 
Redding 
Susanville 
Oroville 
Eureka 
Ukiah 
Sacramento 

Marysville 
Santa Rosa 
Napa 
San Jose 
San Francisco 
Hodesto 

Santa Monica 
Concord 
San Diego 
Oceanside 
Sonora 

Ventura 
Bakersfield 
Santa Haria 
Santa Barbara 
Fresno 
Redwood City 

OCJP 
region 

T 
R 
R 
B 
B 
C 
A 
A 
D 

D 
E 
E 
J 
F 
K 

R 
G 
U 
U 
L 

Q 
N 
P 
P 
N 
H 

Counties 

Orange 
Los Angeles 
Los Angeles 
Shasta/Siskiyou/Tehama/Trinity 
Lassen/Modoc 
Butte/Co1usa/G1enn/P1umas 
Humboldt/Del Norte 
Mendocino/Lake 
Sacramento/El Dorado/Placer/ 

Yolo 
Sutter!Sierra/Nevada/Yuba' 
Sonoma/Harin 
Napa/Solano 
Santa Clara 
San Francisco 
Stanis1aus/Merced/MLriposa/ 

San Joaquin 
Los Angeles 
Contra Costa 
San Diego 
San Diego 
Tuolumne/Calaveras/Amador! 

Alpine 
Ventura 
Kern 
San Luis Obispo 

Indio S Riverside 
Bishop 0 Inyo/Mono 

Santa Barbflra 
Fresno/Kings/}fudera/Tulare 
San Mateo 

Pomona R Los Angeles 
Oakland I Alameda 
El Centro S Imperial 
Salinas M Monterey/Santa Cruz/San Benito 
San· Bernardino S San Bernardino 
Back up workshop as required 
Back up workshop. as required 

Workshop Su~nary 

1977 
1978 

September workshops 6 
October workshops 5 
November workshops 5 
December \vorkshops 5 

21 

January workshops 4 
February workshops 4 
March workshops 4 
March back up \vorkshops 2 

14 
Total workshops; 35 

46 
ReVised: 6/15/77 
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A PROPOSED PROGRAM FOR TRAINING 21 REGIONAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE PLANNING AGENCIES 
AND LOCAL REPORTING AGENCIES IN THE INTERPRETATION AND USE OF 

1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

(J BACKGROUND 

The California OBTS effort has produced a 1974 data base of 107,578 dispositions of adults arrested on felony charges in Los 
Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and San Bernardino counties. For the 1975 disposition year, the OBTS data base includes 
174,069 dispositions from 56 counties, excluding Alameda and Santa Clara counties. These data were reported to BCS on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). A 1976 data hase of approximately 160,000 dispositions will be 
completed by mid-1977. 

With the increased availability of OBTS data to counties and local criminal justice agencies around the state, the Bureau of 
Criminal Statistics mCS) has requested and received an LEAA grant (Number 76-SS-09-0007) to increase the utilization of 
the OBTS data developed under the California Comprehensive Data System. 

PURPOSE 

The purpose of the nine-month, $59,975 grant is to develop a model program which can be used to train state, county, and 
local criminal justice agencies in the interpretation and use of the 1976 OBTS data. 

SCOPE 

Training will be provided to the California Office of Criminal Justice Planning, each of the 21 regional planning agencies, local 
agencies (e.g. police, prosecutors, lower and superior court personnel), LEAA, and any other persons/agencies who are 
interested in OBTS data for statistical or planning purposes. Approximately 30-35 meetings will be held around the state 
beginning in September 1977. 

CONTENT 

Bes will develop the entire training program. Half-day workshops (approximately three hours in length) will include the 
following elements: 

PLAN 

A color slide presentation on the JUS 8715 reporting system; the flow of the form from the point of arrest to the 
point of final disposition; data entry responsibilities at each disposition level; distribution of the completed JUS 
8715 document; processing of the statistical data by BCS; and types of data output available to contributing 
agencies. 

Distribution of disposition data. This will include published 1975-1976 OBTS data and 1976 data on the 
dispositions of felony arrests in every law enforcement agency and county within each of the 21 regions, excluding 
Santa Clara County. 

An explanation of various ways to interpret and use the 1976 OBTS data. The utilization of disposition data by 
arrest offense, age, race, and sex by local planning agencies. 

There will also be ample opportunity for local agency personnel to ask questions about the reporting of criminal 
justice data and the interpretation of the data that are eventually produced. 

BCS has requested the cooperation of the State Office of Criminal Justice Planning (OCJP) in achieving the objectives of the 
OBTS grant. BCS wishes to contact the Association of Regional Planning Directors to request their assistance in setting up 
these training workshops in order to reach as many local agencies within each region as possible. 

The use of an Advisory Committee within the Association of Regional Planning Directors has been suggested as a possible 
means for: 

Coordinating the meetings around the state 
Establishing a schedule for the meetings 
Selecting a suitable site for each workshop 

. Assisting in contacting local police, prosecutor, court, and probation personnel about the workshops 

.'-J>roviding a supportive role in this cooperative effort " 

PARTICIPANTS 

The following agency personnel may be called upon to actively participate in the workshops: 

A representative from the State DCJP at selected regional meetings, as required 
Tile Regional OCJP Director or delegate 
A DC'S/OBTS Research Mana!!er 
A BCS/OBTS Coding Supcrvisor. as reqUired 
A representative from the Field Services Section, ~1artment of Justice 

DRAFT SOpy 
Marr.h?1\ 1 CJ71 

/"~ 

1(' , 
\-.:.-

1976 

OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

IN 

FIFTY -SEVEN CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

(Excluding Santa Clara County) 

Prepared by: 

Department of Justice 
Division of Law Enforcement 
Bureau of Criminal Statistics 

77 Cadillac Drive 
Sacramento, California 95825 
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1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Data Information and Limitations 

Enclosed arc summary tables showing the 1976 dispositions which were reported by criminal justice agencies in your 

county or statewide. Disposition data are not included for Santa Clara County since they used a different reporting 
system. 

This information is the result of the Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) reporting system. It includes data 

on the 1976 dispositions of adults arrested on felony charges which took place at the police, prosecutor, lower 
court, and superior court levels of the California and county criminal justice system. 

Like any newly implemented statistical reporting system, data are often incomplete during the developmental years. 

During the transition from the previous system of reporting data on the disposition of felony defendants at the 

superior court level to the new OBTS system of reporting dispositions of adult felony arrests at all four levels, the 
1976 data from several counties appear to be underreported. 

Therefore the following general information and limitations should be taken into consideration in analyzing and 
using the 1976 OBTS data. 

I. 

2. 

3. 

These data do not represent the total number of adult felony arrests or the total number of dispositions which 

may have been made at any particular level of the criminal justice system. They do indicate how the adult 

felony arrestees, whose dispositions were reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) on the 

"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715), were disposed of in the California or county 
criminal justice process. 

These data reflect dispositions that were made in 1976 as a result of adult felony arrests which were made in 
that year or in previous years. 

Comparisons should not be made between felony arrest dispositions reported on the JUS 8715 and felony 

arrests reported to BCS on either the "Monthly Report - Adult Felony Arrests" form (JUS 703) or the 

"Monthly Arrest and Citation Register" form (750). OBTS data are based upon the year of disposition 
regardless of when the ::rrest occurred. Arrest data are based upon the year in which the arrest took place. 

4. It may not be advisable to make statistical comparisons between OBTS data (1975 and 1976) and superior 

court disposition data previously published by BCS prior to 1975, since these disposition data were collected 
from two different reporting systems. 

5. The total number of felony offense dispositions reported by some sparsely populated counties are so low that 
they may invalidate any proportionate comparisons that may be made. 

6. There was a general decrease in the total number of dispositions received by BCS in 1976. The primary reason 

for this decrease is the legislation which reduced the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of 

marijuana from a felony offense to a misdemeanor offense in 1976. Also, the OBTS system expanded from 56 
.. counties in 1975 to 57 counties in 1976. Comparing the data for the same 56 counties (excluding Alameda 

and Santa Clara) in both years, there was a decrease of 15.1 percent in total dispositions. County and local 

agencies may also expect this legislative action to affect the total number of 1976 dispositions in their 
respective jurisdictions. 

Questions regarding the enclosed 1976 OBTS data may be directed to Frank Hirleman or Dennis Bartholomew at 
(916) 920-6165. 
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TAHF 1. 197b -,I~P"SITIO~S iJF ACULTS ~;:IHSTE~ '.::'! F~LC~\Y C.,.;ARGe=c: 
I~ 57 CALIFORNIA C~UNTles 
TYPE OF OISPOSITI~~ !Y ARREST OFFE~SE 

ARREST CFcENSE 
TUTALS HO~ICIDe PORCIBLE po~BERY ASSAULT BJRGLARY T~e=FT 

TOTAL ARPEST OISPQSITIONS 
LAW ENFCMCCMr~T RELEASES 
eOMPLA I'-;TS DFtd Er 

COMPL411'1TS FILfD 
MISDeM~A~OR CO~PLAINTS 
FEL 'Jt'Y C Or-< I-' LA 1',T5 

LOWER C~URT OISPCStTIONS 
DISMISSEl'I 
ACQUITT!::D 
CONVICTEI) 

GUILTY PLeA 
JURY TPIAL 
COURT TRIAL 

SENTENCf 
CYA", 
STRAIGHT PROBATION 
PROB~TICH AND JAIL 
COUNTY JAIL 
F I i~E 
OTt-IfR 

!upeRIOR C~URT DISPOSITIONS 
DISMISSED 
ACQUtiTED 
CONVl:TED 

ORIGINAL GUILTY PLEA 
NOT GUILTY TO GUILTY 
JURY T;) IA~ 
COURT TRIAL 
TRIAL SY T~ANSCRIPT 

SENTENCE 
DEAn, 
SUTE PRISI]N 
CVA.* 
STRAIGHT PROBATION 
PROBATION AND JAIL 
CC'lINTY JAIL 
FINE 
cpc** 
STATE HnsprTAL·MDSO"'** 
OTHER 

15'1H7 
10,95 
Zl,'11 

1253'1 
64414 
60 1"7 
89295 
314'11 

B'12 
5695, 
55146 

847 
9'9 

569'2 
85 

Z02!54 
19576 

9(11) 
6161 

666 
3~O'6 

43 95 
i 118 

30563 
8458 

lU1Z 
:!U8 

917 
446 

30563 
14 

5437 
1502 
5264 

151111 
16~5 
1'8 

11'8 
197 

17 

.CALIFORNIA YnUTH AUTHORITY 

.*CALIFOPNIA R~H4BIL.ITATION C~~TER * •• MENTALLY-DI5GRD~RED SEX OFF~NDEP 

1394 
128 
172 

1(194 
16 

1079 
150 
133 

o 
1'1 
17 
o 
o 

1'1 
o 
7 
5 
4 

1 

" 9440 
70 
92 

782 
91 

410 
227 

41 
13 

782 
13 

469 
4~ 

59 
19~ 

'1 
o 
1 
o 
o 

IlAPE 

1840 
194 
466 

1180 
177 

t003 
443 
229 

5 
209 
194 

11 
4 

209 
o 

6Z 
96 
38 
12 

1 
737 

96 
68 

'73 
102 
324 
112 

27 
8 

573 
o 

174 
33 
.59 

ZZ6 
32 

2 
1 

46 
o 

10406 
1172 
179:3 
744L 
111.5 
6326 
256'1 
1371 

31 
1165 
1124 

19 
22 

ll65 
.5 

309 
49('1 
zao 

65 
16 

4874 
41t8 
156 

4270 
8!11 

2612 
573 
12Z 

52 
4210 

o 
15Z) 

"'00 
286 

1704 
12. ., 
114 

12 
o 

21018 
171Z 
3556 

15690 
1004Z 

5646 
12761 

3316 
255 

9l91') 
8657 

334 
199 

9190 
6 

3807 
3140 
13'19 

772 
S6 

2929 
363 
Z:Z5 

2341 
483 

1313 
348 
137 

40 
2341 

1 
390 

85 
494 

1162 
186 

8 
8 
6 
1 

29365 
2420 
30e4 

238A 1 
9590 

14?91 
14826 

3'176 
l07 

10943 
10648 

LbO 
135 

10943 
44 

3:32 e 
4'187 
2234 

467 
83 

9055 
689 
152 

8214 
Z385 
5051 

509 
188 

81 
8U4 

o 
1141 

569 
1071 
4491 

465 
B 

444 
11:/ 

6 

lS236 
1334 
2520 

14382 
7413 
b969 

11035 
3109 

132 
7"'194 
7544 

109 
141 

7794 
7 

2646 
3095 
1.543 

45Z 
51 

3347 
438 

S8 
2821 

Q27 
1655 

172 
53 
14 

282l 
o 

269 
56 

759 
1441 

205 
11 
78 

1 
1 

MOTOR. 
VE~ICL.F 

THEFT 

8174 
1513 
1495 
516b 
2333 
2833 
3723 
107i 

44 
260B 
2533 

22 
53 

26011 
12 

b84 
114e 

619 
115 

30 
1443 

140 
39 

lZ1!14 
449 
729 

50 
29 

'1 
1Z64 

o 
12B 

86 
172 
69b 
1St. 

~ 
Z4 

i. 
o 

NOTEI THESE nATA i:ERE REPOPTED BY CRIMINH JUSTICe Ar.ENCIE5 ON THE IDISPOSITlf1;~ nFARluST Mlfl COURT 
ACTION' FQRMtJUS a715), DATA 'OR SA~TA CLARA COUNTY NOT INCLUDED. 

DRUG 
LAW 

VIOL. 

44305 
1017 
6073 

372 15 
24695 
12520 
30064 
15049 

1118 
14827 
14490 

119 
248 

14827 
3 

4960 
3134 
2110 
37B 

297 
7l!51 
1521 

144 
54B6 
1H2 
3514 

358 
210 
182 

54116 
o 

6Z1 
63 

1239 
30:n 

126 
74 

H2 
o 
4 

ALL 
OTHERS 

227Q9 
104~ 

24]' 
193'-2 
90H 

102!!9 
137'-6 

3417 
l!.0 

10199 
9939 
10~ 

157 
10199 

8 
4451 
30ai 
1.403 
1154 

102 
5596 

630 
1.54 

4812 
1.94e 
24'4 

219 
lUI 

!H 
4812 

o 
7~;' 

70 
1175 
224' 
HI. 

47 
1.56 
112 
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TAflL.E 2. 1976 ~Ouf.l r C,)'IV I Cf I (l1.S Q. AD\.J~TS A~RESTED O~ FELC~Y C~ARGES 1157 CAL.IF.)RNIA COJNT1ES 
''IIC-TVPE or OISPQSIT!~~ 8y CONvlCTEn OFFENSE 

TV~E OF D1SPJSITIuN 
CO~VleTEn a.rE~SE TOTA~S 'lOM!llIUE FQRC!8Le R;JB8ERV ASSAJLT lUQOLARY '''eFT HO"OR DFlUG AL.L I'!APE 

VEi-lICLE I.AW QTrfERS 
T!.jE!n VIO!.. TOTAL. CONVIOTIONS 87515 715 .331 29a7 9H6 10!l16 16406 3302 1744' 26351 MISDElEiMIOR COI1PLAI'ITS 44041 0 0 2 5353 1040 811\38 1182 10161 16965 F5L.,)NY COMP!.A I NTS 4:3474 715 337 2965 4093 8~76 79 7u 2120 7~86 9;592 ~OWER CuU~T CO~V!CTIO~S 56952 0 a 8 6832 3el1 11537 193' 11955 20866 GUIL.TV PI.!:A 551 46 0 a 7 6362 3690 Ut06 1~85 11674 20322 JURy TRIAL. 847 0 a 0 312 86 :L 51 ll1 73 209 COURT TRIAl. 959 :l 0 1 He 41 180 36 208 335 

SENTENCE 56952 0 a 8 6iiJ2 3811 11531 1931 11955 20e66 YOu T r1 AUT rl(JR Il'Y 85 J 0 1 7 34 44 12 4 13 p~vBAnON 20254 0 a 1 ,2 609 9;H 3599 449 3404 9269 PROBATION AND JAIl. 19576 0 Q 1 2669 2009 4903 921 33U3 577 a JAIl. 961u 0 Q 4 1134 '96 2415 '1" 20:32 271~ 
F '"IE 6761 0 0 0 370 29 942 2' 2951 2842 
OT~E i 666 0 0 ~ 47 18 64 11 261 464 • Ul SUPERro~ COURT CONVICTIONS 3(J563 7l.5 337 2979 2614 6699 4a71 1365 54 92 5491 

...... 
DRlQl'lo\!. PI.EA OF' GUI~TY A458 61 43 568 931 1951 1484 505 1211 2104 CHA~GE P~EA TO QUILTY 181:1.2 375 180 1788 190~1 4084 J015 762 3'C!4 287' 
JURy TRIAL. a628 228 90 907 31i! 4"5 246 62 361 317 COURT' fR I AI" 917 J6 17 94 154 1(12 81 29 214 130 TRIAl. BY TRA~SCRIPT 448 19 ., 22 48 9' 45 7 182 65 

SENTENCE 30563 715 337 2919 2614 6699 "'$71 1365 5492 5491 DEAT 1 14 14 0 0 0 0 I) 0 0 I} 
STATE PRISO~~ 5437 462 1S6 1399 401 1024 457 152 606 778 YOiJTrl AuTHOR tTy 1502 31 22 423 102 1J33 140 10 2 62 8' PROBATION 5264 '2 22 124 924 ;76 1090 17' 122B 12H 
PROBATION AND JAIL. 15181 1!33 A8 934 1329 Ha6 263~ '51 30;57 2'72 

, 
JAI~ 1635 2 ;3 5 242 '92 386 153 129 423 rplE 198 0 a 2 9 2 9 " 80 94 CRC· 1150 1 0 8a 9 !68 1511 28 iH6 172 HOSO .. 197 Q 44 4 6 17 I) 0 D 126 OTHEFl 17 0 0 0 0 1 . 11\ 0 4 S 

\ 

·OAL.lfORNIA ReHASH.ITATION CEI1'ER 
e.MENTAL.LY D(SOROeRED SEX orfE~OER 
NOTEI THES~ DATA WERE REPORTED dY CRIMINAl. JUSTICE AGENCIES ON THE 'DIsPoSITr1N or ARREST A~D COURT ACTION' FaR~ (JUS 8715'. DATA rOR SA~TA CLARA COUNTY lRE NOT INCI..UDEiD. 
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'<- ' TAGLr 3. l~H :I'~"SITIOI':S Cl~ MULTS A"gESTEJ ~\j ~"L~'!Y ChLR.:;n 

i~ 57 CAL!FO~~JA C~UNTIES 
TY~E OF OISPMSIT!~~ BY RACE 

TYPE OF rJISD['SI1IClI' RACE T:TALS WH IrE '-EGRD MfXrCAN" QT"ER 
A'1E~ICAN 

TOTAL AR~E5T DISPOSITIONS l.'i7 S:3 '7 1110034 441":11 2062~ 2725 LAW ENFo~ceMFhT kELE4SFS 10595 4472 3B11 2095 105 COHPLAI~TS D~~IED 2l,71 8788 8671 3657 329 COMPLAI.ITS F ILD 125!71 66774 '1~29 20873 2291 M 1 SDF.~1FA"!Cf< Ca'lPLAINTS /:(.1.14 !'990 14~2B 11290 1177 FELJI-J'{ crr'IDLAI JTS t-0957 !O784 16901 9S8~ li14 LOWER C~URT DISPQSIT!ONS 119:195 49941 20503 1.524(') 1712 DISMISSED 31471 17884 7347 464.5 390 ACQUTTTen !72 396 263 167 15 CONVICTEI'l ~695Z :H661 12873 104ze 1107 GUn. TY PLEA 5.5146 ~0790 12303 10133 1061 JUPY TR IAL. 847 404 :143 1.59 2.5 COURT TRIAL 95'J 467 325 136 21 SENre:~!C E 569,2 H661 , 2B73 104ZEl 1107 CYA>\< e5 48 16 16 2 STqAIGHT PRClBATION 20254 12239 3%9 33'~ 38b PPr;!lAT IN: AI,D J.\ I L 19576 9958 51b4 38ze 372 CIJU~:TV JtdL 961 (; 47Z3 2S1' 2031 201 F I '!E 6761 4346 iva6 1084 135 OThER. b66 347 188 113 11 SUPER tOR cr'uP1' D Isros I nONS 36(')76 168:;3 11026 5633 579 OISMISSE~ 4395 1827 1470 680 64 ACQUITT~1'l l11a 40" 446 177 16 CONVICTED 30563 14599 911,1 4776 499 ORIGINAL GUILTY PLEA SItS e 4928 1"7'1 1305 141 NOT GuILTV T~ GUILTY 18112 9096 613'J 2778 292 JURY TR lAt. 2628 1036 919 494 51 COIJF,T TRIAL 917 374 375 143 9 TRIAL ~Y TRA~SCRrpT 44S 16.5 212 .56 6 SENTENCE :30563 14599 9110 477~ 499 OEATI-j 14 8 :; 1 0 STATE PPISotl 5437 240C l'146 884 100 CYA* 1.502 '89 'S4f.1 272 24 STRAIGHT PROBATION 5264 2835 1457 58" 84 P~08ATION AND JAIL 1.518l 7340 4495 2396 232 cnut-ITV JA IL 1635 676 50. 336 44 F It.'E 151' 71 .56 16 2 CRe"", 115~ 537 260 265 l3 STATE HDSPITAL-MDSO*." 197 131 3R 20 0 OTHER 17 12 :I 2 0 

*CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY 
·*CALIFORNIA REHABILITATION CENTER 
···MENTALLY-DISGRDrRfD SEX OFFENDER 
NOTEI TH~SE DATA ~FRf REPO~TEO BY CRIMINAL JUsTICe AGE~CYES ON THE '~ISPQSiTIaN ~F ARR~ST A~D COURT 
ACTION' Fr,Rt~(JlIS 8715). DATA FOR SANTA CLAP.4 COIJNTY NOT INCLUDED. 

~I·~±_· ____________ ~ _____ '~M._. ____ ~ _____________ ~ ______________________________________________________ ___ 
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UNKNCWN 

4142 
112 
126 

3904 
1329 
2575 
1899 
1005 

11 
883 
857 

16 
10 

883 
3 

364 
254 
145 
110 

'7 
2005 

354 
72 

1.579 
610 
B16 
128 

16 
9 

lsn 
! 

30" 
69 

304 
71B 

75 \ 
13 
83 
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P' 57 CALI~JIH:I':' C:'UtolTTE5 
TYPE 01= DISprSITIGM ~Y SFX 

TOTAL ARPEST DISPOSITIONS 
LAW ENFORcc~F~T kELEASFS 
COMPLA!~!TS ~!'t IE/") 

COM P L A I t~ T S F I LED 
MISDF'I~EAt-'CP C[Jf<P~AINTS 
FELONy CD~PLAI~TS 

LOWE~ COU~T OISprSITIONS 
DISMISS!'!') 
ACQU I TiEr' 
CONVICTEf) 

GUlL TV PLt,\ 
JURY TPIAL 
COUtiT TRIA~ 

SENTEI,'Cf'" 
CYA* 
ST~AIGH~ PRGB4TIUN 
PPUBATI~~ AND JAIL 
COUNTY JAIL 
F I f~F 
OTHEii, 

5UPE~IC~ CQUPT DISPOS!TIONS 
DISMISSED 
ACQUITTED 
CONVICTED 

ORIGINAL GUILTY PLEA 
NOT GUILTV TU GUILTY 
JUP.Y TR IAL 
COURT TRIAL 
TRIAL RY TRANSCRIPT 

SENTENCE 
OEATH 
STATF. PRISON 
CYA* 
STRAIGHT PROBATION 
PRUBATI~N AND JAIL 
COUNTY JAIL 
FI"lE 
CRe** 
STATe H~SPITA~·MDSD*** 
OTHEI-'. 

*CALIFORNIA YrfllT~j AljTHORITY 
*.CALIFOR~IA RFH~BILITATION CENTF~ 
"'*.MENTALLY-Q I S('RDEPED SEX OFFet-..'OER 

15 75'7 
1'J3e<!j 
21571 

125;371 
6 4 414 
hCl957 
8'12 g 5 
314 7 1 

a7 2 
5t.-9"2 
55146 

947 
9'59 

5cg"2 1', 
2('254 
195 76 

Q610 
A7~1 

6"6 
360 7 6 

t..395 
l11S 

30Sf>3 
t!456 

16112 
2626 

917 
448 

3Cl5t-3 
14 

5437 
1502 
52"'+ 

151fil 
1035 

1!!6 
1156 

197 
17 

13457; 
9410 

18447 
l06na 

542(')1 
52317 
74952 
261')('):; 

7101:a 
482(')6 
46675 

723 
eoe 

48ZCl(:l 
8~ 

16374 
1612« 

855 0 

!!89::l 
57C 

3l76il 
3100 

ge6 
2'70'78 

7331 
It)105 

242C 
aZl 
401 

27018 
13 

5077 
14!!:; 
4143 

13!12a 
1532 
U9 
9B4 
193 

16 

~185~ 

11 ?9 
30("3 

17716 
qn8 
79 ~6 

137t5 
5156 

124 
8415 
8175 

120 
140 

Fl435 
2 

3776 
2n5 

994 
835 

91 
4001 

641 
119 

3241 
1035 
1n4 

193 
93 
46 

3241 
1 

311 
36 

1087 
15~4 

99 
17 

1"3 
2 
1 

NOTEI THESf DATA WERE ~EPORT~O BY CRfMJN6L JUSTICE AGENCIES OM THE tDI5PQSITION OF ARReST AND COIIRT­
ACTIONt FnRM(JUS 8713), DATA FOR SANTA ~LARA COUNTY N~T INCLUDED. 
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1104 
46 

121 
937 
415 
522 
628 
312 

5 
311 
296 

4 
11 

311 
1 

102 
113 
~7 
~3 

5 
309 

54 
11 

244 
92 

133 
15 

3 
1 

244 
o 

49 
U! 
34 

119 
14 

2 
11 

2. 
o 
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TABLE 5. 1976 D!SP~SrT!ONS OF ADULTS APRfSTEO QN FEL~NY CHARGES 
%N ,7 CA~[FORNIA C~UNTrES 
TYPE OF DISP~SITION ~v A~E 

TYPE O~ DISPOSITIoN AGE 
T~TALS UNDER ~0"29 3C .. H 40 UNKNOWN 

20 '(EARS YEARS AND INOT 
YEARS OVER COOED 

TOTAL ARREST DiSPOSITIONS 157537 19781 93077 27247 15793 1639 
~AW ENFORCEMENT RELEASES 10595 1926 61!S 1575 993 46 
COMPLAINTS DENIED 21571 28'1!l 12152 4011 2i:e, L48 

COMP~AINTS FILED 125371 14980 74!l70 Zl6b1 12715 L445 
MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS 64414 8'22 38818 10382 6164 !l28 
~ELONY COMPLAINTS 60'57 6458 357S2 11279 6551 917 

LOWE~ COURT DISPOSITIONS 89%95 1160!l S3412 L4615 8832 811 
DISMISSED 31'71 3'20 1.0146 4643 Z!l75 :an 
ACQUITTED 872 89 50B 1"1'3 94 8 
CONVICTED !l6952 7996 32758 9619 bi63 416 

GUIL.TY PLEA 55146 7e20 31725 9271 5922 408 
JURY TPIAL 1147 93 470 166 115 3 
COURT TRIAL. 959 8! 563 L82 i26 5 

SENTENCE 56"52 7996 3275B 9619 63.63 416 
CYAII< 85 4' 38 0 0 0 

Ul STRAIGHT PROBATION 20254 2883 1U06 3520 2503 142 .j;l. PROBATION AND JAIL 19576 2917 112 ,.., 329~ 19'72 134 
COUNTY JAIL 9610 1129 5'1,? 1708 96"1' 89 
FIN! 6'61 92' 4116 1009 664 45 
OTHER I!Ib6 9' 424 Bb 57 6 

SUPERIOR courtT DISPOSITiONS 36016 33"1" 21158 7026 H8l 6U 
DISMISSED 4395 260 2494 95"1' 544 140 
ACQUITTED 1116 7. 57L 245 179 49 
CONVICTeD 30563 'OU 18091 '824 3ibo 445 

ORIGINAL GUILTY PLEA U'B 1031 495' 1451 862 159 
NOT GUILTY TO GUIL7V 11112 n:n 10!71 34"1'4 1 '7 !"I' 247 
JURY T~IAL 2628 1,. 14e7 621 ns 29 , COURT TRIAL 911 74 531 178 126 6 
TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT .48 4'J H' 98 !l0 • SENTENCE 30563 3041 leon 5824 3160 445 

DEATH 14 0 10 3 1 0 
nATe PF.lSON 5.37 206 3151 1380 629 '11 
CYA'" 1!I02 7"1'6 706 ! 5 12 
STRAIGHT PROBATION 5264 4'8 H34 lO9a 781 93 \ PRO!ATION AND JAIL 15181 1452 94]7 2681 1394 21" COUNTY JAIL 1635 10' 992 332 180 24 
PINE 158 8 65 32 48 5 
CRC*'" 115f! ,3 792 240 83 20 
STATE HOSPITAL-MDSO*** 197 I) 96 52 37 3 
OTHER 17 2 10 3 2 0 

*CALIPO~NIA VOUTH AUTHORITY 
*.CALIFO~NIA RFHABILITATION CENTER * •• MENTALLV-DISO~DERED SEX OFF!NDER 
NOT!! THeSE DATA WERE PEPOPTED BY CRIMINAL JUSTICe A~ENCIES ON THE IDISPQSITION nF APRFST AND COURT 
ACTION' FORM(JU5 8715,. DATA ~nR SANTA CLARA COUNTY NI'1T INCLUDED • 
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T.B~a 6, ~976 DISPOSITiONS 0, ADU~f9 4RRSSfED IN 'StONY C~.RGSS IN " C.~lrORNIA COUNTIeS 
Type or SUPeRIOR COURT Ots~osrTION BY PRIOR CRI~INAL RICORD 

TYPE or DISPOSITION "'RIOR CRI~INAL. RECORD 'OTAI,,! I-lO MISC. O~IE hO ;S.III.US UNKNOWN PRIOR PRIOR FIR lOR' ~RloR PRIO" ReCORO R~CORD IlR UJN pit ISON JIIP.tsON 
sUpeRIoR COURT DISPOSITIONS ~6016 '660 221U 2897 2.2070 U1 U81 DISH ISsao 4~9' "a 2'9;! :534 1<42 71 492 ACQUIT1BO 2.118 1U U1 94 a9 22 U1 CONVICTeD JO'63 47S,1 1894a 2460 999 718 aua ORIGI~A~ Fll.aA or GUII.TY 84,8 1'63 '048 ,98 Ii;)' a01 1106 CHA~ae IIl.iA TO GUIL.'V 181U 2U1 U4~4 1441 '97 4!U 1527 VI JURy TRIAl. ~628 280 ~'79 :5J6 121 92 U4 

VI COURT TRIAl. 917 1J04 60, 11 2" 14 69 TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 448 53 279 ;)3 12 9 42 SSNTSNCi 30563 4117 18942 2160 999 778 2618 DEiAn 14 0 8 .. 0 1 1 STATe IIRISON '437 249 2923 1042 42 5 3!1a 446 YOUTY AUTHORIT't' 1502 304 ~oeo 6 1 1 UO PROBATION '264 14'0 29n 213 89 , .. 'o:! PRoa~TlON AND JAIl. 1'2.61 2'06 986' 900 Jon 2,8 UBi' JAIl. 16;" U3 10U 190 88 4!1 146 rlNE 158 J7 U , , 2 ill CRO- U!U! ;SO 82!! QO "2 42 U9 HDSO'" 197 42 1U 18 , 
~ u , OTHER 17 6 9 t 1 0 0 

-CAl.lfORNIA ReHABIL.ITATION CENTeR 

\ 

•• MENTAI.I.Y DISORDeRED SiX OfFsNDeR 
NOTel THeSE DATA WeRe RePoRTeD BY CRIMINAl. JUSTICij AGSNCles ON T~e 'DISPOSITION or ARRaST AND COURT ACTION' rOR~ (JUS 811". DATA rOR SANTA CI.ARA cOUNTY ARE NOT rNCI.UDSD. 
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'!'AB109 ", 1976 DtS~OSITrONS or ADUIoT$ ARRES?eO ·ON reCONV C~ARG6S 
IN 57 CAlolrORNlA COUNTISS 
Tv~e or SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITION BV EXISTING CRrMINA~ STATUS 

TYPE or OIS~OSITiON eXIST1Ny ORIMrNA~ ITATUS 
ToTAIoS NOT ON ON VQU'T'H ON SERVING SERVING UNKNOWN 

UNDeR PROBATION CRe AUTHOiH'T'V PR190~ NONF'RsN PRrsON 
COHMTt-INT FAROl,.a PAROLe PAROIoE T!I R Ii TERM 

SUPiRIOR COURT D %SPOS I Tr ONS 36076 19209 8913 846 1028 2401 204 188 328,. 
DISMISSSD 4395 2498 964 8e 85 247 11 ~o 49a 
ACQU ITTeO U18 640 Z21 16 26 ,2 a 4 137 .. CONVICTeD 30'63 160H ;':'~8 742 017 2082 191 114 2658 

aRIOI·'AI. PloaA ur GUII.TY a4'S "'43 a008 ao3, 2", I!\H 91 " e06 
CHANGB Pl.iA TO QUII.TV ,.,aU2 9428 4793 4" '20 121' 94 69 1527 
JURY TR~AI. 2628 1291 605 68 10a 318 4 20 214 

Vl COURT T rAI. 917 540 4120 12 23 51 2 0 60 
0'\ TRIA~ BY TRANSCRIpT 448 260 ~02 6 6 23 0 0 42 

saNTE 06 30'63 16071 772 8 ,.42 9:1.7 2082 101 174 26'8 
DEiATH 14 4 0 0 , J Q 1 1 STATS PRISON '4~7 19a7 ~347 24, 249 1037 4O 146 446 
VOUTd AUTHORITY ",oz sa" 3;52 4 218 , 12 0 110 
PlROBA Tl ON 5264 ;"43 968 64 44 130 e 4 '03 IIROGATION AND JAIL 1,2,81 U68 4139 261 209 639 73 ,., 1287 
JAIl. 1U5 666 483 43- 67 173 53 1 146 
nNii us 1111 33 0 (] 6 Q 0 18 eRe_ tUS 407 !l85 lCl6 28 71 6 0 129 
MDSO.II 197 1i14 36 1 '1 11 0 0 18 OTHER 17 10 5 0 Q 1 0 1 0 

-CALifORNIA Re~ABII.ITATION CENTeR 
•• H6NTALIoV DISORDeRED sex orraNOSR 
NoTel TMese DATA WERE RePoRTSD BV CRl~INAI. JUSTICe AGeNCtsa ON THe 'DI8~oS!T!aN or ARREST .~D COURT 
ACTION' rORM (JUS 87'", CATA rOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY AR! NOT INCI.UD60. \ 
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TABLE 8 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

Contra Del E1 
Type of disposition Total Alameda Alpine Amador Butte Calaveras Colusa Costa Norte Dorado Fresno Glenn 

Total arrest dispositions • · 157,537* 9,791 3 89 304 107 63 4,116 156 532 2,951 90 
Law enforcement releases. · · 10,595 122 0 0 17 1 1 729 13 22 179 2 
Complaints denied • · · · · · · 21,571* 1,308 0 2 13 2 0 296 23 26 296 1 

Complaints filed. · · · · 125,371 8,361 3 87 274 104 62 3,091 120 484 2,476 87 
Misdemeanor complaints. · 64, /., 4 3,862 2 10 70 23 25 1,716 88 175 1,206 18 
Felony complaints · · · · 60,957 4,499 1 77 204 81 37 1,375 32 309 1,270 69 

Lower court dispositions. · · · 89,295 6,519 3 60 129 73 39 2,013 111 327 2,347 32 
Dismissed · · · · · · · · · · 31,471 2,604 1 17 44 24 5 753 25 130 1,026 10 
Acquitted • · · · · · · · 872 43 0 0 1 0 1 26 1 3 15 0 
Convicted • · · · · · · · · · 56,952 3,872 2 43 84 49 33 1,234 85 194 1,306 22 

Guilty plea · · · · · · · 55,146 3,716 2 43 81 44 33 1,194 81 191 1,274 22 
Jury trial. · · · · · · · 847 38 0 0 1 3 0 33 2 0 29 0 
Court trial • · · · · · · · 959 118 0 0 2 2 0 7 2 3 3 0 

Sentence. · · · · · · · · · · 56,952 3,872 2 43 84 49 33 1,234 85 194 1,306 22 
Youth Author.ity · · · · · 85 6 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 3 0 
Straight probation. · · · · 20,254 1,526 0 34 21 19 11 226 26 54 237 5 
Probation and jail. · · · 19,576 886 0 1 15 13 5 317 3 44 773 6 
County jail • · · · · · · · 9,610 916 1 2 30 10 8 383 28 48 207 9 
Fine. . · · · · · · · 6,761 389 1 6 17 5 9 275 28 44 80 2 
Other • · · · · · · · · · 666 149 0 0 1 2 0 31 0 4 6 0 

Superior court dispositions · · 36,076 1,842 0 27 145 31 23 1,078 9 157 129 55 
Dismissed · · · · · · · · · 4,395 234 0 3 15 2 2 60 ., 0 26 41 27 
Acquitted • · · · · · · 1,118 23 0 0 5 0 0 9 0 0 3 0 
Convicted • · · · · · · · 30,563 1,585 0 24 125 29 21 1,009 9 131 85 28 

Original guilty plea. · · · 8,458 107 0 16 69 9 10 103 4 74 36 19 
, , Not guilty to guilty. · · 18,112 1,388 0 6 24 19 8 834 3 51 31 6 

Jury tidal. · · · · · · · · 2,628 84 0 1 26 1 2 71 1 6 17 3 
Court trial • · · · · · · 917 5 0 1 6 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 
'Tria1 by transcript • · · · 448 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

Sentence. · · · · · · · · · 30,563 1,585 0 24 125 29 21 1,009 9 131 85 28 
Death , · · .. · · · · · · 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
State prison. · · · · · · · 5,437 221 0 2 61 3 0 140 3 15 32 4 
Youth Authority · · · · · · 1,502 62 0 8 6 0 0 80 1 4 6 1 \ 
Straight probation. · · · · 5,264 322 0 11 19 13 1 159 2 9 5 3 
Probation and jail. · · · 15,181 880 0 2 30 11 17 522 1 83 28 17 
County jail · · · · · · · · 1,635 39 0 1 5 1 3 26 2 15 0 3 
Fine. . · · · .... · · · 158 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 
CRC** • · · · · · · · · · · 1,158 52 0 0 3 0 0 69 0 2 13 0 
State hospital-MDSO***. · · 197 

I 
6 0 0 1 1 0 9 0 1 0 0 

Other • · · · · · · · · · 17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disd",ition 

Los 
Type of disposition Humboldt Imperial Inyo Kern Kings Lake Lassen Angeles Madera Marin Mariposa Mendocino 

, , 

Total arrest dispositions · · · 779 614 68 3,337 439 161 79 63,531 300 1,015 24 188 Law enforcement releases. · · 5 38 1 287 6 1 1 6,057 5 0 1 18 Complaints denied • · · · · 27 35 3 110 28 3 12 12,036 13 93 0 2 Complaints filed. · · · · 747 541 64 2,940 405 157 66 45,438 282 922 23 168 Misdemeanor complaints. · 257 152 15 1,636 129 23 26 28,322 106 382 5 58 Felony complaints • · 490 389 49 1,304 276 134 40 17,116 176 540 18 110 Lower court dispositions. · · 513 419 40 2,284 326 62 42 30,998 211 620 19 100 Dismissed · · · · · · · 226 178 10 850 136 22 9 8,954 89 239 6 29 Acquitted • · · · · · · · 0 12 0 9 3 0 0 440 2 6 0 4 Convicted • · · · · · · · 287 229 30 1,425 187 40 33 21,604 120 375 13 67 Guilty plea · · · 280 202 30 1,392 177 39 32 20,880 113 370 13 49 Jury trial. 6 3 0 20 9 0 0 342 5 5 0 3 Court trial · · · · · · · 1 24 0 13 1 1 1 382 2 0 0 15 Sentence. · · · · · · 287 229 30 1,425 187 40 33 21,604 120 375 13 67 Youth Authority · · · 1 2 0 6 0 0 0 20 1 0 0 0 Straight probation. · · · 129 90 17 646 46 15 8 7,821 13 135 1 12 Probation and jail. · · · 65 51 0 416 61 11 10 7,370 48 177 3 13 County jail • · · · · 52 49 7 2J.8 55 8 10 3,519 40 49 3 30 Fine. . · · · · · · · · 39 31 5 132 25 6 5 2,576 18 10 6 12 Other • · · · · · · · · 1 6 1 7 0 0 0 298 0 4 0 0 Superior court dispositions · · 234 122 ~4 656 79 95 24 14,440 71 302 4 68 Dismissed · · · · · 52 16 4 52 25 14 4 1,963 15 11 0 4 Acquitted • · · · · · · · · · 3 2 0 17 5 2 0 671 1 18 0 5 Convicted • · · · · 179 104 20 587 49 79 20 11,806 55 273 4 59 
Original guilty plea. 88 46 8 347 13 21 12 2,163 14 36 1 28 
Not gu:f,lty to guilty. · · 74 42 12 158 22 46 4 7,850 24 196 3 16 Jury trial. · · · · · · · 15 12 0 76 14 12 1 794 17 34 0 11 Court trial • · · · · · · 2 3 0 4 0 0 3 600 0 6 0 4 Trial by transcript · · · · 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 399 0 1 0 0 Sentence. · · · · · · · · 179 104 20 587 4!: 79 20 11,806 55 273 4 59 
Death • · · · · · · · 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 State prison. · · · · · · 23 23 1 191 14 13 14 1,690 34 44 1 20 Youth Authority · · · · · · 2 6 0 25 0 5 0 637 1 12 0 4 Straight probation. · · 48 18 10 62 1 12 1 2,293 3 24 2 1 
Probation and jail. · · · 59 36 6 236 26 33 1 5,824 13 173 0 24 
County jail • · · · · · 42 13 3 14 1 10 4 812 1 6 1 10 
Fine. . · · · · · · · 1 0 0 3 0 2 0 94 0 1 0 0 
CRC** • · · · · · · · · · 3 8 0 52 7 0 0 379 3 7 0 0 
State hospita1-MDSO***. · 1 0 0 2 0 4 0 71 0 1 0 0 Other • · · · · · · · 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 

\ 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of dioposition 

Merced I San 
Type of disposition Modoc Mono Monterey Napa Nevada Orange Placer P1Ul!las Riverside Sacramento Benito 

Total arrest dispositions. · 692 49 46 1,734 3'f5 173 11,930 467 61 4,108 4,711 77 
Law enforcement releases · · 5 0 0 20 0 2 469 7 9 150 34 3 
Complaints denied. · · · · 8 0 6 201 5 11 1,000 5 1 345 413 1 

Complaints filed • · · · · · 679 49 40 1,513 340 160 10,461 455 51 3,613 4,264 73 
Misdemeanor complaints · 193 7 7 46 1 73 54 5,998 181 16 1,992 1,343 31 
Felony complaints. · · · 486 42 33 1,050 267 106 4,463 274 35 1,621 2,921 42 

Lower court dispositions · · · 419 17 21 816 256 112 8,605 313 24 2,674 3,149 49 
Dismissed. · · · · · · · 159' 5 5 340 104 38 3,754 123 5 946 1,126 15 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · 4 0 1 13 0 1 41 1 0 23 13 0 
Convicted. · · · · · · · · · 256 12 15 463 152 73 4,810 189 19 1,705 2,010 34 

Guilty plea. · ., · · · 247 10 15 442 149 72 4,734 185 13 1,656 1,978 34 
Jury trial. · · · · · · · 4 1 0 13 2 0 57 0 2 26 18 0 
Court trial. · · · · · · · 5 1 0 8 1 1 19 4 4 23 14 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · 256 12 15 463 152 73 4,810 189 19 1,705 2,010 34 
Youth Authority. · · · · 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 3 5 0 
Straight probation · · · · 56 8 3 137 44 16 1,526 73 2 813 579 7 
Probation and jail · · · 89 1 9 209 49 36 2,289 22 3 5£.9 547 8 
County jail. · · · · · · 58 3 2 69 37 11 402 27 'I 181 440 8 
Fine • · · · · · 51 0 1 41 21 9 542 55 11 129 437 11 
Other. · · · · · · · · · 2 0 0 6 1 0 50 10 0 10 2 0 

Superior court dispositions. 260 32 19 697 84 48 1,856 142 27 939 1,115 24 
Dismissed. · · · · · · 26 3 1 111 8 4 157 31 3 129 175 5 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · · 5 0 0 16 3 0 38 2 4 .. 66 23 0 
Convicted. · · · · · · · 229 29 18 570 73 44 1,661 109 20 744 917 19 

Original guilty plea · · 103 21 10 205 38 16 881 43 5 410 362 10 

i 

Not guilty to guilty · 82 4 3 282 27 7 578 58 9 208 456 8 
Jury trial. · · · · · · · 34 3 1 57 ;7 8 172 7 6 90 91 1 
Court trial. · · · · · · 10 1 2 19 1 13 23 1 0 36 8 0 
Trial by transcript. · · 0 0 2 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · · 229 29 18 570 73 44 1,661 109 20 744 917 19 
Death. · · · · · · · · · · 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 
State prison • · · · · · · 29 7 1 152 13 13 296 17 8 166 207 3 
Youth Authority. · · · · 8 1 1 26 9 2 63 7 0 21 47 0 
Straight probation · · · · 9 6 8 68 14 9 103 25 9 104 96 3 
Probation and jail · · · · 156 14 5 260 23 15 . 1,122 49 0 431 448 11 County jail. · · · · · 9 1 1 43 4 4 12 6 1 11 66 2 
Fine. · · · · · · · · 0 0 2 3 1 0 2 2 1 1 1 0 
CRC**. · · · ~ . · · · · 14 0 0 17 7 1 45 1 0 4 39 0 
State hospita1-MDSO*** · 2 0 0 1 2 0 11 0 0 5 13 0 
Other. · · · · , · · · · · 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

San 
San San San San Luis San - Santa Santa 

Type of disposition Bernardino Diego Francisco Joaquin Obispo Mateo Barba:.._ Cruz Shasta Sierra Siskiyou Solano 
--

Total arrest dispositions • · · · · · 5,604 13,506 7,129 2,385 505 2,870 1,685 1,081 733 26 162 1.486 Law enforcement releases. · · · · · · 710 1,381 15 14 4 56 22 1 6 2 5 21 Complaints denied • · · · · · · · 458 1,506 2,235 104 83 99 181 48 0 0 9 26 Complaints filed. · · · · · · · · 4,436 10,619 4,87!) 2,267 418 2,715 1,482 1,032 727 24 148 1,439 Misdemeanor complaints. · · · · · 1,885 4.921 Z,177 790 238 1,203 923 320 120 6 41 323 Felony complaints · · · · · · · · 2,551 5,698 2,702 1,477 180 1,512 559 712 607 18 107 1,116 Lower court dispositions. · · · · · 2,971 7,120 3,430 1,721 290 2,115 1,164 648 269 10 80 1,106 Dislf.l.'3sed • · · · · · · · · · · · 1;067 2,798 1,358 552 77 797 343 274 85 5 23 475 Acql,i';ted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 14 112 25 4 2 10 6 1 0 0 0 9 Convicted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 1,890 4,210 2,047 1,165 211 1,308 815 373 184 5 57 622 Guilty plea · · · · · · · · · · 1,852 4,093 1,871 1,146 209 1,272 794 363 166 5 51 614 Jury trial. · · · · · · · · · · 22 66 16 14 1 24 12 4 4 0 1 7 Court trial · · · · · · · · · · 16 51 160 5 1 12 9 6 14 0 5 1 Sentenc.e. · · · · · · · · · · · 1,890 4,210 2,047 1,165 211 1,308 815 373 184 5 57 622 Youth Authority · · · · · · · · · 6 4 2 3 0 2 2 3 0 0 0 1 Straight probation. · · · · · · · 807 2,310 274 359 98 483 276 83 69 2 12 239 Probation and jail. · · · · · · · 551 1,100 1,244 655 64 431 168 131 49 0 7 214 County jail • · · · · · · · · · · 316 405 421 90 18 230 212 97 27 2 16 116 Fine. . · · · · · · · · · · · 204 376 78 56 30 145 156 57 38 1 22 51 Other • · · · · · · · · · · · · 6 15 28 2 1 17 1 2 1 0 0 ,I Superior court dispositions • · · · · 1,465 3,499 1,449 546 128 600 318 384 458 14 68 333 Dismissed · · · · · · · · · · · 160 271 202 78 7 63 34 48 J8 6 11 6 Acquitted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 41 45 8 13 2 8 6 7 '4 1 6 7 Convicted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 1,264 3,183 1,239 455 119 529 278 329 416 7 51 320 Original guilty plea. · · · · · · 523 1,089 175 45 71 141 70 123 180 5 25 152 Not guilty to guilty. · · · · · 568 1,823 892 356 45 338 149 171 188 2 17 128 Jury trial. · · · · · · · · · · 156 222 122 50 3 42 45 27 36 0 8 38 Court trial • · · · · · · · · · 16 40 50 1 0 5 12 3 11 0 1 1 Trial by transcript · · · · · · · 1 9 0 3 0 3 2 5 1 0 0 1 Sentence. · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1, 26/~ 3,183 1,239 455 119 529 278 329 416 7 51 320 Death • · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 State prison. · · · · · · · · · · 290 550 249 97 56 95 65 62 83 0 14 85 Youth Authority · · · · · · · · 86 105 56 30 1 18 8 17 22 0 2 9 Straight probation. · · · · · · · 337 651 190 95 5 93 38 46 57 4 12 102 Probation and jail. · · · · · · 409 1,545 678 212 45 278 122 175 177 2 7 112 County jail • · · · · · · · · · · 67 103 21 12 2 25 25 9 61 1 13 8 Fine. . · · · · · · · · · · · · 5 14 1 0 0 7 0 0 3 0 1 3 CRC** • · · · · · · · · · · · · · 62 184 40 7 6 11 18 ' 19 10 0 1 1 State hospita1-MDSO***. · · · · · 7 29 4 2 4 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 Other • · · · · · · · · · · · · 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

Type of disposition Sonoma Stanislaus Sutter Tehama Trinity 

'Total arrest dispositions. · · · 1,075 1,628 176 99 68 
Law enforcement releases · · · 15 23 0 0 0 
Complaints denied. · · · · · 96 126 2 2 3 

Complaints filed • · · · · 964 1,479 174 97 65 
Misdemeanor complaints · · 430 625 60 21 7 
Felony complaints. · · · · 534 854 114 76 58 

Lower court dispositions · · · 707 1,151 106 74 18 
Dismissed. · · · · · · · · · 319 326 36 38 7 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · · 4 3 1 2 1 
Convicted. · · · · · · · · · 384 822 69 34 10 

Guilty plea. · · · · · · · 375 810 67 32 10 
Jury trial • · · · · · · · 4 6 1 0 0 
Court trial. · · · · · · · 5 6 1 2 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · 384 822 69 34 10 
Youth Authority. · · · · · 3 0 0 0 0 
Straight probation · · · · 171 149 20 16 1 
Probation and jail · · · · 98 186 14 3 1 
COll.'lty jail. · · · · · · · 76 242 18 12 4 
Fine • · · · · · · · · · · 35 245 17 3 4 
Other. · · · · · · · · · · 1 0 0 0 0 

Superior court dispositions. · 257 328 68 23 47 
Dismissed. · · · · · · · · · 61 30 3 3 6 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · · 7 8 0 0 6 
Convicted. · · · · · · · · · 189 290 65 20 35 

Original guilty plea • · · 30 96 40 13 28 
Not guilty to guilty · · · 124 141 16 5 7 
Jury trial • · · · · · · · 29 47 8 1 0 
Court trial. · · · · · · · 6 6 1 1 0 
Trial by transcript. · · · 0 0 0 0 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · · 189 290 65 20 35 
Death. · · · · · · · · · · 0 0 0 0 0 
State prison • · · · · · · 48 58 8 3 4 
Youth Authority. · · · · 21 20 0 1 1 
Straight probation · · · · 20 4 14 6 2 
Probation and jail • · · · 77 195 25 9 17 
County jail. · · · · · · · 4 7 16 0 7 
Fine • · · · · · · · · · · 0 1 0 0 3 
CRC**. · · · · · · · · · 16 5 2 1 "' State hospital-~SO*** · · 3 0 0 0 1 
Other. · · · · · · · · · · 0 0 0 0 0 

*Includes 34 dispositions of adult felony arrests made by state agencies (i.e., non-county agencies). 
**California Rehabilitation Center 
***Mentally Disordered Sex Offender. 

Tulare 

1,110 
15 
44 

1,051 
365 
686 
726 
244 

5 
477 
459 
16 

2 
477 

0 
71 

168 
193 

45 
0 

325 
57 
15 

253 
51 

157 
45 

0 
0 

253 
0 

72 
9 
4 

127 
22 

0 
17 

2 
0 

Tuolumne 

157 
2 

10 
145 

36 
109 

81 
20 
5 

56 
55 

0 
1 

56 
0 

18 
14 

6 
18 

0 
64 
20 
2 

42 .. 
15 
19 

7 
1 
0 

42 
0 

12 
0 
5 

16 
6 
0 
2 
1 
0 

Notes: These data were reported by criminal justice agencies on the "Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). 
Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 
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Ventura Yolo Yuba 

1,835 716 337 
90 4 4 

116 37 27 
1,629 675 306 

834 299 126 
795 376 180 

1,059 520 187 
354 189 77 

2 3 0 
703 328 110 
680 320 109 
19 8 0 

4 0 1 
703 328 110 

3 2 0 
277 104 59 
264 77 18 

88 76 22 
71 69 11 

0 0 0 
570 155 119 

35 20 13 
4 3 4 

531 132 102 
169 61 28 
306 61 60 

46 10 11 
8 0 3 
2 0 0 

531 132 102 
0 0 0 

80 27 18 
30 9 7 
63 16 27 \ 

295 70 32 
38 6 10 

0 0 0 
19 4 7 

6 0 1 
0 0 0 
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1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS 
ARRESTED ON FELONY CIIARGES 

IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

STATEWIDE 

LAW ENFORCEMENT RELEASES 

PROSECUTOR DEMIALS 

LOWER COURT DISPOSITIONS 

SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS FILED 

FELONY COMPLAINTS FIU;D 

LOWER COURT DISMISSALS 

LOWER COURT ACQUITTALS 

LOWER COURT CONV~CTlONS 

SUPERIOR COURT DISMISSALS 

SUPERIOR COURT ACQUITTALS 

SUPERIOR COURT CONVICTIONS 

DEATH OR PRISON COMMITMENT 

CVA COMMITMENT 

STRAIGHT PROBATION 

PROBATION AND JAIL 

COUNTY JAIL 

FINE 

CRC, MDSO, AND OTHER 

o 10 20 30 40 50 60 

PERCENT 

HOTE: PERCENTAGES MAY HOT TOTAL 100. ox DUE TO ROUNDING. 

62 

i ~ Rg~~g __________ ~~ ____________ ~ ______________________________ _ 

a 

Attachment IiI 

(~\, 
\~p' 

1976 

OFFENDER-UASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OUTS) 

IN 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

6.7 

13.7 

56.7 

22.9 

40.9 

38.7 

20.0 ( 
0.6 

36.2 

2.8 

0.7 

19.4 

Prepared hy: 

3.5 

Ikpa !'Illll'll t of .lust ice 
Divisioll of Law Enforct'ml'llt 

1.0 

~ Uur<.'au of Cl'imilltll Statistics 16.2 

77 Cadilltll' Drive 22.1 

P. O. Box 134~7 7.1 

Sacrallll'lltO. California 9Sg13 4.4 
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1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Data Information and Limitations 

Enclosed are summary tables showing the 1976 dispositions which were reported by criminal justice agencies in your 

county or statewide. Disposition data are not included for Santa Clara County since they used a different reporting 
systeIll. 

This information is the result of the Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) reporting system. It includes data 

on the 1976 dispositions of adults arrested on felony charges which took place at the police, prosecutor, lower 
court, and superior court levels of the California and county criminal justice system. 

Like any newly implemented statistil:al reporting system, data are often incomplete during the developmental years. 
During the transition from the previous system of reporting dara on the disposition of felony defendants at the 

superior court level to the new OBTS system of reporting dispositions of adult felony arrests at all four levels, the 
1976 data from several counties appea~ to be underreported. 

Therefore the following general infcrmation and limitations should be taken into consideration in analyzing and 
using the 1976 OBTS data. 

1. These data do not represent the total number of adult felony arrests or the total number of dispositions which 

may have been made at any particular level of the criminal justice system. They do indicate how the adult 

felony arrestees, whose dispositions were reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) on the 

"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 87~5), were disposed of in the California or county 
criminal justice process. 

2. TJlese data reflect dispositions that were made in 1976 as a result of adult felony arrests which were made in 
that year or in previous years. 

3. Comparisons should not be made betweell felony arrest dispositions reported on the JUS 8715 and felony 

arrests reported to BCS on either the "Monthly Report - Adult Felony Arrests" form (JUS 703) or the 

"Monthly Arrest and Citation Register" form (750). OBTS data are based upon the year of disposition 
regardless of when the arrest occurred. Arrest data are based upon the year in which the arrest took place. 

4. It may not be advisable to make statistical comparisons between OBTS data (1975 and 1976) and superior 

court disposition data pleviously published by BCS prior to 1975, since these disposition data were collected 
from two different reporting systems. 

5. The total number of felony offense dispositions reported by some sparsely populated counties are so low that 
they may invalidate any proportionate comparisons that may be made. 

6. There was a general decrease in the total number of dispositions received by BeS in 1976. The primary reason 

for this decrease is the legisi:Jtion which reduced the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of 

marijuana from a fclony offcnse to a misdemeanor offense in 1976. Also, the ORTS system expanded from 56 

counties in 1975 to 57 counties in 1976. Comparing the data for the samc 56 counties (excluding Alameda 

and Sallta Clara) in both years, there was a decrease of 15.1 percent in totul dispositions. County and local 

agend,~s may also expect this legislative action to affect thl' totul number of 1976 dispnsitions in their 
respective jurisdictions. 

QlIestions fl'g:lrding the enclosed 1976 OBIS data lIlay be dirt'cted to Frank Ilirleman or Dennis Barthok:liIew at 
(91 (,) 9:20·61 (i5. 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT Fe~DNV ARReSTS, 1976 .. TVPE OF DISPOSITION BY ARREST OPPeNSE 
~us ANGE~ES COUNTY 

TYPe OF nISPQSrTlo~ 
ARRSST OFPENSE 

ALL 
'rOTUS HOMICIDE FORCIB~E ROBBERY A!SAUCT BURG~A~V T~EFT MOTOI). DRUG 

IUI'& VE~lel.l! I.AW OT~I!R 
THEF7 VIOIoS 

DISPOSITION OF FELONY ARReSTS 63531 65' 713 4752 8680 1 U9c; n:u 4062 19806 8069 LA~ ENFnRCEHfNT RELEASES 6057 80 91 778 1026 1531 bU 1031 ~B7 490 COMPLAINTS JENIEO 120 36 113 31- 1042 2017 1719 889 "11 4028· 1143 COMPLAPlTS F !lED 45438 4bZ 368 2932 '6:.\7 8149 3803 2Uo 15391 64'6 MBOEMEANOR 2 !!322 9 13 672 4186 4U' Z60S un 11387 3690 FELONY 17116 451 29, 2260 1451 38Z0 119' .92 4004 2'146 ~DWe- CQURT "lsPOSrnONS 30998 26 94 832 4430 4186 2759 1H8 12140 4403 rlI!iMISSED 6954 20 30 277 951 862 476 326 5201 811 AC')UJTTED 440 0 3 11 1'12 47 43 27 115 52 CONVICTED 21604 6 61 544 :3337 3177 2240 1175 6B24 3540 GU1!.TV p~eA 208110 b 55 !i2l! 3lb4 3'57 21'9 1131 66!U 3450 JU~\( TRrA~ 342 0 !; 12 119 69 41 11 41 III COURT TRJAL 382 0 1 10 54 51 40 26 148 '2 0\ SE"JTF.NCe 21604 6 61 !!44 3337 387" 2240 1115 6824 3540 Vl YOIlTH AUTHOR IT v ~o 0 0 2 2 B 0 " 0 It PROBATION 7nl 4 19 15'1 1522 132B 825 304 1971 1691 PRnBATION A'lD JAn 7310 0 ~o 220 1080 1439 930 '42 U84 945 JAI~ ~519 1 8 113 445 875 358 249 1116 3!!4 ,FINE 2576 1 4 41 2S6 19' 116 59 lito. 495 OTI-le;R 298 0 0 11 '2 32 11 11 144 51 ~UPERXI1R COURT DISPOSITIONS 144 40 436 274 2100 1207 3363 1044 731 3251 203] nrSMISHCI 1963 41 38 184 147 Z6b 123 "0 864 no ACQUITTED 671 50 39 93 1)5 79 41 2Q U5 99 CnNVICTeo 11806 345 19 7 1823 92' 3018 880 6192 22T2 1104 ORIGINAL ~LEA OF GUILTY <'1 63 22 25 253 148 '76 203 182 241 5i! CHANGE PLEA TO GUILTV 7850 204 11ft 1247 ~41 2141 602 415 1569 101'7 .JVPY T~ IAl 794 86 32 205 97 12!! 36 21 us .,., COURT TRIAL 600 22 20 16 104 10' 27 11 n2 '1 TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 399 11 6 42 " 71 12 ., 175 40 SeNTFNCE 11806 34!S 197 1823 925 3018 880 642 22'1'2 l"f04 DEATH 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 PRISON 1090 183 51 590 U5 294 44 ito 206 15" \ YOUTH AUTHDIt ITV 637 26 18 219 H 226 16 40 26 22 PROBATIJN 2293 30 24 122 221 434 283 101 603 • .,5 PRr.BATtUN AND JAIL '824 91 7a 763 453 1660 441 361 1209 168 JAIL 812 5 13 n 77 23' 8iI 92 62 in F!,NE 94 0 1 2 2 3 i 0 53 »0 <;'RC 379 0 0 47 2 161 10 1 111 41 "1050 71 0 18 ., 
1 5 0 i 0 ]9 OTf-JER 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
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ADU~T FELONY A~RFSTEES CONVICT~D AND SENTENCED, 19'16 
CONVICTED OFFENSF BY CCURT OF CO~VICTI0N AND SENTENCE 

~OS ANGELES CQU~TY 

rOURT OF CnNVICTION CONVICTED OFFeNSE 
TOTALS HOMICtDf' FORCIBLE ROSBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY T!olEn MOTOR DRUG ALL 

PAPE VEHICLE ~AW OTHI!R 
THEFT Vto~S 

TOTA~ CONVICTIONS 33410 He 129 1215 3329 3617 5:aZ4 1356 824Z 9'160 
LOWER COURT 21604 (I 0 0 22B 1141 3624 '158 '5929 '1e91 

GUII-TY PLEA 20880 n 0 I',) ZlO:a 1097 3493 1lZ 5748 710'1 
JURY TPIAL ]42 n 0 n 111 29 6S 12 40 52 
COURT TRIAL 382 n 0 0 41 15 b3 14 141 10~ 

SENTENCE 21604 n 0 0 2255 1141 362. 7!l1! 5929 '7119' 
YOUTH AUTHOR lTY 20 n 0 " 2 fl 3 2 0 5 
PROBATION 1821 0 0 0 965 320 1289 1'76 1424 lb41 
PROUT ION AND JA tL 7:a70 n 0 0 854 522 1472 188 2070 2064 
JAIL. 3519 n 0 0 322 278 676 1'75 1142 926 
FINE 25'16 n 0 n 99 7 16" 10 1155 lUR 
OTHER 2Q8 0 0 0 13 6 1., ., 138 111 

SUP ell. IDR COUll. T 11806 31 8 129 1275 10'14 2536 1700 598 2313 leu 
0\ 

ORIGINAL PLEA OF GUILTY 21 63 111 12 183 166 521 306 1"0 250 53'1 

0\ CHANGE PLEA TO GUILTY 1850 185 72. 634 633 1'60 1260 389 15Q4 1UQ 

JURY TRIAL .,Q4 82 29 18(') 114 117 60 22 119 .,i 
COU~T TRIA~ ~OO 2" 10 60 119 87 40 16 l'P4 '74 
TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 399 1i 6 18 42 51 ~ .. ., 1'16 ,? 

5-ENTENCE 11806 ilf! 129 12.'15 10.,4 2536 1700 5911 2313 leu 
OEATH 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PRISON 16 90 18b 48 552 130 294 90 3'f 211 142 
"OUTH AUTHORITY t?n 22 16 185 47 113 55 4~ 26 ]1 
PROBATION 22 93 24 9 49 240 522 441) 85 60" 5i3 
PR08ATION AND JAIL 5824 81 36 441.1 537 1409 905 340 1232 8t6 
JAIL UZ 1 Z 2 113 14q i"fl 8'7 63 224 
"INE 94 n 0 1 3 1 :I 0 54 3Z 
CRe 3"f9 n 0 36 1 141 32 ., 118 44 
/oIOSO '1l n 18 2 3 ., 0 0 0 41 
OTHER 2 n 0 t'I 0 0 0 0 2 t') 
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DlSPCS!TIQN r.F ADULT Fe~DNV A~RESTS, 
TYPE DF ~ISP~SITIDN BY ~~CE 

1 fJ'T ~ 

~DS ANGELES COUNTy 
"IiC 

TYPE rF rISP8S!TION 
RAce TC:TALS WHIH M!XICAN .. NEGRO OTHER UNI(NCWN AMERICAN 

DISPOSITION nF FELO~V ARRESTS 63531 16137 12659 23159 858 '718 LAk ENFORCE~eNT RELEAS~S 6057 2U,l 1258 2411 51 16 C:O~'PLAI~ITS Dr:"IeO 12036 401!! Z438 '402 141 3'1 C~"PLAINTS FILfD 45438 19958 8963 1'286 66& 665 toll SDEM!:M'OR 28322 13260 5894 84.0 46.5 243 'ELDNY 17llb 6598 3069 0826 201 ,.22 LO\o/ER COURT DISP(lSITIONS 3099A 14388 6361 9449 '0) 291 I)r~MISSE(\ 8954 4330 15!1:J 27U 14~ lb'1 AcoUITTEn 440 1'70 109 1n ? 1 CONVICTED 21604 9(1188 4669 656' :J5~ 129 GUIL'ry PLEA 20880 9616 4523 6218 335 128 Jur::Y TRIAL 342 129 7e 124 10 1 C:OURT TRIAL 382 143 611 lU 8 0 <;FNTFNce Zlb04 9888 4669 6565 353 129 C\ YOUTH AUTHQR ITY ZO 11 • 5 0 0 
-l PRnBAT IIJ~I 7821 405. 161' 1947 148 55 PRr'lBAT It'~: "~~D JAIL 7370 2744 1610 Z8U 130 H JAIL 3'19 1'60 844 1048 43 Zit • fJ I t-i E 2576 ~3H 531 612 20 14 l'IT,IER 296 l4e 63 81 ,. 

2 SUPERIOR CI!URT OISPOSITln',s 14440 5470 2602 5831 163 368 OYSMISSeO 1963 6!11 331 Sil5 2~ 133 hCOUITTEO 671 11~ 119 326 6 52 CONVICTED 11806 4645 2158 4686 134 iU ORIGINAL P~EA OF GUILTV 21b3 1095 394 601 26 ., CHANCE PLEA TO GUILTY 7850 )000 1445 )191 92 122 JUPY TPIAL 794 211 163 401 ., 
6 COliRT TI{IAl 600 201 10' 215 § It TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 399 138 51 :lOZ • • SE"JTFNCE 11806 4645 21'8 4686 U4 183 DEIITH 1+ 1 1 Z 0 0 PRISON 1690 558 294 7h 26 28 

\ 
YOUTH AUTHOR lTV 637 204 118 30' , » PR08ATI(JN 2293 106Z 3311 BZ6 )0 J7 PR[18ATlDN AtlO JAIl. 5824 Z3~7 lOU 22'3 39 n JAIL 812 239 195 3 •• 8 26 Fp!E 94 27 11 50 1 , eRr. 379 ISS 108 98 5 10 MOSC 71 311 11 21 0 1 OTHER 2 1 0 1 0 0 
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~ISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS, 
1976 TYPE UP ~ISPOSITION BY SEX 

~05 AN6ELES COUNTY 

TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

SIx TOTAL! MALE FIlMAL! UNI(NCWN 

DISpnSITrUN OF FELONY ARRESTS 
63"1 54!J62 8778 

191 
LAW EN~ORCEHENT k~LEASES 

6057 5419 bZ6 12 

eO"PLAINTS De~IED 
12036 

lO~99 1704 113 
COMPLAINTS FILED 

ft!i438 38844 6'>48 146 

MISOEHEANOR 
28322 23807 4432 U 

FELONy 
17116 15037 

201b 6J 

LowER COURT DISPOSITIONS 
30998 26085 4821 t2 

D!SMISSEO 
893ft 74.54 1458 .Z 

ACQUITTED 
440 373 U 2 

CONVICTED 
Z1604 18258 3298 

48 

GUILTY PLEA 
20880 17643 

31'0 . ., JURY TRIAL 
342 29, 

47 0 

eOURT TRIAL 
38, 320 61 1 

SF:~TF:NCE 
21604 182'8 

:U~~ 
48 

0'\ 
VOUTI-I AUTHOR ITY 

20 20 
0 0 

00 
PRO&ATlO~' 

7821 6310 148'1 Z4 
~ROeATION AND JA %L 

7)70 6118 1040 1Z 

JArL 
3519 3122 390 , .'I1\:& 
2576 ZU2 140 4 

OTI4EJI. 
298 

2'6 41 1 

5UPeIlIO~ COURT OISPOSITIONS 
14440 12159 1627 54 

DISMIsseD 
1963 1642 J06 15 

ACOUITTED 
671 !J80 SIt 7 

CON\lICTeD 
11806 10537 un u 

~RIG%NAL PLEA OF GUILTY 
2163 1913 2.Z 13 

CHANGE PLeA To GUILTV 
7050 6991 en u 

JURY TR IAL 
79ft 7J9 54 

1 

> COURT TRrAL 
~oo ,)9 

61 0 

7RJAL BY TRANSCRIPT 
399 ]55 .1 

1 

SI1NTF."lee 
11806 1o,,, un sz 

\ 

PEATH 
It 4 0 0 

PR ISDN 
1690 1596 B9 , YOIJTH AU'rHDRITY 
637 618 1'7 Z 

PRCBAT IO~1 
2293 1840 447 

Ii 

P5!["ISATtON AND JAJL 
S824 5214 "6 14 

JAIL 
612 T7!J U Z 

JH'f 
94 

84 10 0 

eRe 
379 134 42 B 

MQSO 
'1 '0 1 0 

OTHER 
2 Z 0 0 

. ~ ;. 

- , 
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"ISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONV ARRESTS, 
1976 TYPe OF OJSP~sITlaN BY AGe 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
TYPe OF t'lUPOSlTlr)ll 

AGil TOTALS UNDER 20-29 30 .. 39 40 UNKNOWN 
ZO YEARS YEARS AND YEARS 

OVER DISPOSfTION OF FELD~Y ARReSTS 
63531 7BZ6 35810 lZZ22 7201 472 

LAw ENFORCEMPNT ~ELeASES 
6057 1178 H31 910 517 Zl 

eOMPlAI~TS D~Nr!D 
12036 1.514 6771 23,5~ 1306 i! 

CO~PLAINTS FrLFD 
45438 5074 25608 8959 

'378 419 

MISOEMEANnR 
2El322 349!1 1619;. 5364 3131 14tO 

FELiJNy 
17116 1 '79 9416 3595 2247 279 

LOWER COURT OISPC1S1TIONS 
30998 HOB 17533 58U 3&32 17' 

"ISMIsseo 
8954 1005 5449 15511 8'4 8! 

ACOUITTeD 
440 46 244 99 50 1 

CONvrCTeo 
21604 2717 1J.84Q 4231 21Z8 88 

GUIL TV PLEA 
20'880 26"3 1144' 4072 2632 sa 

JURY TRIAL 
342 44 lao 6'7 51 0 

CQUR.T TRIAL 
382 30 215 92 

4' 0 

0\ SFNTF.NCE 
21604 2717 11840 4231 ,2128 as 

\0 
'/ourl-l AUTHOR lTV 

20 12 8 0 0 0 

PROBAT JON 
7e21 1026 4153 154, 1065 :u 

P~rJBATION AND JAIL 
7370 933 398, 1481 945 23 

JAn 
3'19 386 2010 719 385 19 

. ~ I NE 
ZS76 314 1500 41t9 30' II 

nT~ER 
298 46 187 34 28 3 

SUPFR IflR C1'I.JRT OISPOSITIn~/S 
litHo 1306 8075 3071 1746 242 

i"'I'HllSSen 
1963 111 1047 457 274 74 

ACQUITTED 
671 It' 324 15Z 111 n 

CaNvrCTEo 
11806 lllt8 6'1'04 2,.62 1361 131 

ORIGrNAL PLeA OF GUILTY 
H63 253 1131 1t30 303 'to 

eHA~GE PLEA TO GUILTY 
7850 "'1 4555 1630 034 80 

JURY T~IAL 
794 ,56 446 1" 89 6 

, 
COURT TR.IAL 

600 ,.3 
31t) 

11" 94 3 

TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 
399 45 223 88 Itl 2 

\ 

SeN, ENCE 
11806 1143 6'1'04 2402 1361 Ul 

l'lEAT'" 
It 0 J 1 0 0 

IIRISON 
1690 7,. 

'26 4611 20) 19 

VOUTI-I AUTHQR ITV 
637 325 )07 I 1 1 

"RniJATIOrJ 
2293 208 1Ub 520 382 27 

"R"BAT roN AND JArL 
5a21t 483 3527 115' 600 59 

JAIL 
812 51 .78 17'P 90 16 

Ii I ~Je 
94 0 iT 21 3~ J 

eRe 
379 6 228 99 40 6 

"'D~C 
71 1 41 n 12 0 

OTl-leR 
2 0 1 1 0 0 

'/ / 
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DISPOSITION ~F AnUlT FELONY ARRESTS IN SUPERIOR COURT, 
PRIOR C~IMI~AL RECORD BY TYPe OF DISpnSITION 

1.976 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

~VPE OF DISPOSITION PRIOR CRIMINAL ReCnRD TOTALS Nn '-11 SC. iJNE TWO 3;'PLUS UNKNnWN PR tOP PRIM PRIOR PRIOI'( PRIOI< R!CnRI'l RECr:JRn PRISON PRISON PIIISON 
SUPERIOR COURT D I sPas IT IONS 1444(') 1964 92a1 1101 442 315 13]'1' DISMISSED 1963 ~5" 1165 \29 61 36 216 ACQUITTEn fCJll to, 401 55 1'1 9 81 CONVICTEn 111106 1'1O~ 7709 917 364 270 1(140 ORIGINAL PLEA ~F GUILTY 2163 ~2' 1348 151 !S7 53 22" CHANGE PLEA TO GUILTV 7850 942 5187 60S 248 18~ 676 JURV TRIAL 794 7'1 511 96 35 15 60 COURT TRIAL 60n 81 402 48 14 " 41 TRIAL BY TRAIJSCRIPT 399 7~ 261 lit 10 !5 36 'iENTEi~CE 11806 1501'. 1709 917 364 270 lCl40 DEATIo! 4 ('l 2 2 0 0 0 PRISON 1690 64 1000 29" 113 81 136 VOUTIo! AUTHOR. ITV 631' 9~ 493 :3 1 0 4" ....:J PROBAT IO~1 2293 53~ 1392 85 39 21 220 0 PROBAT rO~1 ANti JAIL 5824 '131 3929 316 142 120 !l21 JAIL 912 44 540 102 311 19 69 FINE 94 l~ 5/1 , 2 2 11 eRe 379 I' 250 40 25 26 10 • MDSO 71 R 45 7 4 i 6 OT~ER 2 n 1 1 0 t') 0 

\ 
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DISPOSITION OF AnUlT FELONV ARRESTS IN SUPeRIOR COURT, 
1976 EXISTING CRrMrNAL STATUS BV TVPE OF DfSPOSITI~N 

lOS ANGELES COUNTy 

~VPE OF DIspnstTloN 

EXISTING CqIMINAL STATUS TOTALS IJ 0 'I' ON ON VOUT~ ON SERVING SeRVING UNKNOW"J IJNOER PRnBAT ION CRC AUTHOR lTV PRISON NO~JPFl SN PRISON COMMTMNT PARnLf PAROLE PAROLE TERM TERM SUPERIOR cnURT DISPOSITIONS 14"40 7642 3650 216 ~73 !!67 78 l' 1337 

DISMISSED 
1963 1195 413 23 26 81 3 0 216 

ACQUITTE('l 
671 ~az 149 11 1 t 31 0 0 81 

CQNVICTeo 
11806 6t'l65 3lB8 242 336 143 75 17 lO4t'l 

ORIGINAL PLEA OF GUILTY 2163 ltO!! 554 4~ 73 128 29 4 22~' 

CHANGe PLEA TO GUILTV 
7 8 50 3 9 61 2279 112 215 (.90 4!1 12 67.; 

JURV TR IAL 
794 "a~ 218 1'7 34 80 1 1 60 

COUll, T TR IA L 
600 371- 141 !I 10 31 0 n Itt 

TRIAL ev TRANSCRIPT 399 244 96 5 4 14 0 ('j 36 

SENTENee 
11 8 06 606!! 3ZBA 242 3H 743 75 l'1 104n 

DEATH 
4 0 0 0 Z 2 CI 0 0 

PRISON 
It>9n ''In 485 6' 76 301 " 11 1]6 

VOLJTH AUTHORITY 637 348 150 2 85 3 ? n ~, 

PRClBATION 
2293 153z 453 2.!1 12 It.!! 5 1 220 

-...J PR08ATfOf<! AND .JAlL 5824 3061 1'745 89 114 271 21 1- .5ll. 

..... 
.JAIL 

81Z 301 267 21 3~ "75 43 3 69 

FINE 
94 55 23 (') 

" .5 (I (I 11 

eRe 
519 119 143 37 12 311 0 0 30 

MDsa 
71 3R 22 1 2 2 n n 
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OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACfION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Prepared by: 

Department of Justice 
Division of Law Enforcement 
Bureau of Criminal Statistics 

77 Cadillac Drive 
Sacramento, California 95825 
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Attachment I V 

( 

1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Data Information and Limitations 

Enclosed arc summary tables shOWing the 1976 dispositions which were reported by criminal justice agencies in your 
county or statewide. Disposition data are not included for Santa Clara County since they used a different reporting 
system. 

TIus information is the result of the Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) reporting system. It includes data 
on the 1976 dispositions of adults arrested on felony charges which took place at the police, prosecutor, lower 
court, and superior court levels of the California and county criminal justice system. 

Like any ncwly implcmented statistical reporting system, data are oftcn incomplete during the developmental years. 
During the transition from the previous system of reporting data on the disposition of fclony defendants at the 
superior court level to the new OBTS system of reporilllg dispositions of adult felony arrests at. all four levels, the 
1976 data from several counties appear to be underreported. 

Therefore the following general information and lirrlitations should be taken into consideration in analyzing and 
using the] 976 OBTS data. 

1. 

2 

-----These data do not reprcsent the total number of adult fclony arrests or the total number of dispositions which 
may have been made at any particular level of the crirrlinal justice sYf·~m. They do indicate how the adult 
felony arreslees, whose dispositions were reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715), were disposed of in the California or county 
crimillal justice process. 

These data reflect dispositions that were made in J 976 as a result of adult fclony arrests which were made in 
that year-or in previous years. 

3. Comparisons should not be made between felony arrest dispositions reported on the JUS 8715 and felony 
arrests reported to BCS on either the "1I10nthly Report - Adult Felony.Arrests" form (JUS 703) or fhe 
"Monthly Arrest and Citati0n Register" form (750). OBTS data are based upon the year of dispOSition 
regardless of when thc arrest oc~urred. Arrest da.ta arc based upon the year in which the arrest took place. 

4. 

5, 

It may not be advisable to make statistical compJrisons between OBTS data (1975 and 1976) and superior 
court disposition data previou$IY published by BCS prior to 1975, since these disposition data were collected 
from two different rcporting systems. 

The total number of felony offense dispositions reportcd by some sparsely popuJJted counties are so low that 
they may invalidaic any proportionate comparisons that Il1JY be made. 

6. There was a genel'3l decrease in the total number of dispositions received by 13CS in ] 976. The primary reJson 
for this decrease is the legislJtion which reduced the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of 
maliju:lna from a felony offense 10 a misdemeanor offense in 1976. Also, the OBTS system expanded from 56 
counties in 1975 to 57 counties in 1976. Comp:lring the data for the same 56 counties (excluding Alameda 
and .lIlta Clara) in hoth years, there was a decreJse of 15.1 percent in totlll dispositions. County·and local 
a~encies may also expect this Iegislaliv(' action 10 affect the total number of 1976 dispositions in their 
resr~cth'c jurisdiL't ions. 

Questions regarding the enclosed 1976 013TS (bla 111:l)' h~' directed to David :-'Iilb or Dennis Bartholomew at (916) 
322-523·L 
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TYPE OF ARReST ~PFE~SE BY LEVEL OF DISgOSITION 
-_._------_. ------_._----- --- ----- - ._----------------------

Tyee J~ ~:SoOSITION AR~EST OFPEN~E 
TOTALS HOMICIDE FORCiSLe RG~B=?'Y ASSAUl.T 8U~GLARY THEFT MUTOR DRUG ALL 

------------.---.------------- .... ----.- ---.- RAPc'-'" .------- -- - . ----·---------IIEHICLE-- L"AW -OTHERS .--_ .. _-- ----.-

THEn V I Ol.. 

--'1'0'; f;I':'--ARR2ST--j I spoS n lb'NS 
LAW ENFO~:=~~NT RELEASES 
C'J~::JLA I-ITS :JE-'IJ I ED 

CJHPL~!~TS ~ILED' 
~:SJE~EA~O~ COYPLAINTS 
~ELJ~Y CGMPLAI~fS 

---T:Jt.J::q CJlli-(f D I SPOS iT! oNs 

13,-------·-2- .~ 6 ----:1,5 -----15 "'l~---"3 -46 28-------
2 000 1 0 0 1 0 0 
COO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

.--13:3 ------2---2-----6 14------1:; Ts' -2------· <16 ·-----28------

5C 0 0 1 11 7 4 D 20 8 
83 2 ? 6 3 8 14 2 26 20 

----113 --------0 ·----1 --?,--- ·12----14 -17 1 --41 25 .------
DIS'-iISS:;D 

__ ._._ A :;JU j HED 
c:J/.;VI;;TCv 

GUILTY ?LEA 
JUPv TqlAL 
COU=1T TRIAL 

42 a 1 0 1 4 9 0 24 3 
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

... ---·------·7 0-----· 0----- 0 ·-----1--·-11 ----10 ---' ~ ------·-f---- 11 22--'---'-'--

70 a 0 1 11 10 8 1 17 22 
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0'--"-'--- 0 ----0 ·0--·----- 0 ---- 0 ---.- 0----0 ---- 0---- 0 ------.-

SE~TE~C~ 70 0 0 1 11 10 B 1 11 22 
~ ,_ _ C v A " 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SnAI3:.JT PRJ9ATION --9----0 ci ;I '0----·1 f 0 3 4 
PR0~ArIDN AND JAIL 55 0 0 1 11 9 I 1 9 17 

_____ C1)U~JTY JAIL_.___ 1 0 0 I) 0 0 6 0 1 0 
F I '\E 5-----' 0 -, 0 ----0 ---- 0 -._-- o· 0 0 - 4 ·------1 ----.-.----
CT~E~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SUP=RjO~ COJRT DISPOSIiIONS 20 2 1 4 2 1 1 1 ~ 3 
-----0 I S V, ISS:: 0 ------.~---- 4 \l b 1---'-1------- 0 0 -0 2 0 ,------

A:QUITT~J 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 a 0 a 
e~NVI~T~~ 16 2 1 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 

----·O~ISI\!AL-GUILn--p[E-~A--------f 00 0 - 0----0- 0 --0'0 1 ,.------
NOT GUILTY TO GUILTY 14 2 1 ~ 1 1 1 1 3 2 
JURY T~IAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

- C8u,:\r PlAL--·--··---- -0------0------0-----0 0-0 0 o· o----o'-~----

TRIAL 8y T~ANSC~!PT 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 a 0 
SE~TEN~5 16 2 1 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 

DEATI-l --------- 0 0 IT 0 0 0- 0 0----.. 0 b-----
STAT~ PRISON 3 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CVA. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

. STRA rGf.{T PRoBAHbN 1----0-..-0 0------- 0 a '0 o· 0 f 
PROBATION A~D JAIL 11 0 1 ? 1 1 1 1 3 1 

_____ CO'J!lJiY JAIL 0 0 a !J 0 0 0 0 a 0 
F I '1'= 0 . i)' 0 I) 0- '0 1) 0 '0 0 
eRe** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
STAT~ 40SPITAL~MDSO*~* 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

---- OTHEP--'-"- 0----0 -0----0---0 cr 0 0 u 0'-----'--

NOTE: DATA FO~ SANTA CLARA COUNTY ARE ~CT AVAI~Aa~E. 
*C6Ly r ORNIA YOUTH AUT~ORITY -. -* *'CAL I P OR~J I A' REH A 91 LIT A T IOwCE"Xn:'l"lR..-----------------------------·---------------:---
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Regions 

F 
,·C'1.nlranci sco 

i,{ ;J 

G 
Contra Costa 

H 
San Mateo 

( I 
Alameda 

J 
Santa Cl a ra 

/( 

Marlposa 
1·1erced 
San Joaquin 
Stanislaus 

Regional Planning Board Chairmen 

The Honorable George R. Moscone 
Mayor, City of San Francisco 
City Hall, Room 200 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: 8 (415) 558-3456 

William A. O'Malley 
Contra Costa County 

District Attorney 
Courthouse 
Martinez, CA 94553 
Phone: 8 (415) 228-3000 
- Extens i on 2056 

Charles R. Allen 
Criminal Justice Council of 

San Hateo County 
Mills Court Office Building, 

Suite 439 
1860 El Camino Real 
Burlingame, CA 94010 
Phone: 8 (415) 523-1205 

523-1200 

Rene C. Davidson 
County C1 el"k-Recorder 
First Floor, Courthouse 
1225 Fallon Street 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Phone: (415) 874-7147 

Robert Quinlan 
City t~anager 
Cupertino City Hall 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

Marcus P. Yates . 
Chief of Police 
230 W. Elm Street 
Lodi, CA 95240 
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Regional Planning Directors 

William J. Mallen, Executive Directol 
Mayor's Criminal Justice Council 
1182 Market Street~ Suite 204 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: 8 (415) 864-6801 

George Roemer~ Executive Director 
Criminal Justice Agency Contra 

Costa County 
2280 Diamond Boulevard~ Suite 391 
Concord, CA 94520 
Phone: 8 (415) 685-5335 

Anne Taylor, Director 
Criminal .Justice Council of 

San Mateo County 
1860 E1 Camino Real, Suite 439 
Burlingame, CA 94010 
Phone: (415) 692;':1507 

John Lenser, Director 
Alameda Criminal Justice 

Planning Board 
100 Webster Street, Suite 104 
Oakland, CA 94607 
Phone: 8 (415) 874-5661 

George Shannon, Manager 
Santa Clara Regional Criminal 

Justice Planning Board 
447 North First Street 
San Jose, CA 95112 
Phone: 8 (408) 299-2817 

Dean Hill 
814 - 14th Street 
Modesto, CA 95354 
Phone: (209) 526-6911 
Phone: 8 482-6911 
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Reg; ons 

/p L 
'\./,plne 

Amador 
Calaveras 
Tuolumne 

I~ 
Monterey 
San Benito 
Santa Cruz 

N 
Fresno 
Kern 
Kings 
l~adera 
Tulare 

(:..y~ 
Mono 

p 
SanTui s Obi spo 
Santa Barbara 

~ 
Ventura 

Regional Planning Board Chairmen 

William Freeman 
Alpine County Supervisor 
Post Office Box 98 
Bear Valley, CA 95233 
Phone: (209) 753-2071 (home) 

753-2819 (Bus.) 

Ben Cooper, Chief 
Se~side Police Department 
440 Harcourt Avenue 
Seaside, CA 93955 
Phone: (408) 394-8531 

J. J. Johnson, President 
Court Administrative Officer 
Fresno County Courthouse, Rm. 101 
Fresno, CA 93721 

Bruce Adams 
Mono County Administrator 
Post Office Box 614 

, Bridgeport, CA 93517 

Thomas M. Butch 
City Administrator 
214 E. Branch Street 
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420 
Phone: (805) 489-1303 

Robert OVlens 
Ch'ief of Police 
City of Oxnard 
2nd and B Streets 
Oxnard) CA 93030 
Phone: (805) 486-8355 
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Regional Planning Directot's 

Norman Stebbins, Planning Director 
Criminal Justice Planning Board 
Courthouse Annex 
48 West Yaney Avenue 
Sonora, CA 95370 
Phone: (209) 532-3103 

William R. Cameron, Acting Director 
~1onterey Bay Area Reg; ona 1 

Criminal Justice Planning Board 
700 Cass, Suite A ' 
Monterey, CA 93940 
Phone: 8 (408) 373-2961 

Clem V. Lincicum 
Central California Criminal 

Justice Planning Board 
Post Office Box 1441 
120 North L Street 
Tu1 ate, CA 93274 
Phone: (209) 686-0028 

Raymond C. Boehne 
Eastern Sierra Planning Board 
633 North Main Street 
Bishop, CA 93514 
Phone: 8 (714) 873-4249 

Lawrence B. DeMello 
Regional Planning Director 
Central Coast Region 
Criminal Justice Planning 
1517 F Stowell Center 
Santa Maria, CA 93454 
Phone: (805) 925-0991 

Mal King, Executive Director 
Ventura Region 
Criminal Justice Planning Board 
290 Maple Court, Suite 214 
Ventura, CA 93003 
Phone: (805) 648-6131, Ext. 2886 
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Regions 

A 
Denorte 
Humboldt 
Lake 
~1endoci no 

I3 
Lassen 
Modoc 
Shasta 
Si skiyou 
Tehama 
Trinity 

OJ 

Bu'He­
Colusa 
Glenn 
Pl umas 

D 
ElDOrado 
Nevada, Placer, 
Sacramento , 
Sierra, Sutter 
Yolo, Yuba 

E 
~larrn 
Napa 
Solano 
Sonoma 

f( \ h . 
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CALIFORNIA COUnCIL ON CRININAl JUSTICE REGIONS 

CONTROL CENTER 
7171 Bowling Drive, Suite 490 

Sacramento, CA 95823 
Phone: (916) 445-0500 

Regional Planning Board Chairmen 

Don Peterson, Supervisor 
Humboldt County Courthouse 
Eureka, CA 95501 
Phone: 8 (707) 445-7693 

John Balma, Sheriff 
1545 West Street, Room 313' 
Redding, CA 96001 
Phone: 8 (916) 241-2321 

Ken Kol b 
Post Office Box 22 
Cromberg, CA 96103 
(916) 835-2332 

George B. Garcia, Supervisor-
Elect 

County of Sutter 
463 2nd Street 
Yuba City, California 95991 
Phone: (916) 673-9125 

Albert E. Gately 
City Counei 1 man 
69 Bothin Road 
Fairfax, CA 94930 
Phone: (415) 557-3314 (Bus.) 
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Regional Planning Directors 

Jeffrey P. Higgins, Director 
North Coast Region A 
Criminal Justice Planning Board 
Humboldt County Courthouse 
825 Fifth Street 
Eureka s CA 95501 
Phone: 8 (707) 445-7444 

Lester L. Stanbrough, Jr., Director 
Regional Criminal Justice 

Planning Goard 
Drawer 1120 
Redding, CA 96001 
Phone: (916) 246-6361 

8 - 442-6361 

L. H. Casagrande 
Regional Criminal Justice 

Planning Board 
2270 Lincoln Street 
Oroville, CA 95965 
Phone: 8 (916) 534-0343 

Stanley L. (Stan) Sachs, Director 
Criminal Justice Planning 
Sacramento Regional Area 

Planning Commission 
1225 Eighth Street, Suite 400 
Post Office Box 808 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 8 (916) 441-5930 

Raymond Grady, Executi ve Di rector 
North Bay Regional Criminal 

Justice Planning Board 
1130 First Street, Suite 206 
Napa, CA 94558 
Phone: 8 (707) 252-0266 

(Rev. 2/76) 
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Los Angeles 

S 
Imperial 
Ri vers ide 
San Bernardino 

T 
Orange 

U 
San Diego 

Regional Planning Board Chairmen 

The Honorable Clarence Stromval1 
Judge, Division 82 
Los Angeles Municipal Court 
429 Bauchet Street 
Los Angeles, California 90012 
Phone: (213) 974-6085 

J. Leonard Speer, Sheriff 
Imperial County Sheriffls Dept. 
Post Office Box 1040 
El Centro, California 92243 
Phone: (714) 352-3111 

The Honorable Carol Weddle 
Mayor, City of Brea 
835 South Brea Boulevard 
Brea, California 92621 
Phone: (714) 529-2194 

The Honorable Kenneth A. Johns 
.Judge, Municipal Court 
220 Hest Broadway 
San Diego, California 92101 
Phone: (714) 236-2575 
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Regional Planning Directors 

Ronald Weber, Executive Officer 
Los Angeles Regional Criminal 

Justice Planning Board 
Bradbury Bui1ding 
304 So. Broadway, Suite 210 
Los Angeles, California 90013 
Phone: (213) 627-8681 

8 - 640-4885 

Richard J. Kenyon, Director 
Tri-County Council on 

Criminal Justice 
3640 - 13th Street 
Riverside, California 92501 
Phone: (714) 787-2224 

Keith Concannon, Director 
Criminal Justice Council 
623 North Broadway 
Post Office Box 1405 
Santa Ana, California 92702 
Phone: (714) 834-3284 

Marc Wilson, Acting Director 
San Diego Regional Criminal 

Justice Planning Advisory Comm. 
1600 Paci fi c Hi gn\>/ay, Room 268 
San Diego, CA 92101 
Phone: (714) 236-2844 

Rev. 3/77 
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THE" JUS 8715 SYSTEM 

A one-hour, color slide presentation documenting the initiation, 
processing, and products of the JUS 8715 reporting system. 

Prepared by: ' 

E. Dennis Bartholomew 
Research Manager I 

Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) 

Department of Justice 
Division of Law Enforcement 

Bureau of Criminal Statistics 
, P.O. Box 13427 

Sacramento, California 95813 

Telephone: (916) 920-6165 

August 1977 
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THE JUS 8715 SYSTEM 

Sequence of Pictures and Accompanying Narrative 

INTRODUCTION 

1. Department of Justice Seal (Graphic) 

2. Title Shot (Graphic) - The purpose of this color slide presentation is 
to familiarize you with how the JUS 8715 should function in your 
county. It depicts the various processing steps of the police, prosecutor, 
lower court, superior court, Department of Justice Quality Control Unit, 
and the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) as data are collected on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715) from statewide 
criminal justice agencies. 

3. BCS Title Shot (Graphic) - TIlese OBTS workshops have been made possible 
by a special LEAA grant awarded to BCS for the purpose of training local, 
county" and state criminal justice agencies in the interpretation and use 
of OBTS data. 

4. Acknowledgements (Graphic) 

The Department of Justice gratefully acknowledges the cooperation and 
assistance of the Sacramento Police Department, the office of the Sacramento 
County Dis,trict Attorney, and the Sacramento County. municipal and superior 
courts in the preparation of this program. 

These processing procedures depict how the JUS 8715 system was functioning 
in the Sacramento County agencies on June 16, 1977. Local processing 
procedures in other counties may 4iffer slightly from those shown in 
this presentation. 

5. Production Credits (Graphic) 

6. The Attorney General - Evelle J. Younger was elected to the office of 
Attorney General on January 4, 1971. He moved from his office'in Los 
Angeles to Sacramento in 1975. He heads one of the largest state 
departments in California. The Department of Justice has approximately 
3,000 employees and a current budget of over 55 million dollars. (Note: 
$78,000,000 with all reimbursements and federal grants.) -

7. Department of Justice (Organization Chart) - Carrying out the purpose 
of the Attorney General are five (5) major divisions: 

a. Administration 

b. Civil Law 

c. ' Criminal Law 

d. Spec~al Operations 

*e. Law Enforcement 
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8. Division of Law Enforcement (Organization Chart) 

The Division of Law Enforcement (DLE), headed by Dale H. Speck, is staffed 
with'approximately 2,000 employees and operates under a budget of 
approximately 45 million dollars. 

Under the Division of Law Enforcement there are six (6) major branches: 

a. Enforcement and Investigation Branch 

b. Program Services Branch 

c. Organized Crime and Criminal Intelligence Branch 

d. Investigative Services Br~nch 

e. Law Enforcement Consolidated Data Center (LECDC) Branch 

*f. Identification and Informati.on Branch 

9. 'Identification and Information Branch (Organization Chart) 

The "I and In Branch has approximately 1,000 employees and manages a 
budget of over 14 million dollars. Fred Wynbrandt directs the activities 
of two bureaus which work closely together. 

a. 

Wb. 

Bureau of Identification (BID) - BID has approximately 900 employees 
and a budget of approximately 12 million dollars. 

Bureau of Crim:inal Statistics (BCS) - BCS is staffed with apprmeimately 
100' employees and operates within a state budget of approximately 
2 million dollars. 

10. Bureau of Criminal Statistics (Organ~zation Chart) 

Bes began modestly in 1931 when a single statistician was hired by the CII 
Bureau to form the "Criminal Statistics Branch." In 1944, the Office of 
the Attorney General, the State Division or Narcotic Enforcement, and CII 
were merged to form the Department of Justice. In 1955, BCS emerged as a 
separate and distinct Bureau within the Department of Justice, and now 
numbers apprc';hiraately 140 employees. 

Under the Bureau of Criminal Statistics, there are four (4) components; 
directed by James M. Watson, Acting Chief of the Bureau, which were 
r.eorganized on J~ly 15, 1977. 

a. 

b. 

SAC (Statistical Analysis Center) - Dick Beall 

(This includes the Spedal Studies/Requests compon~nt, which had 
previously'been a separate component.) 

UCR (Unifo+m Crime Reporting) - John Dumbauld. 

Adult and Juvenile Probation - David Miller 
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*d. OBTS and OBCA (Offender-Based Transaction Statistics and Offender­
Based Correctional Activity) - Frank Hirleman. 

,*The Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) component is 
highlighted in this presentation because that is where the JUS 8715 
documents are processed. 

Definition of OBTS (Graphic) 

"Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) is a system for 
gathering statistical data from the point of arrest to the point 
of final disposition for adults arrested on felony charges." 

This is a rather brief and simplistic definition, for OBTS is much, much 
more. It provides for the statistical tracking of felony arrestees through 
every processing step where a 'disposition can occur. A single reporting 
form (JUS 8715) follows the arrestee/de·fendant through the police, 
prosecutor, and court phases of the county criminal justice system. 

Ultimately, OBTS provides us with the capability of seeing how the criminal 
_ justice system dea,ls with felony off,enders in terms of their arrest offense, 

convicted offense, race, sex, age, prior record, and criminal status. Let's 
take an overall look at the various steps in the JUS 8715 sy~tem. 

12. JUS 8715 Form.(Color-Coded Sections) 

This is the "Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). It 
is the document for reporting the dispositions which occur at the police 
(blue area), prosecutor (orange area), lower court (pink area), and superior 
court (gold area) levels of the criminal justice system. 

13. The'JUS 8715 Reporting System (Graphic) 

This flow chart depicts how the one-page, four-part JUS 8715 reporting 
form should progress through all processing levels of the county and state. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

Law Enforcement Level - The JUS 8715 is usually initiated by the local 
law enforcement agency at the time of an arrest. (Note: BCS only 
records data on the disposition of felony arrests; BID records data 
on the arrest and disposition of all retainable offenses - both 
misdemeanor and felony.) 

Prosecutor Level - The JUS 8715 is taken to the prosecutor's office, 
with the arrest report to have charges filed against the person. 
(Some filings are alSO received from the courts as well as from the 
district attorney's office.) 

Lower Oourt Level - The form should accompany the defendant's case 
folder into the lower court process for the preliminary hearing. 

Superior Court Level - If a final disposition does not occur in 
lower court, the defendant, his case records, and the JUS 8715 are 
forwarded ·to superior court for final adjudication. 
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e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

DOJ Quality Control Section .~ Receives the white and green copies 
of the JUS 8715 after a final disposition has been reached at any of 
the preceding four levels. 

BID - Receives the white copy of the JUS 8715 for updating the rap 
sheet and the offender's criminal history folder. 

BCS - Receives the green copy of the JUS 8715 for statistical purposes. 

Local Reporting Agencies - Receive the data they originally provided 
in the form of rap sheets, disposition trees, statistical data, 
publications, etc. 

This completes the full cycle of the JUS 8715 reporting system: criminal 
justice information reported by local agencies is returned to them in 
processed summary form for use by manag~ment.i~ pla~nin~, budget, and 
monitoring the effectiveness of their own cr1m1nal Jus~1ce system. 

We're going to examine each of these eight processing ste~s in detail to see 
how felony offenders are p'rocessed by each component with1n the system. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT LEVEL 

14. Flow Chart - Police level only (graphic) 

15. Police Headquarters 

This building at 813 Sixth Street houses the administrative offices of 
the Sacramento Policd Department (SPD). 

16. Chief of Police (John P. Kearns) 

John P. Kearns was appointed Chief of Police in Sacra~ento on ~pril 29, 1977. 
He is 43 years old and had a total ~f 22 y:ars of pol:ce exper1enc: and 

i in the SPD at the time of his appo1ntment. H1s father emm1grated ~;~ ~;eland and w~s a patrolman before him. In his 22 years.of service 
with SPD Chief Kearns has worked as a patrolman, a sergeant 1n the 
detectiv~ bureau, a Captain of Detectives, Chief of Detec~ives, Deputy 
Chief of the Bureau of Field Investigation, and now as Ch1ef of Police. 

While working his way up through the ranks, Chief Kearns also earned a 
B.A. and a Masters degree from Sacramento State ~niversit~. He has a 
reputation among his men as being an "honest cop who be11eve5i 
in mutual cooperation between local, state, and federal criminal justice 
agencies. 
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17. Officer HandCUffing a Kneeling Felon 

The SPD has approximately 500 sworn personnel (230 civilian; 270 police 
status). It covers a City whose growing population is now 270,000 and 
is spread out over 96.5 square miles. It maintains an average of 48 
marked police uni.ts on the streets at all times with a maximum potential 
of 66 marked police units in the department. SPD officers such as this 
accounted for approximat~ly 23,000 felony arrests in 1976. Following 
each arrest, the arresting officer compl~tes an arrest report which 
describes the offender, the event, and the circumst~nces. These arrest 
reports are forwarded to ••• 

18. Girl T~ing JUS 8715 from Arrest Report 

••• the Central Records Division where a typist initiates the JUS 8715 
form using the information contained on the officer's arrest report. 

19. Gir~eviewing JUS 8715 (close' up) 

If the arrest results in a "station release" (reasons: insufficient 
eVidence, exonerated, victim refuses to prosecute, further investigation, 
released to another agency, etc.) the date of the person's release and 

. the reason for the release are indicat~ this area of the JUS 8715. 
In 1976, 6.7 percent of the adults arrested on felony charges were 
released at the law enforcement level. 

Notice how carefully the girl checks the information she has just entered 
from the police report, before removing it from her typewriter, to ensure 
that it is correct and complete. 

If the felony offender is not released at the police level, the arrest 
report and JUS 8715 are forwarded to a specific SPD detail for further 
investigation and work. The SPD has 48 hours following the arrest in 
which to release the offender or seek 'a formal complaint against the 
person. To determine which action is appropriate\ further investigation 
is done by the HOmiCide, Burglary, Robbery, or Youth Services detail. 

20. Youth Services Divis~ (Sergeant Mel Cuckovich) 

In this case, the JUS 8715 was forwa~ied to the Youth Services Division 
where a felony packet is put together on the offender. 

21. Assembling a Felony Packet (Sergeant Cuckovich) 

This felony packet contains the offense report, crime report, arrest 
report, rap sheet, supplemental investigation, juvenile probation cover 
sheet, and the JUS 8715. After the felony packet ig assembled it is forwarded to the ••• 

22. Court Liaison Officer (Sergeant Bill Hotmans) 

• •• SPD Court Liaison Officer. Many la~., enforcement agencies have this 
type of liaison personnel between their agency and the Office of the 
District Attorney where the formal complaint is either issued or denied. 
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23. Court Liaison Officer (Sergeant Bill Hotmans) 

The Court Liaison Officer from SPD makes two trips a day to the Office 
of the District Attorney. On an average day, he carries about 12 
felony packets to the district attorney's office seeking a formal 
complaint of charges. He signs all complaints on behalf of the 
Sacramento Police Department. 

(NOTE: In other counties, where no court liaison officer is utilized, 
the arresting officer usually signs the complaints.) 

For the moment, this concludes the processing steps of the law enforcement 
agency which made the arrest. We'll pick them up again at the end of the 
JUS 8715 system when the statistical data they reported have been processed, 
analyzed, published, and returned to them. Let's look now at the ••• 

PROSECUTOR LEVEL 

24. Flow Chart - Police and Prosecutor Only (Graphic) 

After a felony arrest has been mad", and the investigation and paperwork 
- all completed, the law enforcement agency p~oceeds to the Office of the 
District Attorney to seek a formal complaint against the offender. 

25. Court Liaison Office'!: (Sergeant Bill Motmans, ,Mary Yenobkian) 

26. 

The SPD Court Liaison Officer delivers the felony packets to the 
receptionist of the D.A. Felony Intake Section twice daily. 

Felony Intake Deputy (Kenneth L. Hake) 

Kenneth L. Hake is the Supervising Deputy District Attorney in charge of 
the Felony Intake Section where four intake deputies review cases to 
determine if there are sufficient legal grounds to issue a formal complaint 
against the offender. 

The Intake Deputy reads and reviews the police arrest and investigative 
reports to determine three basic things: 

a. If a complaint should be filed, or if the offender should be released 
from custody; 

b. Whether the complaint filed should be for felony charges or misdemeanor 
charges; 

c. What specific charges should be filed with the court. 

The Intake Deputy references the JUS 8715 for the CII number and information 
on the arrest charges and local fingerprint number. It may be necessary 
to obtain a copy of the offender's criminal history before proceeding with 
the complaint process. 
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27. Denying a Complaint (Karla Crawford) 

If there are insufficient grou~ds to teke the 
D t d d case to court, the Intake epu y ,eci es to deny the complaint sought by h 
decisi i t e ,arresting agency. This on s communicated to his clerical staff ••• . 

28. Denying a Complaint (Karla Crawford) 

• •• who indicate the date and reason code for h 
in thi f h t e complaint being denied s area 0 t e JUS 8715. Compla~nts may be deu4ed for 
a. Lack of Corpus 

... several reasons: 

b. Interest of Justice 

c. Illegal Search, and Seizure 

d. Lack of Probable Cause 

e. Victim Refuses to Prosecute 

f. Witness Unavailable 

g. Combined with Other Counts 

h. Other 

In 1975 and 1976, approximately 13.5 percent of all 
dispOSitions were terminated at the p reported felony 

1 i rosecutor level o over h If comp a nts were rej ected for "Lack of Probable Cause> ' one- a 

29. lssuing a Complaint (Carol Anchor) 
, ... '~ 

arrest 
of these 

If there ~ suffiCient grounds to take the case to 
Deputy deCides to issue a formal complaint whi h' court, the Intake 
Court Liaison Officer. This action 'is .c ~s signed by the SPD 
section where the JUS 8715 is removed f commun~cated to another clerical 
of the issuance of the complaint entere~om th~ felony packet and the date 
date of this action is important to th on ~ e document. The accurate 
In 1975, Our statewide (56 county) d' e s~a~~stical gathering process. 
time of 5 9 d f h ~spos~t~on tree showed an elapsed ' • ays rom t e date of a t t h 
eranted by the prosecutor. rres 0 t e date a complaint Was 

This seemed exc i d 
' ess ve an BCS audited several counties t 

reason. We found that when the JUS 8715 0 determine the 
request for a complaint that th did ~ accompany the police 
the date the form Was c~mpleted ;a~~::onh c~mplet~ng the JUS 8715 entered 
the complaint was either issued d. t an look~ng up the actual date 
inflation of the elapsed time da~~ a~n~~d. This practice resulted in the 
those data useless. t e prosecutor level and rendered 
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carefully this girl checks her work to ensure that the 
Again, notice how have been accurately entered on the repor~ing form. 
prosecutor's da~a JUS 8715 with the date that the compla~nt was issued, 
After 'completing the t the complaint and the entire felony packet 
she attaches the JUS 8715 °level in the Sacramento, C,ounty criminal justice is hand-carried to the next 
system. 

This concludes the processing steps in the prosecutor's office ••• 

LOWER COURT LEVEL 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

Flow Chart - Police, Prosecutor, and Lower Court Levels only (graphic) 

d r~ght along to the ••• an we move .... next level in the flow of disposition 
reporting: the Lower Court Level. 

Sacramento County Courthouse 

s are housed in the Sacramento County 
Both municipal and superior court t is directly across the street from 
Courthouse. This block-long struc ure 

. the Office of the District Attorney. 

Sacramento County Courthouse Cornerstone 

h·s facility now contains 15 municipal courts 
Dedicated in.August 1965'~e~District Attorney's Office has a messenger 
and 20 super~or courts. laint packets to the deputy county clerks 
who daily delivers the comp . . . d 

. bu~ld~ng. Let's follow him ~ns~ e •••••• office in the courthouse .... .... 

D.A. Messenger (John Spragg) 

d ..rus 8715 enter into the court as the felony packet, complaint, an. 
;h~ses of the Sacramento County criminal justice system. 

C (J hn Spraag and Stephanie Phillips) Delivery of Felony Packet to Lower ourt 0 _ ~_ _ 

1 k t complaint, and the ..rus 8715 The messenger hand-delivers the fe ony pac e, "c" where the court 
to one of the Deputy County Clerks in Department 
folders for felony offenders are created. 

Lower Court Filing (Stephanie Phillips) 

. d· t 1 logs the complaint into the court 
The Deputy Count~ Cl:rk"~~~D~~ :niering the date of filing and endors~ng 
process by stamp~ng ~t ~, After the complai.nt has been filed w~th the document with her signature. 
the court ••• 
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36. Creating the court folder (close up) 

••• a case folder is opened for each defendant. This case folder contains 
the original police felony packet, the complaint and the JUS 8715 which has 
been completed by the arresting agency and the prosecutor. The lower court 
receives approximately 400 felony complaints a month from the district 
attorney. The case folder carries a unique court number to identify the 
defendant or case which is before the municipal court. 

37. Checking the court calendar (could omit this slide) 

38. 

While filming the document flow and the processing steps of the ..rus 8715, 
I saw this activity taking place. The girl was laboriously working over 
the two JUS 8715 forms seen in the foreground. There's an interesting 
story relating to this activity • 

As you know, the JUS 8715 is intended to follow the felony offender 
through all phases of the county criminal justice process _ from point 
of arrest to point of final disposition. What you may not know is that 
~-c-c-a~s-i-o-n-a-l-I-y the JUS 8715 form just may not reach the next 
processing level together with the rest of the paperwork - as it was 
intended to do. 

And Sacramento County is no exception. The activity that you see here 
is an illustration of the extra work that is imposed on various levels 
when the JUS 8715 becomes separated from the rest of the case. The two 
JUS 87l5s in this picture arrived after the lower court process had begun .. 
The girl is referencing the court calendar to find out if the case has 
a continuance date. The case folder is filed under the date of the next 
scheduled court appearance and once the case has been located, the JUS 8715 
can be matched up with the corresponding .case and proceed through the 
remaining court processing steps. 

This illustrates the importance of keeping. the ..rus 8715 with the other 
paperwork as the arrestee/defendant progresses through the criminal justice 
system. 

(Note: After the case folder has been opened, it is forwarded to Department 
"c" where the defendant is advised of his rights 'and arraigned. He may 
enter a plea or request a continuance at the arraignment.) 

Municipal Court: Department S (actually Department G) 

After arraignment, the defendant, and his court file" are sent to Department 
S for the preliminary hearing. 
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39. Judge Sheldon Grossfeld in Chambers 

This is Judge Sheldon Grossfeld reviewing one of the felony complaints 
referred to his court for a preliminary hearing. His court alone handles 
approximately 50 felony preliminary hearings a month. This is about 40 
percent to 50 percent of the total number of "felony prelims" that are 
handled in the Sacramento County Municipal Court. 

40. Judge Sheldon Grossfeld in Robes 

Judge Grossfeld has sat on the municipal court bench for nine years and 
was a justice court judge for two and one-half years before. coming to 
municipal court. His department is the primary court in wh~ch felony 
preliminary hearings are held. 

41. Lower Court Preliminary Hearing (Judge Grossfeld presiding) 

At the preliminary hearing 7 the defendant is represented by counsel, and 
testimony may be given by witnesses. Notice the court clerk in this picture: 
she is recording the court proceedings from which she will later complete 

'the minute orders of the court. 

42. Completing the Lower Court Minute Orders (Billie H,ayward) 

After the preliminary hearing is completed, the court clerk finishes the 
formal minute orders of the court proceedings which become a permanent 
part of the case record. These minute orders containinfo~tion on t~e 
type of disposition which was made at the lower court prel~m~nary hear~ng. 

After completing the minute orders in the courtroom annex, she takes 
the case record 

43. Taking the Case Record to the "Felony Calendar Unit" (Billie Hayw'ard) 

••• to the Felony Calendar Unit where the JUS' 8715 is completed. 

44. Felony Calendar Unit (Stephanie Phillips)' 

TIle Deputy County Clerk in the Felony Calendar Unit transcribes the lower 
court disposition data from the minute orders of the court to thB JUS 8715 
form. 

45. Completing the JUS 8715 (close up) 

The charges which were filed agatns t the defendant;, the type o~ trial t if 
any· the type of disposition (i.e., discussed, acquitted, conv~cted, held 
to ~~swer, or certified to superior court, etc.), as well as the convicted 
offense and sentence if the case was terminted at lower court - all these 
disposition data are transferred from the minute orders to the JUS, 8715. 
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Care must be given to the correct and complete entry of all information, or 
the cr±;inal histories of BID and the statistical data of BCS will be 
adversely affected. 

46. Lower Court Termination of A Felony Arrest (Stephanie Phillips) 

If the case is terminated at the lower court level and a final dispostion has 
been recorded in the court minute orders and on the JUS 8715, the JUS 8715 
is put in an "out basket" for daily pick up by the Sacramento Police 
Department. The SPD then separates the four-part form and distributes 
it. The label on the basket reads "City SAC PD." There is another basket 
if th~ arrest was made by the Sacramento County Sheriff's Office. 

Note: In some counties, the lower court may distribute the four 
copies of the JUS 8715 following a final disposition by sending 
only the yellow copy back to the arresting agency, and the white and 
green copies directly to BID and BCS. Either procedure is currently 
acceptable and contingent only upon mutual agreement between county 
agencies. 

47. Lower Court Referral to Superior Cou~ (Stephanie Phillips) 

If the case'was NOT terminated at the lower court level and the defendant 
was: 

- certified to superior court for sentencing, or 

- held to answer in superior court for trial 

then the lower court case folder is filed and the holding order or , 
'certification order, the complaint, and the JUS 8715 are returned to the 
District Attorney's Office where an Information or a Certification is 
filed on the defendant in Superior Court~ 

In this picture, the Deputy Court Clerk is delivering a group of JUS 8715 
documents for cases already filed (or about to be filed) in superior court 
to the "Criminal Records" section of superior court. 

48. Delivering the JUS 87l5s to Superior Court (Stephanie Phillips) 

This is another example of how extra work is created for processing agencies 
when the JUS 8715 does not accompany the case records through all phases 
of the criminal justice system. 

If these JUS 87l5s had been in the case folder at the lower court level, 
they would have been returned to the District Attorney's Office with the 
complaint and the holding or certification order and then forwarded to 
superior court level with the Information or Certification filing. In 
reality, these documents have been delayed, and are now "catching up" with 
the next level of processing. 
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SUPERIOR COURT LEVEL 

49. Flow Chart - Po+ice, Prosecutor, Lower Court and Superior Court levels 
only (graphic) 

50. Superior Court - Department 12 

After the district attorney prepares an Information or Certification on a 
defendant bound over from lower court, this document is filed with the 
County Clerk's Office where a superior court case folder is opened and a 
new court number assigned - as was done at the lower court level. From the 
County Clerk's Office, the case folder is sent to the "Master Calendar 
Department" and then to one of several superior court departments. 

51. Judge Fred W. Marler Junior (at desk) 

In this case, Department 12 of the Sacramento County Superior Court receives 
the case background documentation as to what disposition was made by the 
lower court. Judge Fred W. Marler Jr. reviews the case records ••• 

52. Judge Marler Consulting Law Books 

••• and frequently consults his legal reference books in order to familiarize 
himself with case precedents or legal technicalities which could affect the 
defendant or jury which will soon be appearing in his courtroom. 

53. Judge Mar.',1er on the Bench 

As court convenes, the baliff and court clerk are on hi~ Honor's right; 
the court reporter and jury are on his left and the defendant and legal 
counsel face him. 

In August 1965, when the Sacramento County Courthouse was first opened, 
there was one criminal court such as this to hear felony cases - l2,years 
later, there-are ~ felony courts ,similar to this one over which 
Judge Marler presides. 

54. Superior Court 'Jury and Court Reporter (John Sasek) 

The day these pictures were taken, Judge Marler was giving instructions to 
a jury who had just spent several days listening to testimony in a case 
involving assault with a deadly weapon. 

Notice how intently the court reporter is listening to the judge _ not 
only with his ears, but watching his lips actually form the words as he 
silently records every word that is spoken. 

55. Courtroom Panorama 

;r 1 

In this panoramic shot, the entire charisma of a felony court in action 
is portrayed: 

a. The judge (Fred W. Marler, Jr.) 

b. The court clerk (Betty Straass) 
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c. The bailiff (Officer George McKinney 11331) 

d. The court reporter (John Sasek) 

e. The Deputy District Attorney (Arnold Wright) 

f. The Public Defender (Mike Arkelian) 

g. The defendant 

h. The impaneled jury and 

i. The spectators 

56. ~urt Clerk Completing her Court Minutes (Betty Straass) 

Whenever court is in session the court clerk: 

a. swears in all witnesses, 

·b • marks the exhibits, and 

c. prepares minutes of all court proceedings. 

After court, she types up all the proceedings into formalized minute orders 
which record everything that transpired when court was in session. 

57. Court Clerk Completing the JUS 8715 (Betty Straass) 

It is from these minute orders that the court clerk also obtains the final 
dispOSition data which are entered on the JUS 8715 in the "Superior Court 
Information" section of the form. 

Persons' completing the JUS 8715 at police, prosecutor, lower court or 
superior court levels should exercise extreme care to ensure that all 
dispOSition data are entered: 

a. accurately, 

b. completely, and 

c. legibly. 

After the defendant has received a final dispOSition of the felony offense 
for which he ~.,as arrested, and this information has been recorded on the 
JUS 8715, the superior court clerk returns the case record and the JUS 8715 
to the Felony Section who routes the four-part JUS 8715 ••• 

LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY 

58. Sacramento Police Department shoulder patch 

••• to the arresting agency for further processing. The police department 
usually adds any miSSing identifying information which may not have been 
available at the time the arrest was made and the JUS 8715 initiated. This 
could include the CII number, the FBI number or the local number. 
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Note: In some counties, the court in which the defendant receives a 
final disposition will separate the four copies of the JUS 8715 'and 
route only the yellow copy to the arresting agency, forwarding both 
the white and green copies to the DOJ. Both procedures are currently 
acceptable and contingent only upon agreement between participating 
agencies. 

~9. SPD Clerk Separating the JUS 8715 

After any misSing identifiers have been added, the four-part JUS 8715 form 
is separated ••• 

60. SPD Officer Filing Yellow CoPy of JUS 8715 

and the yellow copy is retained and filed in the offender's criminal 
history folder by the arresting agency. This disposition document is 
the only record that the arresting agency receives that the felony arrest 
which they made has received a final dispOSition somewhere along the way 
in the county criminal justice sys~em. 

61. SPD Clerk Mailing BID and BCS Copies to DOJ Quality Control Section 

After separating the four-part JUS 8715, the first and second copies of the 
disposition document (BID and BCS copies) should be forwarded togeth~,.r. to 
the Quality Control Section in the Department of Justi.ce (point out mailing 
label) • The fourth copy (blue) is als 0 mailed to 'the FBI. 

Note: In reality, when these pictures were taken, SPD was mailing 
the white copy to BID and the green copy to BCS separately, rather 
than jointly to the DOJ Quality Control Section. BID and BCS then 
sent their individual copies to Quality Control for processing. 
After seeing how this created extra work for SPD, BCS, and BID; SPD 
changed their internal procedures on August 4, 1977 and are now 
sending both copies of the form directly to Quality Control. 

DOJ QUALITY CONTROL SECTION 

62. Flow Chart - Police, Prosecutor, Lower Court, Superior Courts and DOJ 
Quality Control Section only (graphic) 

Thus far we have seen the local processing procedures for the arresting 
agency, the prosecutor, and the courts. We now come to that point in 
the system which involves the ••• 

63. DOJ Sign 

California State Department of Justice. 

This building is the primary headquarters for the Division of Law 
Enforcement in Sacramento. A converted can-manufacturing factory, it 
houses crime laboratories, criminal history files, and fingerprint 
files; as well as the offices for Dale H. Speck, the Director of the 
Division of Law Enforcement, and his assistant directors who manage the 
six major branches of the Division. 
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64. Locked Gate at 3301 C Street 

This security installation has a controlled access at all entry points. 
After signing-in, and receiving (or showing) an identification badge, 
visitors (or workers) are admitted through a locked gate. Just past 
this locked gate and to your left is the ••• 

65. Sign: "Quality Control" 

••• Quality Control Section of the Department of Justice. This unit of 42 
persons was first established in October 1974 to help BID resolve problems 
which related to the fingerprint cards. However, as the JUS 8715 system 
expanded stateWide, there was an extensive duplication of effort as 
both BID and BCS tried to perform individual quality control functions 
on their respective copies of the JUS 8715. 

66. Interfiling JUS 8715 Dispositions by County (Johnnye Grant) 

Finally, in April 1976, the Division of Law Enforcement modified this 
Quality Control unit so that it became a centralized clearinghouse 

.for fingerprint cards, JUS 87l5s and other documents sent to the 
Division of Law Enforcement from field agencies. By merging the 
Quality Control responsibilities of both BID and BCS, those functions 
are n.Olv performed ONCE for both copies of disposition documents, rather 
than TIfICE, on each copy of the JUS 8715. 

The JUS 8715 documents are received by mail in the Quality Control 
Section from criminal justice agencies allover the' state. Here they 
are being filed by county ••• 

67. Interfiling SPD Envelope (closeup) 

••• and here is the manila envelope which contains the white and green 
copies of the JUS 8715 which the Sacramento Police Department mailed to 
DOJ earlier in our presentation. 

68. Clerk Date-Stamping Documents 

Presently the Quality Control unit processes JUS 8715 documents being sent 
to them under either of two procedures. 

a. 

b. 

A pilot study is being conducted with several counties who sent in 
their documents (white and green copies) linked together - as is 
now done by SPD. 

White and green documents are also sent separately to BID and BCS 
who returns them to Quality Control where they are "hooked up" and 
processed as one document, rather than two documents. 

These documents are date-stamped in the Quality Control Section on'the 
day they are received. 
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69. Document Sort by Type of Offense (Felony or Misdemeanor) 

After bei.ng date-stamped, the JUS 87l5s are sorted by offense: notice 
the "Fli indicating a "Felony" arrest offense and an "M" indicating that 
the law enforcem,ent agency arrested the offender for a "Misdemeanor" 
offense. 

Note: BID ma,intains criminal history data on both felony and 
misdemeanor arrests, while BCS statistically t~s only the 
disposition of those persons arrested fora felony offense. 

70. Document Scan (Kathy Potter) 

71. 

After the documents are sorted by type of arrest offense (i.e., f~lony 
or ~isd~meanor), they are plac~d side by side and scanned for missing 
data elements. 

Notice the list in front of the girl. This contains the essential data 
elements which BID requires and which BCS needs. Most of the same data 
elements are required by both bureaus; however BCS needs several additional 

-data elements such as~ 

a. Whether the arrest offense is a felony or a misdemeanor. 

b. Whether the filed offense is a felony or a misdemeanor. 

c. Whether the convicted offense is a felony or a misdemeanor. 

d. Whether the defendant entered an original plea of guilty or 
later changed his plea to guilty having originally pled not 
guilty. 

e. t~ether the disposition resulted from a trial by court, jury, or 
transcript. 

Documents which are incomplete or contain apparently erroneous information 
are "error tagged" for further work by the Quality Control Problem 
Resolution unit. 

Problem Resolution: Video Terminal (Johnnye Grant) 

The Quality Control unit makes every effort to obtain missing data elements 
so that the JUS 8715 documents can be processed. In this case, one of 
the unit members is using a video terminal to access the Automated 
Criminal History files in an attempt to locate a missing arrest date. 

In those counties where the white and green copies of the JUS 8715 are 
sent separately to BID or BCS, missing data elements on the white BID 
copy may be resolved and entered on the offender's Automated Criminal 
History file. Then, when the green JUS 8715 reaches Quality Control 
(from either the local agency or BCS if ITailed there directly from the 
point of disposition) these records can be called up on the video 
terminal and the missing information also entered on the green BCS 
copy of the form. 

The most frequent missing information is the arrest charge, date, and 
the CII n~mber. 96 
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72. Problem Resolution: Soundex 

If the case is not on the Automated C~iminal History System (whi h' 1 d 
' i tIl 'IIi c J.nc u es approx ma e y m1 on new offenders added after 1972) it is necessary to 

reference the criminal his;ory folder itself. If the identifying CII number 
is not known, the offender s name can be soundexed to obtain the correct CII 
number. Once the crr number is identified ••• 

73. Problem Resolution: Folder Search (Barbara Durfee) 

• •• Quality Control personnel can access the manual criminal history fold 
to obtain whatever missing data elements may be required. If the problem

er 

documents cannot be resolved within our DOJ facilities and resources ••• 

74. Problem Resolution: Telephone Inquiry (Jane Goen) 

••• The error-tagged documents are forw"arded to the Quality Control 
telephone inquiry unit for action. This unit is staffed with persons 
Who call th: l?cal county agencies (i.e., police, prosecutor, or courts) 

. where the m1ssJ.ng, conflicting, confusing, or illegible information can 
be obtained or clarified by referencing th(~ir own internal records. 

If the information is available, it is entered on the BID and BCS copies 
of the JUS 8715 :or further proceSSing by each Bureau. If, however, the 
missing informatJ.on cannot be obtained within DOJ or from the local agency 

75. Error-Tagged Documents (JUS 87l5s) 

76. 

77. 

• •• Quality Control has a mail-back agreement with certain agencies to 
return the error-tagged documents to the originating agency. In other 
words, DOJ makes every possible effort to obtain and clarify missing 
data elements on problem documents. But if we cannot resolve the problem 
we sen~ the documents back to the local agencies for action. ' 

The white error messages tell the l~cal agency exactly what is missing 
and why :he ~ocument cannot be processed further by DOJ until that 
informatJ.on 1S provided. If the local agency receiving these error­
tagg~d doc~ments do not complete them and r,eturn them to DOJ, the 
crimJ.nal hJ.story data and the statistical disposition data are never 
captured, and both the local agencies and the state are the losers. 

Batching White Documents for BID 

After all quality control functions have been completed the white copies 
of the YuS 8715's for both felony and misdemeanor offen~es are batched 
and sent to the Bureau of Identification for use in updating the criminal 
history records (rap sheets). 

Batching Green pocuments for BCS (Johnnye Grant) 

The green copies of the JUS 8715 for only felony offenses are put into 
interdepartmental envelopes and forwarded to the Bureau of Criminal 
Statistics where the disposition data at police, prosecutor, and court 
levels are coded, processed, analyzed and reported. 
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BID PROCESSING 

78. Flow Chart - Police, Prosecutor, Lower Court, Superior Court, DOJ Quality 
Control Section and BID only (graphic). 

79. Updating the Manual Rap Sheet 

In BID, the JUS 8715 is used to update the manual rap sheet which is a part 
of the offender's permanent criminal history folder. (Notice the folder on 
the desk beside this clerk.) These rap sheets ~re used extensively by law 
enforcement agencies and probation departments. 

80. Seventh Inning Stretch (Break time) 

If you are not asleep by this time you must be a confirmed insomniac. 
Anyway, before we see how the JUS 8715 data is processed let's take a few 
minutes to stand up, stretch, get a cup of coffee, and prepare for the 
second half of the JUS 8715 story while. I change carousels. Remember, 
"the mind cannot absorb what the bottom cannot endure." 

81. Updating the Automated Criminal History File 

"The white JUS 8715 is also used to update the automated criminal history 
file. This bank of eight video terminals is maintained in the Record Update 
Section of BID. In 1972, BID started computerizing criminal history files 
because of the excessive space required to maintain criminal history file 
folders. All new offenders are entered onto the automated system, and the 
records for the older offenders are maintained and updated manually. 

82. Overview of 6,000,000 Criminal History Folders 

This overview shows some of the nearly 6 million manual criminal history 
folders. If these folders were place~ in a single row it would stretch 
almost six miles. 

Completed copies of the JUS 8715 (wh.ite copy) together with fingerprint 
cards, rap sheets, ·and other criminal history records ar~ filed :t.n these 
folders which are stored in CII number order. 

83. Fingerprint Card 

The white copy of the JUS 8715 is "linked up" with the fingerprint card 
which is also submitted to BID on all felony arrests. This hook-up is 
accomplished by the local number which is common to both documents. Local 
law enforcement agencies should initiate a JUS 8715 and a fingerprint card 
on all felony arrests and retainable misdemeanor offenses. Without the 
fingerprint card hook-up as positive corroboration, the arrest and 
disposition data are not entered into either the automated or manual 
systems. 

Approximately 5.milliQn fingerprint cards are filed in the Bureau of 
Identification. 
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84. Automated Fingerprint Project (A look to the future) 

In January 1977, BID started a two-year feasibility study on developing 
an automated fingerprint project. Fingerprints will be stored on microfilm. 
This computerized system is expected to have the capabilj.ty of scanning 
all microfilm prints in a certain claSSification Within a few seconds , 
selecting the 100 best candidates whose prints match most closely, and 
arranging those 100 candidates in order from most to least probable. 
The operator then compares the print on the screen to the print on the 
card and usually the offender is identified within the first ten 
candida tes • 

This automated fingerprint project is expected to be implemented by 
January 1, 1979. 

BCS PROCESSING 

85. Flow Chart - Police, Pr.osecutor, Lower Court, Superior Court, DOJ Quality 
Control Section, BID, and BCS only (graphic). 

86. Bureau of Criminal Statistics: 77 Cadillac Drive 

Follow me into the bUilding as we see how the JUS 8715 is processed within 
the OBTS component of BeS. 

87. BCS Mail Unit (Marty RelIes) 

Envelopes containing the green copies of the JUS 8715 documents are received 
in the BCS mail room from two sources: 

88. BCS Mail Unit (Marty RelIes) 

89. 

a. From the DOJ Quality Control Unit after being scanned and 
checked for accuracy, completeness, and legibility; or 

h. Directly from law enforcement agencies, prosecutors, lower 
courts and superior courts throughout the state. These 
documents are then forwarded to Q.C. for review and scanning 
before the actual coding of data begins. 

Document Control Clerk (Shirl~y Holton) 

After receiving the documents from DOJ Q.C., thEa mail clerk routes them to 
the OBTS component where they are logged in by c:ounty and dj8position level 
by the document control clerk, and ••• 

90.· OBTS Coding Room (Joyce Davis) 

• •• routed to the coding units Who assign the documents to one of 20 
coding clerks in the OBTS clerical section. 
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91. 

92. 

Coding the JUS 8715 (Bessie Hughes) 

Each coding clerk circles, underlines, or uses the numeric designations to 
identify the specific data elements which will be entered onto the OBTS 
master file~ 

Video Terminal (Kathy King) 

In addition to coding the disposition data which are reported by criminal 
justice agencies on the JUS 8715, BCS also obtains data on the prior record 
and criminal status of all defendants who are disposed of at the superior 
court level. 

93. Video Terminal (Kathy King) 

By using a video terminal to access the- automated criminal history files, 
Clr numbers can be obtained and rap sheets requested on approximately 50 
percent of the superior court dispositions. The rap sheets contain the prior 
record and criminal status data of superior court defendants whose criminal 

- records are on the automated sys tem.-

94. Rear Entrance to 3301 C Street (Linda Erick) 

For the other 50 percent of the superior court defendants who are on the 
manual system, it is necessary to go to the criminal history files in BID, .~. 

95. Soundexing the Na~ (Judy Hilton Trylovich) 

••• soundex the superioZ' court defendant's name and date of birth ••• 

96. Soundexing the Name (Pat Prather) 

••• in- order to obtain the defendant's CII number. Soundex contains 
approximately 12 million cards and is gaining at a rate of 6.5 percent 
a year. A careful match of the name on the JUS 8715 to the names in the 
soundex files usually produces the CII number necessary to locate the 
criminal history record. After obtaining the CII number and entering 
it on the JUS 8715 the coders walk down the hall to the criminal 
history folders. 

97. Folders (Judy Kaylor) 

In this section of the bUilding are stored approximately 6 million criminal 
history records. Passageways are narrow, and the folder rows are over 
seven feet high. The girls are frequently interrupted in their work When 
furry little four-footed creatures scurry cut of their dark hiding places 
in the cardboard and paper jungle. 

If you're short' like Judy, you enjoy working on ground level ••• 
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98. Folders (Adele Spears) 

99. 

••• But if you're tall like Adele, you prefer referencing those folders 
at the top. The following information is obtained from the criminal history folders: 

a. Prior record 

b. Existing criminal status 

c. Fingerprint verification data 

~CS Buildina (Betsy Ditter) 

After completi~g the folder wo~k (which. includes obtaining statistical 
data on the pr10r record, existing criminal status, and fingerprint 
verification for all Superior court defendants) the coders return to BCS 
to complete the coding of the JUS 8715 documents. 

100. -Codina Prior Record and Criminal Status (Adele Spears) 

Having obtained the superior COurt defendant's Prior record and Criminal 
status from either the automated file or the manual file ••• 

101. fodina Prior Record and Criminal Status (Adele Spears) 

• •• it is now coded. The "7" and the "1" that are shown here, when 
entered into our OBTS data base, result in the tables of prior record and 
Criminal status data that are sho,,,, adjacent to the JUs 8715 being coded. 

102. ~rification of Codi~ (Leighton Diehm) 

Two or three of the most experienced coders are selected to verify the 
coding done by the ,coding Clerks. They ch~ck the coding of every data 
element on every document and find approximately a 4 percent error rate. 
These are corrected before the documents are submitted to the Data Center. 

103. JUS 87l5's Batched for LECDC (Curtis Chiesa) 

Finally, the green JUS 8715 documents are batched in f 200 
groups 0 ••• 

104. JUS 87l5's Loaaed Out (Curtis Chiesa) 

••• logged out and sent over to ••• 

LECDC PROCESSING 

105. Key Data Entry ~nit (Operator) 

• •• the Key Data Entry Unit in the Law Enforcement Consolidated Data Center (LECDC) ~ •• 

101 

_ ___ =n __ ~ .. ________________________________________________________________________ Ll ________________ ~ ____ ~ ________________ ___ 
Irad--_= __ __ ,I i 

--) 



106. Key-to-Disc Machine Qperator 

••• where the coded information on the JUS 8715 is entered on disc pac 
by key-to-disc operators such as this •• e 

107. Computer Room 

•• a and sent to the computer room for processing on our UNIVAC equipment. 

108. Loading a Tape Drive 

Frequently OBTS data are entered on keypunch cards and transferred onto 
magnetic tape where it will be stored for future use. This UNIVAC high­
density tape will hold 1,600 bytes of information per inch of tape (BPI), 
and this is only one ••• 

109. Row of Tape Drives 

••• of many tape drives which can be called into action to generate data 
to meet special requests. 

110. Tape Storage Library 

This tape library contains approximately 12,500 reels of magnetic tape 
upon which are stored billions of bytes~of criminal justice data. Depending 
upon the type of data that needs to be extracted (e.g., arrest data, court 
disposition data, firearms data, stolen vehicles data) and the year involved, 
these tapes are called into play to produce computer printouts of the stored 
data. 

111. Computer Room - Disc Storage 

It is frequently necessary to use the UNIVAC 4440 disc drive for data 
storage and when we create work files to produce specialized types of 
data output. 

112. Computer 

This is the UNIVAC 70/60 series computer. You've often heard computers 
referred to as '''a big black box" by people who are unfamiliar with data 
processing terminology. As you can see it is just that ••• a big black 
box ••• which is a third-generation computer. 

The DOJ Data Center has three of these big black boxes. 

a. One is used for the CLETS Communication Sy~tem. 

b. One is used for the three major data bases: 

1. Criminal history record - used by BID and BCS. 

2. Wanted persons file. 

3. Firearms. 
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c. One is used for batch processing. All of the BCS work is done by 
batch processing. Seeing this conputer brings to mind a "thought 
for today" which appeared recently in one of our local newspapers: 

"When I face life's greatest computer, I hope it may be 
said that though I'm spindled and mutilated, I didn't fold." 

113. Printer 

This is the UNIVAC high speed printer. The old printers (the slow ones) 
were capable of printing 600 lines of information per minute. These high 
speed printers are capable of printing 1,000 lines af written data per 
minute. It goes so fast that ••• 

114. Printer (Bob Siegle) 

••• it is almost impossible to read, or even scan, the pages as they 
leave the printing machine • 

(Note: This fellow is Bob Siegle, one of the top programmers at LECDC. 
He's the programming genius who developed the computer program to produce 
the OBTS "disposition tree" data displays. The disposition tree format 
is fast becoming one of the most desirable and useful tools in evaluating 
the criminal justice data that is being reported to BCS on the JUS 8715.) 

115. Making Edit Corrections (Betty Pultz) 

In the event that there are still some errors in the data, there are a 
series of extensive conditional checks and data validations that are performed 
between various data elements by the computer to ensure accuracy. 

For example, the date of conviction cannot come before the date of arrest. 

116. Making Edit Corrections (Betty Pulti) 

All discrepancies are printed out on an error listing which is corrected 
by one of the clerical supervisors. This ensures that the data which are 
entered on the OBTS master file are as error-free as is humanly possible. 

117. Filing the Source Documents (Colleen Dottarar) 

Finally, the source document (i.e., the green copy of the JUS 8715) is 
returned to BCS from LECDC for storage. It is filed by defendant name 
within county and stored in BCS. This wall of documents represents the 
157,537 dispositions of felony arrests made in 1976 and received by BCS 
on the JUS 8715. 

(Note: When documents are filed, duplicates are identified, pulled, and 
deleted from the OETS master file.) 
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PRODUCING DATA TO MEET REQUESTS 

118. 

. 

119. 

120. 

121. 

122. 

Y T 

Flow Chart (complete cycle - repeat of slide #12) 

Let's recap for just a minute. We have seen how the JUS 8715 is initiated 
at the time of arrest, and how it flows through the prosecutor to the lower 
court and superior court. We have seen how the Department of Justice processes 
the' documents which are used by BID for "raps" and by BCS for "stats." 

We come now to the last link in the JUS 8715 system; the final steps which 
justify all of the time, work, and effort expended by local and state 
agencies who submit and process the data. The cycle is not completed until 
the data which has been reported is returned to the local contributing 
agencies for their use in planning, budget, and monitoring the effectiveness 
of the criminal justice system in their own county. 

Eventually the data that you send to us returns to. you ... 
a. In the form of printed r.eports 

b. In the form of computer tapes 

Ce In the form of disposition trees 

d • In the form of specialized stUdies 

e. In the form of analytical summaries 

All the data that you've sent us is processed for one purpose - to be 
made a~ailable to you and your agency to meet your specific needs., 
You and your statistical needs are the reason for our existence. So, 
use us ••• call us ••• ask us for help ••• and we'll do our best to meet 
yot!r needs. 

Receiving Special Requests (James Watson) 

Writt~n requests for publications, specialized data formats, or other 
services are received by the Chief .of the Bureau of Criminal Statistics ••• 

Receiving Telephone Requests (Dick Beall) 

••• or by telephone to one of four different Program ~~nagers such as this. 

Starting a Project Folder (Jean Griffis) 

A project folder is opened to contain the original request, a time 
accounting of all work done, and the completed response. 

Starting a Project Folder (Jean Griffis) 

In this case, the State Senate has requested some data to assist them in 
determining the need and impact of proposal legislation. 

(Note: Notice the blackboard tally of current assignments in 
progress by each component.) 

The component which has the data to answer the special request is selected 
and the project folder is forwarded to the Program ~~nager of that component , •• 
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123. OBTS Component Program Manager (Frank Hirleman) 

• •• who jumps f.or joy over the fact that one more assignment has been added 
to his already overflowing "in basket." Most managers are not quite this 
ecstatic over receiving new projects and quickly ••• 

124. OBTS Analyst (Lee daRoza)' 

125. 

126. 

••• select the analyst best qualified 

OBTS Analyst (Del McGuire) 

... 

••• to obtain the requested data and respond to the person. 

Data Development Unit (Ramona Kammerer, Ted Olsen) 

One of the resources that the analysts have available to them is the Data 
Development Unit (DDU). 

This highly specialized unit has expertise in writing computer programs to 
,extract the d~ta from the magnetic tape where it is stored. They also have 
available van.ous charged offense and convicted offense tabulatj.ons which 
contain superior court dispositional data dating as far back as the 1940's. 
Coding procedures' have changed greatly since those early days, and our most 
reliable and consistent data base is superior court dispositions from 1969-
1974. From 1974-1976 there is also disposition information from law 
enforcement agencies, prosecutors, lower courts, and superior courts _ all 
being reported through the OBTS system. 

Here the supervisor i:s carefully pointing out to one of his unit members 
where the specific data that have been requested may be found. 

127. Data Development Unit (Merle Burkhartsmeier) 

One of the unit members specializes -in the production of the OBTS disposition 
tree format which was used to display 1975 data. This format is being modified 
and reprogrammed, and v1ill be available in September 1977 to display 1976 data. 

128. COmparing 1975 and 1976 Data Displays (Ted Olsen) 

While the 1975 disposition tree format (on the right) is being modified, 
1976 data are available in table format (on the left). Each format for 
"packaging the data" has certain advantages for the user. 

129. Checking the Final Respo~ (Dennis Bartholomew) 

Once the data is obtained and a transmittal letter is prepared by the 
analyst, the manager in charge ot the DDU gives the completed package 
a final inspection to ensure that everything that was requested has been 
correctly prepared for the user. 
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130. Editorial Review Process (Marilyn Barton, Sue Markee) 

In addition to answering special requests for data, BeS also has the 
:;-esponsibility of publishing annual statistics from each component. These 
t)pear in the two major Bureau publications: 

a. Crime and Delinquency in California 

b. Criminal Justice Profile 

The girl on the right (Sue Markee) is the BCS editor. Through her hands, 
at one time or another, pass almost every piece of paper, letter, table, 
monograph, and publication which leave the Bureau. Here she confers with 
an analyst over how data should be formated for publication. 

131. Publications Committee (group ,shot) 

Before any data are officially published by the Bureau, the proposed 
publication goes through extensive review, editing, and final approval 
by the BCS Publications Committee. After the format, tables, and content 
have,be~n determined the copy is forwarded to ••• 

132. Word Processing Center (Lee Erskine) 

••• the Word Processing Center where the narrative is typed, ••• 

133. Word Processing Center (Chris Green) 

•• ~ tables are prepared, ••• 

134. Word Processing Center (Norma Lindgren and Paula Urbani) 

••• and the text "printed" on a composing machine and made ready for the 
print~ng process. 

135. Graphic Art Work (Delores Johnson) 

Frequently it becomes necessary to use graphics and other forms of art 
work in order to make the publication as attractive and readable as 
possible. 

136. DOJ Printer (Beauty Williams) 

When the publication is ready for actual printing, the copy is forwarded 
to DOJ Central Services where the printing actually takes place. 

137. Reviewing a Recently Printed Publication (Leonard BroWn) 

The final copy is reviewed by the foreman before being collated and bound. 
This is how th~ 2,000 copies of the 92-page 1975 OBTS report looked before 
it was assembled and d;~,s'cributed to criminal justice agencies in California 
last August. 
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138. 

139. 

BCS Publications 

Pictured here are the two major annual publications, of BCS: 

a. Crime and Delinquency in California 

b. Criminal Justice Profile (statewide and for each county) 

OBTS Publications 

As the OBTS system developed and expanded in California our data base grew 
from a six-month, 25 percent sample in four southern counties in 1973 to 
100 percent of the documents received from 57 counties in 1976. 

OBTS data is by year of dispOSition and the following annual data bases 
have been established: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

1973 11,076 dispositions 

1974 - 107,578 dispositions 

1975 - 174,069 dispOSitions 

1976 157,537 dispositions 

Note: The general decrease in total dispOSitions from 1975 to 
1976 was the legislative change which reduced the possession 
of limited quantities or concentrations of marijuana from a 
felony offense to a misdemeanor offense in 1976. 

140. BCS Library (Dorinne Forneris) 

Following printing, the various publications are stored in the BCS library 
where ••• 

141. BCS Library (Chris Berry) 

••• they are obtained by the librarian and mailed out to meet special 
requests from ••• 

USING THE DATA 

142. Users of Bes Data (graphic) 

• •• a variety of persons and agencies who use the data provided by BCS. 
The various typ~s of users include: 

a. The Governor 

b. The Attorney General's Office (one of the prime users of OBTS data) 
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143. 

144. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

i. 

j. 

k. 

1. 

Governmental planners (national 
.. 

Law enforcement agencies 

Prosecutors 

Courts (municipal and superior) 

Legislature 

Educators 

, state, county, local) 

Students (9th grade to college) 

Private indiViduals (prison inmates) 

News media 

Internal analysis 

Example: A child was recently abducted f 
nearby county where she was sex 11 rom one county and taken to a 
I .. ua Y assaulted and the b I nvest1gating agencies had no clues ' n ruta ly murdered. 
contacted BID, Who in turn requesteda:C~ot:he as~a1Iant: The police 
disordered sex offenders (MDSO) who h d b pro~de a 11st of all mentally 
care Within the last three month Aa" heen released from institutional 
BCS was able to provide a list ;. s hot in the dark, " to be sure, but 
for the investigation. 0 names w ieb served as the starting point 

State Capitol Buildin& 

Let me take one recent example to emphasize 
had upon a current major legislative 1'S the impact that BCS data has 

sue. 

Mandatory Prison Sentence Legislatio~ 

On February 14, 1973, Senate Bill #237 
This bill provided "that probation shal~~o!n~~oduced to the state legislature. 
execution of sentence be Suspended for granted to nor'shall the 
relating to the use or carrying of fir~a~::~~ns convicted of specific crimes ". 

Passage of this type of legislation Wou ' 
for persons convicted of such . I l~ make a pr1son sentence mandatory 
o V10 ent cr1mes as murde I r rape -- when a firearm was used in th ,r, assau t, robbery, 
Attorney General, Evelle Younoe e co~miss10nof the crime. The 
instructed his Chief De ut to r~ favored th1s form of legislation and 
point before the Legisl~tu~e ~ndf1ntd tthhe statistics that '\o.Tould make his 

o e Governor. 
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The Attorney General's Office con.tacted BCS, and said - "Give us some 
statistics." BCS undertook a special study in December 1974 in which 
superior court dispositions were sampled in Alameda, San Francisco, and 
Los Angeles counties. Courts were visited, records were examined, and a 
profile was developed which disclosed the sentencing patterns for defendants 
using firearms in the commission of violent crimes. 

These data were put into tables, analyzed, .and forwarded to the Attorney 
General's Office on January 20, 1975. The data were used as the "backbone" 
of the Attorney General's "No Probation Legislation" and resulted in the 
passage of Senate Bill 278 on September 11, 1975. Governor Brown signed 
the bill into law September 23, 1975, and it became effective on 
January 1, 1976. 

Letter on "Firearms Use" Study 

Let me read an excerpt of a letter sent from Michael Franchetti to 
Evelle Younger on September 18, 1975. 

"Much of the success of our efforts in obtaining legislative approval 
of SB 278 which denies probation to persons using firearms can be 
given to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics. The special study of 
the sentencing policies of Alameda, San Francisco, and Los Angeles 
counties' courts which was prepared for me by BCS was instrumental 
in obtaining passage of the law. Again and again individuals who 
expressed doubts about the concept of mandatory sentencing were 
convinced to vote for the bill because of the hard facts which we 
were able to show as a result of the BCS study. 

"Whether or not Governor l$rown signs the proposal into law, BeS has 
once again shown to all of us how valuable a tool they can be in 
implementing our legislative program." 

This type of significant legislative action was only possible because 
the statistical data on superior court sentencing patterns from each 
county was reported to BCS on the JUS 8715. 

But what about the evidence that this legislation has worked. In "Crime 
and Delinquency in California, 1976," page 31, there is a comparison 
between disposition data reported from 56 counties in 1975 and 57 counties 
in 1916. These data indicate that "straight probation" sentences in 
superior court declined from 3.9 percent in 1975 to 3.3 percent in 1976 
and both prison commitments and CYA commitments increased from 1975 to 
1976. The proportionate increases would be even greater if the same number 
of counties were compared in both years. 
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146. State OCJP Office 

In addition to the list of users shown earlier, the Office of Criminal 
Justice Planning and the 21 regional criminal justice planning agencies 
in the state use the OBTS data for monitoring the criminal justice system 
and in the preparation of annual plans by'each local region. 

147. Law Enforcement Agencies in California (DOJ Training Center) 

For the first time, local law enforcement agencies allover the state 
(represented by this collage of shoulder patches) will have access to 
hard copy data on the final dispositions in 1976 of felony arrests made by 
their agency. 

Tables on the disposition of felony arrests for every law enforcement 
agency contributing data through the OBTS system will be distributed at 
33 statewide OBTS workshops to be held from September 14, 1977 through 
March 31, 1978. Let's look at th~ local law enforcement agency where this 
statistical reporting system originated in the beginning of the presentation. 

148. Sacramento Police Department (Harold Ayers, Chief Kearns) 

149. 

Chief Kearns receives the processed 
disposition trees or publications. 
in the Planning and Fiscal Division 
where it is used for ••• 

Research and Analysis (cartoon) 

••• research and analysis. 

data in the form of special tables, 
He gives it to one of his staff members 
of the Sacramento Police Department 

150. Preparing a Crime Trend Chart (Linda Hawthorne) 

This woman is a Police Records Systems Analyst in the SPD. She has 
prepared a crime pattern analysis of SPD arrest offenses based On data 
provided by BCS. 

151. COmparing SPD to Statewide (Officer Gene Burchett) 

This officer is comparing the 1976 dispositions of SPD arrests with the 
dispositions of arrest by other police agencies in the state. He also 
uses the data 

152. Preparing the SPD Budget (Officer Burchett) 

••• to propose a preliminary budget for SPD based on the incre;ased 
criminal activity reflected in the BCS/OBTS data. 
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CONCLUSION 

153. Flow Chart (complete cycle - repeat of slide #12) 

154. 

We have seen how the JUS 8715 form was: 

- initiated by the arresting agency, 

- goes with the felony packet to the prosecutor, 

- onto the superior court level. Wherever a final disposition 
occurs, or from a central agency (e.g., SPD), the first two copies 
of the JUS 8715: 

are sent to DOJ Quality, Control Section, and then to 

- BID for "raps" and to 

- BeS for "stats" before it is finally returned to the 

local contributing agency in the form of processed, usable data. 

Future Developments (graphic) 

These are several future developments that you can watch for in the OBTS 
system: 

a. New instruction manual (1/1/78) 

b. Revised reporting form JUS 8715 (1/1/78) 

c. Single copy of the JUS 8715 for DOJ 

d. Better reporting by local agencies 

e. Faster response to requests for data 

155. Grumpy Face (cartoon) 

We have here a grumpy looking man. He could be a police chief, a prosecutor, 
a judge, a county administrator, a regional planner, or some other official. 
The reason he is grumpy is that the JUS 8715 system does not seem to be 
working as well as it could in his county. Data are incomplete, do not 
reflect what is actually happening, and the cooperation he gets from other 
county agencies using the same reporting vehicle is nO,t al~vays the best. 
He wonders what he could do to improve the overall JUS 8715 reporting 
system and the quality and quantity of the data he has been receiving. 

156. Hhat About You?, (cartoon) 

While he ponders that question, what about~? How could you overcome 
that grumpy look and bring a smile to his face? 

Let me give you seven specific suggestions hmv Y2..~ can help to improve 
this disposition reporting system and ensure that your agency receives 
good data; 111 
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157. How You Can Help (graphie) 

a. Initiate a JUS 8715 for each arrest (i.e., every felony or retainable 
misdemeanor offense)~ 

b. CO!plete the JUS 8715 accurately, legibly, and entirely. 

c. Forward the JUS 8715 to the next operational level. 

d. ~ all final dispositions to DOJ. 

e. Review your county's JUS 8715 system for "bottlenecks." 
(Identify and correct those areas which impede th.e document 
flow and the reporting of accurate disposition data. Example; 
SPD used to send the white 8715 to BID and the green 8715 to 
BCS; now they send both DOJ copies directly to the Quality 
Control Section.) 

f. Use the OBTS data in your ag~ncy (for planning and management 
activities) • 

g. Cooperate with other criminal justice agencies in your county. 
(The overall success of this reporting system is interdependent 
upon police, prosecutor, court, and DOJ cooperation.) 

All of these suggestions start with an action verb - and it's gOing to take 
some action on your part to increase th~ overall effectiveness and 
efficiency of the JUS 8715 reporting system for your agency, county, or region. 

There is an old four-word saying among computer programmers which is 
appropriate to the JUS 8715 reporting system as well. I am sure you have 
heard it many times. It goes like this ••• 

158. Garbage In (cartoon) 

••• Garbage in ••• 

159. Garbage Out (cartoon) 

••• Garbage out!" The OBTS data that we report to you is a reflection 
of the data which you send to us; but with state and local agencies 
working together to refine the system, your agency will receiVe the most 
accurate, timely, and pertinent·data that it is possible to produce. 
And when that happens ••• . 

160. The End (Graphic) 

••• the scales of justice will hang a little more evenly. 
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d I h u have learned a lot about how the You have been very patient, an ope yo the sta~e Whether you are 
JUS 8715 is proc:ssed - b~ your agency an~h!ymiddle of ~t~ or at the end of 
in at the beginn~ng o~ th2s system or ~~s oem which was composed by one of 
it like we are, you m~ght appkrecdia~~tthisPcomplex and overly crowded reporting our BCS employees who has wor e w~ _ 
document. 

It is entitled "Ode to an Ogre." An "ogre is e ~ne ~n " d f' d' the dictionary as follows: 

"In fairy tales~ a man-eating giant or monster. 
or feared." 

One who is brutal, hideous, 

o " in mind, and listen attentively to ••• "An Ode to an gre ••• Keep this definition 

"ODE TO AN OGRE" 

"From Felony Arrest to BCS, 
it's anybody's guess, 
who started this mess. 

But don't be dismal, don't be low, 
just because you got a low blow. , 
So pitch right in and do Y9ur th~ng, 
to us the data, you've got to bring. 

Sometimes to us it almost seems, 
that a giant Ogre sits up and schemes, 
of various ways to make us scream, 
like coding documents in our dreams. 

We get to work with our,attitude :keen' 
and work so hard for th~s old reg~me, 
while the Ogre laughs and splits his seams, 
because to us,he's been so mean • 

The documents come to us by the ream, 
and we have no time to eat ice cream. 
There's so much work, we never day dream, 
and when the lights go out, we work by moonbeam. 

The work is tough, and the pay is lean, 
we break our backs and rupture our spleens. 
Sometimes I wonder if our little team 
will defeat this Ogre, who reigns supreme. 

'Who are we fighting' some new clerk beams, 
and into her ear, I stoutly scream; 
'There's only one Ogre that I can deem 
and his name, simply said, is 'JUS 8715'111" 

. 113 
! ; 

~! __ n ___ • ________________ L __ • ________ ..... ____________________________________________ ~~ ____________ ~ ________________ __ 

& 

I 

" 



:t I 

. 

LOCAL 
REPORTING 
AGENCIES 

Bes 
"STATS" 

- ., 

BID 
"RAPS" 

( 

THE JUS 8715 REPORTING SYSTEM 

QUALITY 
CONTROL 
SECTION 

ARREST 
(JUS 8715 
INITIATEDJ 

SUPERIOR 
COURT 

COMPLAINT 
FILED BY 

PROSECUTOR 

LOWER 
COURT 

, 

z 

\ 

, 



! tt ii*t 

ARRESTING 
AGENCY 

PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY 

REJECT OR 
DEFER 

CHARGES 

LOWER 
COURT 

FINAL 
DISPOSITIONS 

DEPARTMENT 
OF 

JUSTICE 

SUPERIOR 
COURT 

( 

/r--",,< 
(01 ! 
'-..:....: ..... 

~.. ;e .. 

DEPARTMENT 
OF 

JUSTICE 

~) 



r'~ 

I I 
f 

ct: I 
I ~1 
.J 
j 
I 
I 

1/ 

I 
i 
I 

I 
11 

II 
II 
J 

I 
1\ \\ 
.~. 

I § 1 
~.i hi! 

r;J~JI 
~s l{ 

~ )1 
. J j 

/.) 

/t' 
fj 

I J 
tl, I 
I I 
I 
i 
! 

'I 
I 
f 
i 

ot 
-~ 

lid ... '· a_,-'·' -

,'-::"0-

\ ' 
'" 

., 

• i#G!li 

A LISTING OF THE HANDOUT MATERIALS 
INCLUDED IN THE OBTS WORKSHOP PACKETS 

The following list indicates those handout materials which were prepared, 
printed, assembled, and included in an individual packet for each workshop 
participant. (See Attachment IV for sample packet.) 

Part I 

1. Workshop Agenda 

2. Flow Chart: The JUS 8715 Reporting System 

3. Organization Chart: Department of Justice, Identification and 
Information Branch 

4. Publications Available 

5. Pictorial Profile of Crime in California 

6. Disposition Tree: 1976 Dispositions of Adults Arrested on Felony Charges 
in 57 Counties 

7. The Impact of Drug Diversions (1000.2 P.C.) Upon 1976 Lower and Superior 
Court "Dismissal" Actions in Fifty-Seven Counties 

8. Audit Report: A Comparison of Adult Felony Arrests and Felony Arrest 
Dispositions in 1976 

Part II 

9. 1976 Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) in Fifty-Seven 
California Counties (Excluding Santa Clara County) 

10. 1976 Statewide Bar Graph, Less Santa Clara County 

11. 1976 Statewide Bar Graph, Less Los Angeles and Santa Clara Counties 

12. How to Use the OBTS Data 

13. A Comparison of Statewide and Sample County 1975 Dispositions of Adults 
Arrested on Felony Charges 

14. A Comparison of Statewide and Sample County 1976 Dispositions of Adults 
Arrested on Felony Charges 
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15. 

16. 

17. 

Part II - Continued 

Sample OBCA Tables Showing Recidivism Data 

a. 

b. 

Defendants disposed of in California Superior Courts in 1971 with 
Subsequent Superior Court Dispositions Through 1976 

Defendants Convicted in California Superior Courts in 1976 with 
Prior Superior Court Dispositions Through 1968 

How You Can Help 

OBTS Workshop Critique 
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A LISTING OF SUPPLEMENTAL HANDOUT MATERIALS 
DISTRIBUTED AT EACH OBTS WORKSHOP 

In addition to the 17 handouts prepared specifically for each workshop 
participant (see Appendix IV) and .contained in an individual packet, there 
were numerous other materials which were made available to workshop attendees. 
These supplementary handout materials contained specialized data by individual 
county and law enforcement agency. The handouts included: 

I. Published Data 

1. Crime and Delinquency in California, 1976 

2. Statewide Criminal Justice Profile, 1976 

3. County Criminal Justice Profiles, 1976 

4. A Comparison of Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) in Fifty-Six 
Counties, 1975 

5. Directory of Services of the Division of Law Enforcement; January, 1978 

II. Unpublished Data 

6. 1976 Disposition Tree Data for Each County (Note: This type of format 
was not available until Workshop 18 in San Diego County.) 

7. Bar Graph Comparative Data for Each County 

8. Seven tables of data for each of the 57 counties s~owing 1976 
dispositions by arrest offense, convicted offense, race, sex, age, prior 
criminal record, and existing criminal status. 

9. 1976 Dis~osition Tree Data for Each Law Enforcement Agency (Note: This 
type of format was not available until Workshop 18 in San Diego County.) 

10. One table of data for each of the 525 law enforcement agencies contained 
on the 1976 OBTS master file. Disposition data were shown by arrest 
offense only. 
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APPLICATION AND USES OF OBTS DATA 

WORKSHOP AGENDA 

Welcome 
Registration of Attendance 

Introduction of Workshop Participants 

Part I (1 }l Hours) 

Purpose of the Statewide OBTS Workshops 

The Historical Development of OBTS 

A Description of the OBTS System in California 

The Flow of the JUS 8715 Through the OBTS System (Slides) 

Types of Output Available from the OBTS System 

The Impact of Drug Diversion (1000.2 P.C.) upon Court "Dismissals" 

A Comparison of Adult Felony Arrests and 

Felony Arrest Dispositions in 1976 

Questions 

Break 

Distribution of County and Law Enforcement Agency 1976 
OBTS Disposition Data and County Bargraphs 

Part II (1}l Hours) 

-Data Limitations 

A Comparison of 1976 Statewide and County Data 

How the OBTS Data Can be Used 

How You Can Help (Slides) 

Questions 

A Critique of the Workshop 

Adjournment 
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California Department of Justice/Division of Law Enforcement 

BUREAU OF CRIMINAL STATISTICS PICTORIAL PROFILE OF CRIME IN CALIFORNIA 
P. O. Box 13427, Sacramento, California 95813 

ANNUAL PERCENT CHANGE IN THE INDEX CRIME RATE IN CALIFORNIA AND THE 
PUBLICATIONS AVAILABLE UNITED STATES, 1967-1976a 

All publications are published and distributed to contributing criminal justice 
agencies statewide. Limited quantities of the following publications are 
available upon request. 

Crime and Delinquency in California, 1976 
Crime and Delinquency in California, 1975 
Crime and Delinquency in California, 1974 
Crime and Delinquency in California, 1973 
Crimes and Arrests Reference Tables, 1973 
Crimes and Arrests Reference Tables, 1972 
Probation Subsidy January to June, 1971 
No. 1 Jail Space Utilization Study 
No. 2 Peace Officer Involved Homicides in California 1971-1972 
No. 14 Arrest Experience of Correctional Caseloads 
No. 15 The Burglar in California - A Profile 
Homicide in California, 1973 
OBTS in Fifty-Seven California Counties, 1976 
OBTS in Fifty-Six California Counties, 1975 
Standards for Computerized Disposition Reporting 
OBTS/CCH Offender-Based Tr,nsaction Statistics and Computerized Criminal 
Histories Relationship 
Offender-Based Criminal Statistics in 12 California Counties 
The Drug Diversion Program (An Initial Report, October, 1973) 
Drug Arrest and Dispositions Reference Tables, 1972 
Drug Diversion 1000 P.C. in California, 1975 
Drug Diversion 1000 P.C. in California, 1974 
Drug Diversion 1000 P.C. in California, 1973 
Resistance by Drug Arrestees 
Narcotic Addict/Users Reported 
Adult Probation in California, 1974 
Adult and Juvenile Probation, 1972 Reference Tables 
County Criminal Justice Profile, 1976: Sper.l.fy County 
Statewide Criminal Justice Profile, 1976 

Please send the pUblications checked above to: 
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• BETWEEN 1967 AND 1976: 1111111111 

• C,lIlfollllilllld,'x 1'111111", !-.IIowpcJ ilrilll! IIlCIi!aSO of 43.1 percent. 

II tJ.~l IIld('x CIII1I/'\ ~Iflowjld d 1,llp IIH;n'f1$f! of 77.6 pnrceflt. 

• 

• • • • • • • • • • • • 

"I'lflf'X """ws ,rr" s"I"c;Wd bl!CllUSf! of their seriousness, frequency of occurrence, and likelihood of being reported to the police. They include murder, 
Iw(.,bl" '.rPI', rll!>I'nry, ilrmnlvatud nssaul t, burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft, I ndex crimes are used in this report instead of Seven Major 
()II'!II~"S (wi1,,:h l'xciulil!S thelt less than $200) In order for Caiiforr.ia data to be comparable to that reported by the FBI for the United States as a 
willll". 

CRIME FACTORS AND TRENDS 
(;111111' ,~ il sOClill I'ln!>I""l and 11ll' concern 01 the entire community. The law enforcemont impact is limited to those few factors within its control. 
flu. li":lo,, willch ",IUS" r:"l11e me many and vary from place to place thloughout the country. Some of the cunditions which affect the volume, 
Iyl'" "I n 1111", ,mli 11I,"d~ Ilwt occur 110m place to place are briefly outlined as follows: 

1l!'1I"ly ,11111 '"" 01 I Ill! communily population and the metropolitan area of which it is a part. 
C'"III''''''"'" 01 IIII' populalion wilh n!llmmce particularly to age and sex. 
II'OIHlIlllC' slilllJ~ ilnd nHHLS or tlw population. 
Slill"I,ly III POIH,lill'On, Inclll,lInO COn1IllUWrS, seasonal, and other transient types. 
CllI1ltlll', IOcilldlllH ~iI'(;'i()nnl w(~nllwr conditions. 
I lJ!'cllv!' ,111"11)111 01 tilo POIICI! f"rct!. 
Sli,,,r1illli, 01 1111' 1""i11 pollct! forco. 
P"I,CI"" "I IIw I" OSl,Clll 1(11) olficials. 
1\1Ir111r1," illIlI I'ollci", of lilll courts ;ll1d corrections, 
H(lloIIIOIl',llIjJ'j dlld illlllUclflS of Inw Cnf()I"ClH1H?nt and the cornmunity. 
1\,lrllllll\Ir;II.VI' .r",I,lIv"SI'ljaIlVO IdficlI!l1CY of law enforcement, Including degree of adherence to crime reporting standards. 
OIlI,IIll/ill",,' illlrl "ooporal'"" of mJlo.l1ln9 and overlapPing police jurisdictions. 

1);,la Slllrr!:"s: "Crllou In thl! United States, 1976"; "Crime and Delinquency in California, 1976"; "California Criminal Justice 
Prolil!', 1976"; "Crime Trends in Selected California JUrisdictions, Preliminary Report, Third Quarter 1977." 

['""lill"11 iJy Clllifo,nio Dnpartmnnt of Justice, Division of l.aw Enforcement, Identification and Information Branch, Bureau 
of Cnminal Statistics (Rev. 1/781. 
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PERCENT CHANGE 
IN INDEX CRIME RATE 

1975-1976 

CALIFORNIA AND 
ENTIRE UNITED STATES 

INDE.X CRIMES 

ROBBERY 

BURGLARY 

- , 
~ -----~~--------~------------------------------------------~----------------------~~----~------------------~-----~---.;....---"{""­t.diia.n 

CRIME TRENDS IN SELECTED CALIFORNIA JURISDICTIONSi 

THIRD QUARTER COMPARISONS 
First Nine Months 1976 and First Nine Months 1977 

INDEX CRIMES 

THIRD QUARTER 1976 THIRD QUARTER 1977 

.'.' . -

639,500 
~ ........ :' . 

£i • '" • 
4~' • ,. . -3.8% 

, .'~' 
. . . 

10 8 6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10 
IN HUNDRED THOUSANDS 

VIOLENT CRIMES 

THI RD QUARTER 1976 THI RD QUARTER 1977 

Murder 
b 

1,054 1,201 13.9% 

Forcible Rape 4,589 5,046 10.0% 

Robbery 29,297 6.2% 

Aggravated 
Assault 32,086 4.8% 

50 0 50 
IN THOUSANDS 

PROPERTY CRIMES 

THI RD QUARTER 1976 THI RD QUARTER 1977 

Burglary 

Theft 
310,411 -7.5% 

Motor VehIcle Theft 64,718 

4 3 2 1 I) 1 2 4 
IN HUNDRED THOUSANDS 

alnctudes data for the 21 largest pollee departments and 15 largest sheriffs' departments In the state. 
blncludes murder and nonnegllgent manslaughter. 

126 



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

INDEX CRIMES IN CALIFORNIA, 1976 

Total = 1,556,757 

Murder a - 2,220 - 0.1% --.. ---------------------, 
Forcible Rape - 9,614 - 0.6% --------------------, 
Robbery - 59,318 - 3.8% 
Aggravated Assault - 72,889 - 4.7% 

VIOLENT ----~ 
CRIMES 

144,041 
9.3% 

Burglary - 467,980 -30.1%-------------

/ 
/PROPERTY 

/ CRIMES 
/ 1,412,716 

/ 90.7% 
I I 

I 
I 

Motor VehIcle Theft· 138,650 - 8.9% --------------;O""' __ o....l:..-_-

Larceny-Theft -806,086 - 51.8% ------------------------' 

($200 and over - 160,564 - 10.3% of total Index crImes) 

a'nclLldes murder and nonnegligen! manslaughter. 
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(, illll' 1.lll'~ IIl.lkl' il "Plll',lr Ih"l C.t1i/ornia h,l~ d much gre,lter crime problem than the United States as a whole. This i~ not 
IIl'll'\'o'" ily II til'. Clli/orni" h"" comhlcnlly had beller ,md more complete crime reporting than any other state. This in itself 
,Illllllllh II" 01 gll'./ICI incidcnce of reported crime. It can be expected that crime rdles for the United Statcs will increase dS 
oIdditilllJ,Ii ill<iividl/,i/ \tolle reporting rrogram\ ,Ire imrlemcnted ,1Ild thl' UCR system dchieve~ more complctc dat,l collection. 
'-,('v('I.Ii '01./ t ('\ I hoi I h"Vl' i ni [j.lIl'd "'01 tewide UCR pr()gr"m~ holve ,hown dramatic incredses in thcir crimc t .:te per 100,000 
flll flll 1.1 I i()n ,iI Il'I "(/II;lling t.:enlr,di/l'd reporting pr()cedLJrc~, 
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C4LI~~R~IA DEPARTME~T or JUSTICE 
DrvISIO~ o~ ~4W ENrORCEMENT 
BUREAJ uP CRIMINAL STATISTIcS 
orrE~'ER BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
NOVE~BER ii, 1917 

197i DIII'OSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FELONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 

(EXCLUDES SANTA CLARA COUNTY) 

All DiU Reported by Criminal Justice A.enl:le, on the 
"Dlsposkion of Arrest an" Court Action" Form (JUS 8715) 

FE~ONY ARREST DISPOSITION SUMMAR V 
POLICE AND PROSECUTOR PRoCeSSING 

TOTA~ ARREST DISPOSITIONS 
157,5;'57 
100.0" 

• 
• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• * •• * ••• ~ ••••••••••••• ~······*····· .••• a ••• 

• • • • 
• • • • 
• WARRANTS I NO I CT"1ENTS COMP~A I NT 
• 6, 986 8~U REQUESTED 

PAGE 

* 4,<Ui O,'X 139,11' 
• 0 • 88.3" POL ICE • TO ~OWERISUPERIOR TO SUPERIOR • PRO Sec U TOR 
• eOURTCA) COURT(S) • 

• • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• Re~EASE •• 

549S PC COMP~AINT COHP~AiNT 
10,595 DENIeD GRANTED 

6,7" 21,571 117,'44 
• 13 , 7" - '7" , i~ • • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• • • • • 
• • VICTIM • UNSpeo 

INIUrr • Re'USeS TO rUAT~aR OR 
EVID EXONERATiD PROSECUTE INVEST OTHER 
5,288 96' 1,760 1i2'~ 1,310 

3,4X O,6X 1,1~ o,e~ o,ax 

• • 
• 
It 

• 
• • 
• .. 
• • 
• • • 

• • • •••••••••••••• . .. 
• • 

MISDEMEANOR 'E~ONY 
COMPLAINT COMPLAINT 

64,411 - '3,133 
40,9~ 33!'~ 

• t TO LOWER TO ~OWi~ 
COURT~C) COURT(C) 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• * ••••••••••••••••• • • • '. LAaiC OF' 
COIIIIIUS 

3,662 
a,3X 

• • • 
0 

• • 
LACK or 

0 .. • • • • .. • • INTEREST • WITNESS • IL.LEGAL. 01" JUST IOE • UNAVAILABI.E • SEARCH 877 • 219 It :1"0,, D,n • o.h .. 0,'714 .. • ~IgTIM COMBINED 
REF'USIiS TO WITH OTHER PRO$ECUre CO~NTS 

~,52~ 118 

• 
• • • • • -, 

4& 

UNKNOWN, 
Or~ER 
2.46~ 

(4'WAR~ANTS CONTINUED ON PAQES 2 AND 3 
(S)GRAND JURY INDICTMENTS CONTINUED ON PAGE 3 
CO)LOWeR COURT PROCESSING CONTINUED ON PAQE 2 

PRoue~e 
C4USe 
10,650 

6.8" 1,6" D,U 1.6~ 

" 
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CALI'~R~IA ~EPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
DIVISION JF ~AW ENFORCEMENT 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FELONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 

(EXCLUDES SANTA CLARA COUNTY) fE~ONY 4RREST DISPOSITION SUMMARY 
~OWeR CUURr PROCESSING 

BURE4J or CRI~INAL STATISTICS 
OFFENDER BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
NOVEMBER 11/ 1977 

All O~u Reported by Crimin~1 Justice Asencies on the 
"O..,osItion of Arrest ~nd Court Action" Form (JUS 8715) 

~owaR COURT DISPOSlTIO~S(AI (9) 
124/'30 

79.0X 
• • .......................................•.•........ ~ ............... . 

• • • • 
MISC. cOM~LAINTS(AI FE~ONY COMPLAINTS(S) 

64,414 - ~0;116 .. 
4g,9X 3~,2X 

• • 
• • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••• '" 

• • 
• • 

CONVICTED NOT CONVICTED 
44,041 20,373 
28.0~ 

12, '" • • • • 
• .......•...........•.. ~ 
• • • • • • • o IS 11 lSS6D ACQUITTED 
• 19,606 727 
• 12.4" o • !II 
• 
• 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
•• • • • 
• GUILTY. • • 

• • 
J~V. COURT 

40 
o , G:Il 

TO • SUIIERIOR 
COURT fa) 
35.235 
22.U 

• • • • • • • • • • • ••••••••••••••• .. . 
~ CERTlrrEO 

• • • • NOT gONVICTED CONVICTeD 
11.970 12 •• 11, 
~,u S,U; .. • .. • .* •••••••••••••• ~ •••••• • 

~ • • • • • • • DISMISSED ACQUITTED JVV, COURT • U.7,. -. '1~O 46 - • 
7" '" 1 . D.U 0.0" • • • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• • • • 41 
QUILTY ~ • • • 

HI~D TO ANiWiR GUI~TY p~eA P~EA ~o~o COURT ~u'n .. 
11,719 141 

• PLEA NO~O COUR' JURY 
• 39,267 3,209 -S18 747 
• 24.9" 2.0X 0,1. 0,'. 
• 
• •••••••• ** ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••• 
• • • • • • 
• STRAIGHT PROS. COUNTY. • 

eVA PROB JAI~ JAIL rINE OTHER 
34 1~,9J8 14/a65 7,l71 6.073 '60 

0.0" 10.1" 9.1" 4,'. 3.9~ a, •• 

~1,44. 3,191 
20.0X 2,4X 

881 100 • 
~.~" 0.6" o,~" 0.1" • • • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • • • • • • 

• STRAIGHT PRoe $ COUNTy.. • 
eVA flRgs "J~ll, JAl~ ~'Nii OTHi" 

.. 'So 4,316 5,311 2,439 61e tD6 
0.0. 2,7. 3... 1,'~ 0.4" o.l. 

(AII~CLUDES 64,411 MISDEMEANOR CO~PLAINTI GRANTED AND 
(8'I~CLUDES 53,133 rSLONY COH~~AINTS G~ANTED AND 6,983· 

3* MISDEMeANUR WARRANTS fRUM PAQE 1 
raLONY WARRANTI fROM PAGE 1 

(alsUPERIOR COURT ~ROCESS[NG CONTINUED ON PAQa 3 

* DATA ON THE PROPORTION OF MISOfME"NOR AND 'ELONY WARRANTS ARE PRELIMINARY. 
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CALI'JR~lA DE~ARTMENT or JUSTICE 
DIVISIO~ Or ~AW ENrORCEME~T 
8UREAJ Or CRI~INA~ STATISTIcS 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FELONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 

(EXCLUDES SANT A CLARA COUNTY) 'E~ONY ARREST DlS~OSlTION SUMMARY 
. SUPERIOR COURT PROCESSING 

Orr ENDER BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
NOvEMBER 11. 1977 

All Data Reported by Criminal Justice Asencies on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" Form (JUS 8715) 

SUPERIOR COURT DISPQSITIONSIA) 
36,076 -

22.9" 
• 

o •••••••••• ~~ •••••••• * .. ~.·.·* .. ·.··· .. ·*··*··*······· ................ . 
• • 

NOT CONVICTED 
5,513 
3.5" 
• 
• 

• 
• 

CONVICTED 
30.563 
~9,." 
• 
• 

~ ........•..•..•.... ** ..••.•.....• • 
If • • • • 
~ • NOT GUl~TY TO JUV. • 

• DISMISSED ACQUITTED INSANE COURT • 4,377 1.052 66 18 • 2.8X O,7~ O.Q~ 0.0" • 

(A)I~";LUDES 

• • • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
• • • 

OU I LTV NOT GUlL. TV • 
PLEA TO GUlL. TV NOLO 

7,227 18,112 1.231 
".6JC 11.5" o.n 

• • 
• • 

JURY COURT 
2,628 917 
1,7" 0,6~ 

• 
• 

TRANSCR H'T 
-"~8 
o.n 

• • • • • • • .. 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••• 

• • • • • • • • TO STATE 41 

• STATE CVA STRAIGHT PROBATION COUNTY' TO ~OSPITAL· • 
De4TH PRISON PROBATION ANt JAIL JAIL 'INE CRe MDSO OTHER 

14 5,437 1.502 3,264 15,181 1;635 1,8 1,158 197 17 
O.OX 3.5~ 1.0X 3.3X 9.6X 1.0X O.~" 0,7X O.lX O!OX 

gerENDANTS RECEIVED FRdH ~OWER COURT (PAGE 2) AND GRAND JURY I~DICTMENTS fROM PAQE 1 
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CA~I'JR~!A DEPARTMENT 0, JUSTICE 
DlvISIO~ O' ~AW EN,ORCEMENT 
BUREAJ OF CRIY!NAL STATISTICS 
OrrENOER BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
NOVE~9ER 11. 1977 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FELONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 

(EXCLUDES SANTA CLARA COUNTY) 

All Dua Reported by Criminal Justice A,encies on the 
"Dilpolltlon of Arrest and Court Action" Form (JUS 8715) 

FE~ONY ARREST e~APSED TIME TO OIS~O· 
POLICE AND pRoseCUTOR ~ROCESSI~G 

TOTA~ ARREST OISPOSITIONS 

NIi.. 
• • •••• ••• • ••••••• * ••••••••••••••• 1 •• * •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• • • • • • • • 
• WARRANTS INDICTMENTS OOMPl.AINT 
• REQUESTED N/A • 
• POL. ICE • 
• 
• • 

REl.USE 
84499 PC 

• 
• 
• 

NIi.. 
• • TO LOWERISUPERIOR TO SUPERIOR 

COURTCA) COURT(S) 

N/A 
• PRO SEC U 1 0 R ... ~ ............. ~ .......... . 

• • 
• • 

C011Pl.A I NT COMPI.A I NT 
DEN I ED GRANTf:D 

~.7 N/A 
• • • • • ••••••••••••••• .......... ~~ ............. ~ ............. ~ .. . 

• • • • • • I NSUF",. 
eVrD 

3.9 

• 
• 

EXONERATED 

1.6 

VICTIM 
REfUSES TO 

f'ROSEC;UTI 

4.9 

·ELAPSED TIME SHOWN IN DAYS. 

• f'URTJoIER 
INVEST 

:S., 

UNSPEC 
OR 

OTHER 

• • • • • Q 

• MISDEMeA~OR f'eioONy 
• COMPI.AINT COMPI.AINT • • N/A NI~ • • * • TO I.OWER TO I.OHER 
• COURTCO) CQURT(C) 
• • 

•• •• ••• ••••• e ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••• 
e • • .. • to • • 
• • • • • II • • 

I.ACM OF • tNTEREST • WITNE5S ~ l~LEGAI. a 
CORPUS * 0' JU~TIC~ • UNAVAILABLE ~ SEARCH • 

• .. ,. 
~ 

!J.8 • 1J,~ • 6.3 ,. 
• • • • I.ACK 0' VICTIM 

PRQUBI.E ~EfU~ES TO 
CAUSE PROSECUTE 

COMBINED 
WITH OTHER 

COUNTS 
• UNKNOWN, 

-OT':4ER 

',8 2.0,0 2.7 
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CALI'O~~!A DEPART~ENT O' JUST;CE 
DIVISION Of LAW EN'O~CEMENT 

19:·6 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FELONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 

(EXCLUDES SANTA CLARA COUNTY) 
BUQEAJ O. CRI~INAL ST.TISTICS 
OrPENDER BASED TRANS.CTION STATISTICS 
NOVEMBER 11, 1977 

All Dati! Reported by Criminal Justke Agencies on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" Form (JUS 1715) 

rELONY ARREST ELAPSED TIME TO 015'0. 
LO~ER COURT P~OCE~SING 

LO"ER COU~T OrSpOSITIO~SIAI (8) 

/.II • 

• • ..... o························· ....•...•.•. 5 •••••••• ~ •••••••••••••• 

• • • 
MISD. COMPCAINTSCA) 

NIl, 
• 
II 

···*··~············.· ......... G •••••••••••• • 
II • 

• CONVICTeD 
NOT CONVICTEO 

".0 
• 190,1 
• • • • ••• •••••• 5 ••••••••••••• • • • • • • I; 0 • DISMISSED ACQUITTED JUV, COURT • 

II 
1U,' :1.111,,' 23,7 • • 

••••••••••••••• •••••••• 0 •••••••••• 

•• • • •• • 3UI~TY. • • 

• 
~E~QNY COMPLAIN~$(e) 

NIl. 

• • 
TO 

•• oo ••••••••••••••• * •••••••••• ~ •••••••• * ••••••••••••••••• 
• • • su'eR I OR .. II 

COURT NOT QONV 1 creD CQNY I crED 
NIl, 99,1 11.' • • • • • • • ••••••••••••••••••••••• • • • • .. 

0 • • • • • • DUHUSIiD ACQUITTeD JUV. COURT • • • • 99,' 82,' 54.6 • • • • • .G········t .•. e. 
• • .~ ......•.................••...•.• 

• PLEA NOLO COURT JURY It 

II 

It 
76,9 89., 

• CERTlrllC 
HEI.D TO ANIW',! flU I LTV PLU 

ft • • • CI 
Q~JLTY. • •• 

PLEA NOLO CQUIH JUP/Y. 87.3 1n,9 

• 
••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• *.* •••••••••••• 
• • • • 0 • II ST~AIGHT P~OI + COUN1v. • 

eVA 'R08 JAIL JAIL ~JNI OT~IR 
61.1 83.4 67.D 71" ".3 ~D2.3 

-ELAPSED TIME SHOWN IN DAYS. 

NIl. 

c_ 

.," 2 • • • • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
• • • • • • ~ STHAIGHT PRO.. COUNTY. • 

eu "Roe "JAIL JAIL ''IN, OTHIIil 

--) 
, 

\ 
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CA~IrORNI4 DEPARTMENT or JUSTICE 
orVISloN 0, ~AW ENrORCEMENT 
BUREAU Or CRlMINAL STATISTICS 
or'E~O!R BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS NOVEMBER 11, 1977 

1976 DIS~OSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
fELONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 

(EXCLUDES SANTA CLARA COUNTY) 

All Oat. Reported by Criminal Justice Asencies on the 
"Oisposilion of Arrest .nd Court Acrion" Form (JUS '715) 

rE~ONY ARR~ST e~APseD TIME TO D15'0. 
SUPERIOR COURT P~OCESSING 

SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS(4) 

/Ii/A 

• .....•.........•..................••....•............................ ~. 
• • 

• 
NOT CONVIC?EO 

229.2 
• 
• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ . . . 

• • NOT GUl~TY TO JUV. OrSMISSID 4CaUITTeO INSANi COURT 

197.9 

• CONVICTED 

166.5 
• • .. 
• • 
• • 
• • 

...........................•.......................... ~ ... 
• • • • .. It. QUILTY NOT QUILTY. • • '. 

PLEA TO GUILTY NO~O JURY COURT TRANSCRl~T • 

• • 

102.' 117.7 180.3 215., • 
It 

• • 
if •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• • • • • • • • T. STATE • • 'T'TE cr, ITRAIGH' ".B'TION CoUN". '. HCS.rTAL. • 
'."H PRISON P •••• TiON 'Ne JAIL J'IL "NE e.e •••• .'HE' 229., ue., 

161,7 164.0 

-ELAPSED TIME SHOWN IN OA VS. 

, 

! 
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THE IMPACT OF DRUG DIVERSIONS 

(1000.2 P.C.) UPON 1976 LOWER AND SUPERIOR COURT 

"DISMISSAL" ACTIONS IN FIFTY-SEVEN COUNTIES 

September 1977 
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Background 

THE IMPACT OF DRUG DIVERSIONS 
(1000.2 P.C.) UPON 1976 LOWER AND SUPERIOR COURT 

"DISMISSAL" ACTIONS IN FIFTY-SEVEN COUNTIES 

The Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) system provides disposition 
data on adults arrested on felony charges. Dispositions at the police, 
prosecutor, lower court, and superior court levels of the criminal justice 
system are reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). 

In 1974, an OBTS data base of 107,578 dispositions was established for Los 
Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and San Bernardino counties. In 1975, the OBTS 
data base contained 174,069 dispositions reported by 56 counties (Alameda 
and Santa Clara counties did not use the JUS 8715 reporting system). In 
1976, 157,537 dispositions were reported to BCS by 57 counties (excluding Santa Clara County). 

Reporting Format 

Local criminal justice agencies reported 1976 disposition information of adults 
arrested on felony charges on the "Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form 
(JUS 8715). This information was coded by BCS and used to produce the tables which appear in Attachment II. 

The report format known as the "disposition tree" will be available in 
November 1977 and it shows the number and proportion of felony arrestees/ 
defendants at each point where a final disposition occurred in the statewide 
or county criminal justice system. (See Attachment III, when available.) 
Problem 

The lower court dismissal category and the Superior court nonconviction 
categories (1. e., "dismissed" and "other") appear to be inflated because 
of the impact of the drug diverSion program under Penal Code Section lO~O.2. 
This distortion resulted from grouping certain court drug diverSion actions 
into these nonconviction categories. Since most drug diversion defendants 
are disposed of at the lower court level, this tended to distort the lower 
court "dismissals" to a greater extent than drug diversion data reported at the superior court level. 

Exp lana tion 

ThiA distortion was much greater in 1975, when defendants placed into drui 
diverSion programs and defendants successfully completing drug diverSion 
programs were both grouped generally under the nonconviction categories 
(e.g., "dismissed," "other") at both lower and superior court levels on the dispOSition tree reports. 
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In the 1976 disposition year, BCS did not code lower or superior court 
defendants placed ~ drug diversion programs under 1000.2 P.C. Drug 
diversion defendants were recorded statistically only upon the completion, 
or abortion, of the drug diversion program into which they were placed by 
the court~ If successful, the drug diversion defendant would have the 
original charges against him dismissed by the court. If unsuccessful, the 
drug diversion defendant would return to the court for sentencing. The final 
court disposition action which took place following the defendant's entry into 
a drug diversion program was the only action which was recorded statistically 
for drug diversion defendants in the 1976 disposition year. 

1976 Court Dismissal Acti.ons Defined 

Attachment II contains four tables which define precisely what court dismissal 
actions were reported on the JUS 8715 and included in th~ various nonconviction 
categories at the lower and superior court levels. 

Tables 1 and 2 show the lower and superior court reasons for dismissals by 
arrest offense. Tables 3 and 4 show the lower and superior courL dismissal 
reasons by county for each of the 57 counties which reported 1976 disposition actions on the JUS 8715. 

The numeric codes indicating the specific reasons for court dismissals are 
defined in Attachment 1. The columns identified with Code number "21" in the 
four tables in Attachment II identify the number and proportion of lower and 
superior court defendants who successfully completed a drug diversion program 
under the provisions of 1000.2 P.C. and subsequently had the original charges 
against them "dismissed." This is the only code which pertains to dru& diversion 
court actions; however, code number "22" indicates those defendants who 
successfully completed diversion programs OTHER THAN DRUG DIVERSION and 
subsequently had the original charges against them "dismissed." This group 
(1. e., ,code 22) accounts for less than 1 percent of the total number of diversion defendants. 

Analysis 

1. There was a general decrease in the total number of dispositions received 
by BCS in 1976. The primary reason for this decrease is the le~islation 
which reduced the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of 
marijuana from a felony offense to a misdemeanor offense in 1976. Also, 
the OBTS system expanded from 56 counties in 1975 to 57 counties in 1976. 
Comparing the data for the same 56 counties (excluding Alameda and Santa 
Clara) in both years, there was a decrease of 15.1 percent in total 
dispositions. County and local agencies may also expect this legi~lative 
action to affect the total number of 1976 dispositions in their r~spective 
jurisdictions, and especially the number of dispositions resultini from felony drug arrests. 

2. In the 1976 calendar year, 157,537 dispositions were reported by 57 
counties for adults arrested on felony charges. Of these dispositions, 
approximately 28 percent of the original felony arrests were for drug 
offenses. (Crime and Delinquency in California, 1976; page 33.) 
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3. 

4. 

5. 

Lower court defendants who successfully completed drui diverliion prograIDli 
and subsequently had the charges against them dropped (Le., dismislied) in 
1976, accounted for almotit one-fol :h (7,705 = 24.5 percent) of the total 
number of lower court dismissals ,31,471). See Attachment II, Table 1. 

Note: For comparative purposes, lower court defendants placed into 
and successfully completing drug diversion programs i~ 1975 acco~nted 
for 45.3 percent of the total lower court dismissals ~n 56 count~es. 

Superior court defendants who successfully completed drug diversion 
programs and subsequently'hacl the charges against them dropped (i.e., 
dismissed) in 1976, accounted for 8.5 percent of the total number of 
superior court dismissals. See Attachment II, Table 2. 

Note: For comparative purposes, superior court defendants placed into 
and successfully completing drug diversion programs in 1975 accounted 
for 22.5 percent of the total number of superior court dismissal and 
"other" nonconviction actions in 56 counties. 

Combined lower and superior court drug diversion defendant~ who successfully 
completed their diversion program and subsequently had the original charges 
against them dropped (i.e., dismissed) in 1976, accounted for 22.5 percent 
of the total court "dismissal" actions. 

Note: For comparative purposes, the combined lower and superior 
court defendants placed into and successfully completinz drug diversion 
programs in 1975 accounted for 42.7 percent 0f the tota~ number of 
dismissal and "other" nonconviction actions in 56 count~es. 

Similar comparisons on the impact of drug diversions upon the 1976 lower and 
superior court dismissal actions for each county may be made by referencing 
Tables 3 and 4 in Attachment II. For example: 

6. 

7. 

In San Diego County in 1976, there were 2,798 lower court ~sm~ssa s lid· . 1" 
reported to BCS on the JUS 8715. Of these dismissals, over I.lalf (54 percent) 
were for defendants who successfully completed drug diversion programs ' 
under 1000.2 P.C. and subsequently had the original charges a~ainst them 
"dismissed." See Attachment II, Table 3. 

It is apparent that the drug diversion program had a great impact on 1976 
San Diego County data and the accurate interpretation of lower court 
dismissal actions is contingent upon understanding the extent of this 
impact. 

On a statewide basis Los Angeles County accounted for over 36 percent of 
the total number of iower court "dismissals" due to th~ succes.\,;ful completion 
of drug diversion programs in 1976. 

San Diego County contributed another 20 percent; 

- Alameda County contributed almost 8 percent; and 
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- The other 54 counties accounted for the remaining 36 percent of the lower 
court dismissals. See Attachment II, Table 3. 

Statewide, Los Angeles County accounted for 75 percent of the defendants 
"dismissed" at the superior court level in 1976 after successfully completing 
a drug diversion program. See Attachment II, Table 4. 
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Attachment I 

REASONS FOR 1976 LOWER AND SUPERIOR COURT DISMISSALS* 

Code 
Reason for dismissal 

10 Certified to juvenile court 

13 Defendant deceased 

14 Dismissed 

18 1538.5 P.C. 

19 1538.5 and 995 P.C. 

20 995 and Illl6(e) P.C. 

21 
Successful completion of a drug diversion program under 1000.2 P.C. 

22 
Successful completion of a diversion program other than drug diversion 

*Data on 1976 dismissals were reported by lower and superior courts in 57 counties 
on the "Dispositj of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). Court Disposition 
data from Santa G~ La County are not included since they did not use the JUS 8715 
system to report dispositions in 1976. 

Note: These codes describe dismissal and juvenile court actions at the lower 
court level and nonconviction actions (i.e., the "dismissed" "juvenile 
court," and "other" nonconviction categories) at the superior court 
level as shown on the OBTS "disposition tree" data display. (See 
Attachment III, when available.) 
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Attachment II 

TA8LE 1 ACULTS ARRESTED ON FELO~! CH&RGE~ AND DIS~ISSED 
IN CALIFORNIA LOWER COURTS I~ 57 C~U~T!ES, 1976. 
ARREST OFFE~SE BY REASON FOR NON~C~~VjCTIO~1 
DISMISSAL A~D JUVENILE COURT CATEG~RtES oNLY 

A.RRE51' OF"FE'~SE i.OIo/ER COURT RE:ASON FOR lJISHISSAl.+ 
TOTALS 10 13 14 18 19 20 21 22 

HOIo1ICIDE 133 1 a 13'- 0 0 0 0 0 MANSLAUGHTER VEH 1,2 0 2 1') 0 0 0 0 0 FORCIBLE RAPE 229 1 a 22" a 0 0 2 0 ROBEiE=tY 1371 6 4 1J35 9 0 3 14 0 ASSAUl.T 3316 4 15 3271 5 0 2 17 2 
KIDNA~PING 10 4 1 6 99 2 0 0 2 0 BURGLARY 3776 26 25 363? 2(1 0 2 56 9 POSSESSION BuRG/THEFT TOOL.S 0 0 0 n 0 0 0 0 0 THEn 310 9 10 17 2983 28 1 '3 60 7 MOfOR VEI1 THEF'T 1071 17 7 1036 , 0 0 5 1 FORGERY 1002 1 9 981 3 0 0 6 2 NARCOTICS 3399 5 26 2669 8S 0 1 606 • .... t.1ARIJ:.JANA 9'-38 '3 15 30H 61 1 '3 5966 17 .j:>. DANGEROUS DRiJGS 2351 4 10 1399 41 0 2 894 1 ..... ALL ~THER DRUGS 161 0 1 111 0 0 0 49 0 SEX LAw VIO~'TrONS 315 1 <4 306 1 0 0 3 0 WEAPO'lS 776 2 2 74-1 17 0 0 12 0 ORUNI( ORIVING 92 '3 3 86 0 0 0 0 0 f.l1T A\l1l RU~ 34 1 2 31 0 0 0 0 0 ESCAPE 84 0 0 84 0 0 " 0 0 BOnt(foU ~ I NG 1,0 0 1 104' .. 0 0 Q 0 AU Ol'WER 84& 0 ~ 82 Q 2 II 0 13 0 
TOULS 31471 86 147 23181'J 292 2 16 7705 43 

• 1976 oeTS 57 COUNTY rE~ONY ARREST DISPOSITIONS rI~E. CONSISTS 
or re~ONV ARREST DISPOSITIONS ~EPORTED TO THE BUREAU or CRIMI~~~ 
STATISTICS EY ~OCAL AGfNCIES ON 'DIS~OSITIO~ or ARREST AND COURT 
ACTiO'll' IroRM JUS 8715). DATA rOR SANTA CLA~A COUNTY NOT I~C~UDEO. 
.SEE AVTACHME\lT 1 rOR AN EXPLANATION or NUMERIC CODES. 
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TABLE 1 ACU~TS ARRESTED O~ FELONY C~4Rr.E~ AND DISMISSED 
I~ CALIfORNIA LOWER COURT~ I~ 57 COU~T!eS, 1976. 
ARREST OffE~SE BY qEASON roR NON-CONVIOT!O~I 
DISMISSAL A~D JUVENILE COURT CATcGjRIES nNl,Y 

j ,~ 

ARRE~T OF"F'ENSE 
LoWln COURT REASON fOR DISMISSAl.. 

TOTALS 10 13 14 18 19 20 21 ~2 

HOMIOIDE .~2 1.16 .00 :,., .00 .00 ,00 ,00 ,00 MANSL4.UG~TER VEH .0. .00 1,36 .04 100 .00 ,00 .00 .00 rORCIBLE RAPE ,73 1.16 .00 .97 , 00 !OO ,00 .03 !OO ROBBEQy ~.36 6,98 2,72 ".16 3,08 ,00 18,75 .18 ,00 AS9AUL,T 10,54 ~.65 10,20 14.11 1,71 ,00 12,50 ,22 4,65 KIDNAPPING ,33 1,16 ,00 ,.3 ,68 .00 ,DO ,o;S ,00 BURGLARY 12,00 30.23 17,01 1":67 8,"'0 ,00 12.50 ,73 20,93 POSSESSION BURG/THEF"T TOOl,S ,00 .00 ,00 .1)0 ,DO .00 .00 .00 ,00 THEFT 9,88 11,63 11,56 12. 8" 9j59 50100 18.75 .78 16!28 MOTOR vEH THEn 3,~O 19.77 4.76 4:.7 1; 71 , DO ,DO .06 2,33 F'ORGERY 3,16 1.16 6,12 4.23 1j03 dlO .00 ,Oll ~.65 NARCOTICS 10,80 5,81, 17;69 .... I ... ., ....... .A 
oiiij 6.25 7.87 9;30 J.J.t:R. <lU,"'"? ...... MARIJ:JANA 2"'.0. 3.49 10.20 13: ?!5 20.69 50.00 18.75 77. ~3 39.53 

~ w DANGEROUS DRUGS 7,47 ~.65 6. a 0 6.04 H. O~ ,00 12.50 11.60 2.33 ALl. OT~ER DRUGS .51 .00 .68 .48 , 00 .00 .00 ,64 .00 SEx LAW vlo~ATIONS 1,00 1.16 2.72 1. 32 ;34 .00 .00 .04 ,00 WEAPO\!9 2,47 2.33 1.36 3.~1 5,82 100 .00 .16 !oo r!FWNI( l'!R I V r NG .2' 3.49 2,04 :31 ,0 a ,"0 .00 ,00 .00 tilT A'I1l RUN .11 1,16 1,36 :13 ; 00 .00 .OQ .00 ,00 eSCAPE ,27 .00 • eo .:16 00 .10 • 00 .00 !flO ~OOK"1AI(ING .48 • 00 ,6i! :63 1 ;J7 ;00 .011 .00 ,DO "Le OT~ER 2.U .00 2,72 3.98 ,'8 ! QO 0110 .17 ,00 
TOTALS lU.OO 101. 00 100.00 100:1)0 lOrJ~'O 100.00 100.0. 100.00 101,.DO 
• 1976 08T9 5., COUNTY rE~ONY A~AEST DISFOSITIONS flL,E. CoNSISTS 
or rE~ONY ARREST CIS~OSJTI0NS RE~ORTED TO THE BUREAU or CMiMINAl. 
STATISTiCS BY LOCAL AGfNCIES O~ 'DIS~OSIT!ON or ARREST AND COURT 
ACTIO'l' (foR"! JUS 8715). gATA fOR SANTA CLAMA COUNTY NOT l~CLUDEO, 
.SEE ATTACHME~T 1 ro~ AN EXPl,A~ATIDN Of NUMERic COPES. 
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TABLE 2 AtU~TS ARRESTED O~ fELON! CH1RGe~ AND DISMISSED 
IN CALIfORNIA SUPERIOR CQURTS I~ 51 COUNTIES. 1976. 
ARREST OFFE~SE BY REASON roR NON-C~NVIOTtONI 
DI~HlSSAL. JUVENILE COURT ANC 'OTHER' eATEGORIES ON~Y 

ARREST OF"F"EfIlSE :;U:JERIOR COURT REAS\:1N fOR PISMISS~I..+ 

TOTALS 10 13 14 18 19 20 21 22 

HOMICIDE 70 U 1 044 0 1 23 1 0 

MANSLAUGHTER VEH 7 0 0 2 1 0 4 0 0 

FORCIBLE R~.PE 96 a 5 83 0 0 8 0 0 

ROMERY 448 4 15 336 5 10 78 0 0 

ASSAU~ 'r 363 0 12 283 3 2 62 1 0 

KIDNAPPING 26 0 0 19 0 0 6 1 0 

BURGLARY 689 9 16 48" 21 6 146 5 0 

POSSESSION BURG/THEn TOOL.S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

THEFT 438 0 6 313 17 1 99 2 0 

MOTO~ VEH THEF'T HO 0 4 90 , 1 31 0 0 

rORGERY 167 2 6 13~ ~ 1 22 0 0 

NAIQr;OT!CS 836 2 31 421 94 15 ~45 125 :3 

.... MAR!J'JANA 485 1 5 176 32 9 70 190 2 
~ 
~ DANGEROUS DRUGS 175 0 " e5 12 , 23 45 1 

ALL. OTHER DRUGS 25 0 0 11 1 0 11 2 0 

sex L.AW VIOL.ATIONS 98 0 :5 76 0 7 12 0 0 

WEAPO'llS 73 0 5 4' 
, 0 13 1 0 

DFiU"l1( "RIVING 22 0 1 1-" 0 0 5 0 0 

HIT A"'ll RUN ? 0 Q 4 D 0 3 0 0 

ESC"I'E 3D 0 0 23 0 G ? Q 0 

BOOKMAI(ING 31 0 1 11 .. 1 14 0 0 

M.L OT1-4ER 16' 0 04 122 1 " 40 1 0 

TOTALS 4395 18 11 9 2'792 204 '0 1122 374 6 

, 
• 1976 OBTn 57 COUNT v rE~ONY ARREST DIS~OSlTI0NS rI~E. CONSISTS 
or Fe~oNY ARREST ~ISPOSITIONS "EPORT£g 10 THE BUREAU or c~IMINA~ 
STATISTIcs BY ~OCAL AGENCIES o~ 'DisPoSITION or ARREST AND COURT 
ACTIo'll (FORM JUS 8715), pATA rOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY NOT IhCLUUEO. 
.SeE ATTACH~ENT 1 rCR AN EXPLANATIDN or NUMERIC CODES. 
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TABLE 2 ACULTS ARRESTED ON fELON' CHARGE~ AND DISMISSED 
IN CALIfORNIA SUPERIOR COURTS IN 57 CouNTIES, 1976* 
ARREST OFFENSE 9Y REASON FOR NON~C~NVICTIONI 
OlS"1ISSAL, JUVENILE COURT ANC 'OTHER' CATEGORIES ONI.V 

IdHlEsT OFFE"JSE SUIJERIOR COURT REASON fOR DISMISSAL. 
TOTALS 10 13 1" ~a 19 20 21 22 

HOMICloE 100,00 ,00 1,<43 62'.A6 ,00 1,43 32.86 1,43 ,00 
MA~SLAUGHTER VEH 100.00 ,00 ,0 a 28~'H 14,29 , 00 57,1'4 • a tl ,00 FORC!9L.E RAPE 100.00 .00 5,21 86,46 100 ,00 8,33 ,00 ,00 
ROeBEC!Y 100,00 ,89 3,35 75,r.l0 1;12 2.23 17,41 ,00 ,00 ASSAULT 100,00 ,00 3,31 7'7;96 .83 ,5' 17.08 .28 , 00 
K I ONAF'P I NG 100,00 .00 ,00 73.08 ;00 .00 23,08 3.85 !oo BURGLUV 100,00 1.31 2.32 70:94 3,05 ;81 21.19 .73 .00 POSSeSSION BI1!Hl/THEF'T TOOLS ,00 ,00 .00 :00 .00 .00 ,00 .00 .00 TYEn 100,00 ,00 1,37 71.<46 3,38 ,23 22,60 .46 !oo MOTOR VEIol THen 100.00 , 00 2,86 70,11 3,57 ;'1 22.1'4 ,00 ,00 rORGEC!V 100,00 1,20 3.59 '19,64 1 80 .60 13.17 ,00 , 00 NARCOTICS 100,00 ,24 3,71 50,36 11 :~4 1~79 17.H 1<4,9:; ,36 ...... MARIJUANA 100,00 .21 1.03 H:U 6;60 1.86 14,<43 39.16 ,41 .j::. DANGeQOUS DRUGS 100,00 ; 00 2,29 48.5'1 6;86 2,86 13.14 25,71 ,57 Vl 
ALL. OT~ER ORUGS 100,00 ,00 ,00 44.00 4,00 ,00 ~4,00 8.00 !oo 
SE~ LAW vlOLlTIONS 100,00 100 3,06 n:!l5 100 7;14 12.24 ,00 ,00 WEAPor..!S 100,00 ,00 6,85 67;12 6,85 .00 17,81 1,37 ,00 DR UN\( ORIVltIlG 190,00 .00 4,55 72,7~ .00 ,DO 22.73 .00 100 
~[T A\JO RUN 100,00 ,00 ,aD 51;14 ;00 ;00 42.86 ,00 .c10 ESCAPE 1110,00 .00 ,DO 76;61 .00 ,oe 23,33 ,00 .00 8COi<"1AI(ING iOo,OO ,00 3,23 ~5,48 12;90 3,23 45,16 ,00 , DO 
ALL ot~ER 1011,00 ,DO 2,37 72:19 ,'9 ,'9 23.67 ,59 ,00 
TOTALS 100,00 ,41 2,71 63,53 4j64 1137 lB.70 8,51 !H 
• 1976 08TS 57 COUNTY 'EL.ONV ARR~ST OISPOSITIONS rILE. CONSISTS or FeL.ONY ARREST DISPOSITJONS REPO~TED TO THE BUREAU or CRIMIN~L 
STATISTIcs BY L.OCAL AGENCIES ON 'DISPOSITION 0' ARREST AND COURT 
ACTIo..,' (rORM JUS 8715). gATA FOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY NOT I"CI.UIlED, 
.SEE 4TTAC~M~4T 1 'OR AN EXPL.ANATICN or NUMERIC CODES, 
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TA~~E 2 ACU~TS ARRESTED ON fELON' :H~~3ES AND DISMISSED 
IN C.~IrORNIA S~PERIOR COURTS It. 57 COUNTIES, 1976-
4R~EST OFFE~SE BY REASON ~OR NON~C~NVlc:TIONI 
DIs"tISSAL, JUVeNI~E COURT ANC 'OTHER' ~ATEGORIES ONl,Y 

ARREST O~~ENSE SUIIERIOR COURT REASON FOR DISMISSAL. 
TOTA~S 10 13 14 18 19 20 

HOMICIDE 1.59 .00 .84 1. 58 ,00 1!67 2.80 
MANSLAUGHTER VEH .a • 00 ,0O .07 .49 .00 ,49 
F'ORCI8CE RAPE 2,18 ,0O 4,20 2:97 • 00 ,00 ,97 
ROBBERV 10,19 22.22 12,61 12.03 2,45 16,67 9.49 
ASSAUL.T 8,26 • 00 10,oa 10:1~ 1. 47 3.33 7.54 
KIONA?PI'IIG ,59 ,00 ,00 .68 100 ,00 ,73 
BURGLARY 15,68 50.00 13,45 17.41 lo~~9 10; 00 17.76 
"OSSeSSION BURG/THEF'T TOOL,S .00 ,aD ,00 .00 00 , DO • 00 
THEFT 9,97 .00 5,04 11,~1 8'33 1!67 12.04 • MOTOR vEH THEF'T 3,19 ,00 3,36 3:'" 2;45 1,67 3,77 
rORGERV 3,80 11.11 5,04 4:7, l;H 1.67 2.6e 
NARCOTICS 19,02 11.11 26,05 1'.08 46jOB 25.00 17.64 
MARIJ'JANA 11,04 5,56 4,20 6~]0 15;69 U;OO 8.52 
DANGE~OUS DRUGS 3,98 .00 3,36 3."~ '.88 8;33 ~.80 
AI.L OTHER DRUGS ,57 .00 ,00 .39 049 100 1,34 
SEx L.AW VIOI.ATIONS 2.2:5 .00 2.'2 2~72 00 11,61 1.46 
WEAPOlllS 1.66 .00 4,20 1~" 2 4' , 00 1,58 
DRUNK I'lR I V p~G ,50 .00 ,84 ,'7 00 .110 .61 
HIT A'JO !tUN .16 .00 ,00 :14 00 ;00 • :56 
ESC:APE .61! .00 ,00 :82 00 ,00 .85 
9001(l1Al<1 N G ,71 .00 ,a.. .:19 l. 96 1!67 1.70 
AL.~ OTIofER 3,8' .00 3,36 4.37 .., 1.67 4,87 

TOTALS 1CIO,QO 100.00 100,00 100.00 100,00 100,00 100.00 

• 1976 OBTS 57 COUNTY rEL.ONY ARNE!T DISPOSiTIONS rIL.E. CONSISTS 
or reL.ONV ARqE5T DISPOSITIONS REPONTED TO THE BUREAU or CRIMIN~L 
STATISTIcS BY L.OCAI. AGENCIES ON 'DISPOSITION or ARREST AND cou~r 
ACTIO'll (rOR'" JUS 8715' • DATA rOR SANTA CLARA COUNT V NOT I~CLUDEO. 
• SeE ATTACHMENT 1 rOR AN EXPL.A'lATION or NUMERIC CODES. 
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ref ~ "L. fABLE 3 ACU~TS A~~ESTED O~ 'J :~H;;3E~ AI/D DIS~!SSED 
~ 

!~ CALI;C~~IA ~~wE~ COJRTS !~ 57 C'U~T!E~, 1976. 
:ou~TY 9' RE1SO~ FOR ~O~.CO~V!CTIO~I 
OIS~!SSAL 4~D JUVE~ILE COURT CATEG~RIE5 ~~~y 

C~J'ITY 
I,CWER COURT ReASO~ 'OR D!SI1ISSAL· TOTAI,S 10 13 14 18 49 20 21 22 

A~AMeDl 2'04 2 16 1955 30 0 1 591 9 ALPI~i 1 0 0 1 0 0 a 0 0 A~lDo~ 17 0 1 13 1 0 0 2 0 8UTTE •• 0 0 36 0 0 0 8 0 CACAVEIlAS a. a 0 13 :5 0 0 s a CO\'US! 5 0 0 5 0 0 a 0 0 CONTRA Casu 753 0 6 HO 3 0 a 274 0 DEL NO~TE 25 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 E~ DO~4DO 136 1 " 97 0 0 0 26 Z rRESNO 1026 1 0 957 17 0 0 49 Z l'lLI!NN 10 0 a 10 0 0 0 0 0 HUHB01.DT 226 0 1 18. 0 0 7 34 0 I/of"ERIAI. 1711 0 0 123 1 0 0 54 0 INvO 10 0 0 7 U 0 0 3 0 KeRN 850 1 4 726 0 0 0 119 0 ICINGS 13& 0 2 116 0 0 0 111 t I.A~E 22 0 0 20 1 0 0 1 0 LASS!", 9 0 0 9 • 0 0 0 0 I,O!! ''lOEI.ES 8994 49 45 ~ea6 1H 2 0 2810 " 
~l4nE~4 89 g 0 84 1 0 0 .. 0 HA~IN Nt 0 :5 127 5 0 0 104 0 MARIPOSA 6 0 0 .. 0 0 0 2 0 HENDoCI~o 29 0 1 27 0 0 0 1 0 He~CED 159 0 0 1<43 0 0 0 16 0 MODOC 5 1 0 .. 0 0 0 0 0 '-' MONO , 0 D , 0 0 0 0 0 

.j::.. MONTelll!Y 340 1 :I 281 2 0 0 ,. 0 
-..J HA'A 104 0 g 46 • 0 0 58 0 ~EVADA 38 0 :3 117 0 0 0 e 0 ORA~(lE 37'" 1 U 31<10 fa 0 3 573 0 PLACER 123 0 0 87 0 0 0 36 0 PLUMAS , a 1 " • 0 0 0 a q I VE~SI Dii '4, 2 2 724 II 0 0 210 a 3AeF!4~!tNro 11"6 3 " 10118 2 , 

0 29 0 UN BENITO l' 0 a 11 G 0 4 0 UN 8UNAROINO 1167 0 J 737 :3 0 1 311 5 UN DIIGO 27'8 , 14 125. 8 C 3 1510 0 UN "~ANC ISCO 1:55, • a 1265 4 0 0 81 g UN JOAQUIN 552 2 2 469 2 0 0 77 a U~ L~IS OBISPD 77 • e 69 • D 0 II 0 UN ~4\'Eo 7'7 1 • 6a. 111 • 0 94 0 SANTA 9'\~UIU J43 0 1 214 13 • 0 115 0 SANTA CI..\RA 0 0 0 a 0 G G 0 0 
, 

SANTA C/lUI 27. • I au 1 0 0 ;J9 • .HASTA 55 • , 
" • • 1 IS 0 IIIII~A , 0 0 " • • 0 1 0 IJ.ICIVDU U ~ • a:s 6 0 • • 0 "'.1.'10 47, 1 • 481 , 0 0 ti • !I/)NO~A 31, • 1 J .. • 0 0 17 1 

\ 
SU~ISLAU!l 326 1 1 231 I 0 0 94 a !lun~~ J~ 1 • i4 1 0 e 11 0 TEHAHA 39 1 • 22 0 C D 15 0 ?RIN"" 1 • a 7 • 0 0 G 0 TUCARI 24 .. 2 J 218 2 C , 19 • TUa~UHNE 20 • • 12 • 0 0 8 0 VENTU~A 354 e 1 261 0 0 g 92 0 VOLD 189 0 a 176 0 D 0 6 7 VUBA 7? G 1 '2 0 0 e 12 2 TOU~S 31471 at 147 2318Q 292 a 1~ 7705 43 
• 1'76 oaTS 57 COUNTY 'E~QNy AR~EST DISPOSITIONS tiLE. CONSISTS 
or rE~ONY AN~E5T DIS~OSITIONS "EPORTED TO THE BUREAU or C~IHIN~I. 
STATISTles IV LOCAL AGENCIES o~ '~IS~OSITrON or AR~EST AND couNT ACT! 0\1' IrOR~ JUS 8715), DATA FOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY NOT I~CLUDEO, 
.SEE 'TTAC~HE~T 1 rOA AN EXPLA~ATION or NU~EAlc CODES. 
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f43LE 3 'CU~TS ARRESTED O~ rl ~4'RGeS AN~ DIS~ISSE~ 
l~ CALlrO~~IA LOWER COURTS Ih57 C'U~TIES. 1976. 
:OJ~TY BY QE'So~ rOR ~ON.CONVICTlo~i 
OIS"I~SAL .~o JUVENILE COURT CATEGORIES ONLY 

COUNTY LCW&R COUIi!T RFASO~ rCR DISMISSAL· 
TOTALS 10 13 14 18 19 20 21 22 

AL.AMEDA 100.00 .oe .61 7~.O8 1:15 ,00 .04 112,70 .35 
AL."INE 100,00 .00 .00 100.00 :00 ,00 .00 .00 ,00 
A~ADnR 100,00 .00 5.88 76.47 ,;89 100 .00 11..76 ,00 
DUTTE 100,00 .00 .00 81.82 :00 ,DO ,00 18,18 ,00 
CALAVERAS 100,00 .00 .00 54.17 12:50 ,DO .00 33.~3 ,DO 
COLUSA 100,00 ,00 .00 100.00 '00 ,00 .00 .00 ,00 
CONTqA COSTA 100,00 .00 .SO 62.42 !40 ~OO .00 36,39 ,00 
DEL "'OATE 100,00 .00 .00 100.00 :00 ,00 .00 .00 ,00 
eL. DOIlADO 100,00 .77 3.08 74.62 :00 lQO ,00 20,00 1.,4 
'RI!S~O 100.00 .10 .00 93,27 1:66 ,00 ,00 4,78 .111 
l!l.I!N", 100.00 .00 .00 100.00 :00 ,DO .00 ,00 ,00 
HUM80~DT 100,00 .00 ,44 81.42 '00 100 3.10 15.04 ,00 
IHPERIAl. 10~.00 .00 ,00 69.10 :56 100 .00 30.34 ,00 
I~YO 100,00 .00 .00 70.00 :00 ,00 .00 30,00 ,00 KeRN 100,00 ,12 .47 8'.41 '00 100 .00 14.00 .00 
KINGS 100.00 ,DO 1.047 8'.:19 !oo ,00 .00 13.24 ,00 
LI;KE 10~,OO .00 .00 liD .91 4:" ,00 .00 4," ,00 
I.use~ 100,00 ,00 ,00 100.00 : 00 100 .00 .00 .00 
~OS A~QELES 10g,00 .5~ .50 6',74 1:64 ,02 .00 31.311 ,17 
MAllER A 100,00 .00 .00 94.38 1:12 ,00 .00 4,49 ,00 
MAAI~ 100,00 .00 1.26 '3.14 2'09 100 .00 43,51 ,DO MARIpOSA 100,00 ,00 ,00 66,67 !oo 100 .00 33.33 .00 
MENDocINo 100.00 ,00 3.4' 93.10 :00 ,00 .00 3,'" ,00 

\i~ MERCED 100,00 ,00 .00 89,\14 :00 ,00 .00 10.06 ,00 MODOC 100.00 20.00 .00 80.00 ;00 1 00 .00 .00 ,00 .- HONO 100,00 ,00 .00 100.00 :00 ,DO .00 ,00 .00 
~ MONTEREY 100,00 ,29 .59 12.65 ;59 ,DO .00 15,118 .00 
~ NAItA 100,00 .00 ,00 44,23 :00 100 .00 55,77 .00 

NEVADA 100,00 ,00 7.19 71.05 : 00 ,00 ,00 21,0' ,00 
ORANGE 111,00 .03 .40 83.6-4 :59 ,00 .oe 15.26 ,00 PL.ACE'! 100,00 ,OQ .00 70.73 :o~ ,DO .00 29,27 ,00 
PLUMAS 101,00 ,00 20.00 80,00 ' eo ,00 .00 ,00 .00 RIVERSIDE !Go,GO .21 .21 H.5;! ~8' ,00 .00 '22,20 ,00 5ACRA'1ENTO lvO,OO ,27 ,36 96.63 :18 100 .00 2,,. ,00 
UN BENITO 101, eo ,00 .00 73,33 :00 ,00 .00 26,67 ,00 
SA~ 8liRNARDINO 110,10 .00 .28 69.07 :28 ,00 .09 29,110 .47 SAN n IIHlO 100 •• 0 .32 .50 4 •• 112 ;29 100 .11 53,97 .00 
SA'" rRANCISCO 1I1.CO ,4. .15 93.15 :29 ,DO .01 5,96 ,00 
SAN JOAQUIN 100,'0 .36 .:56 84.96 :36 ,DO .00 111.95 ,DO SAN LVIS OBISI'D 1".00 .00 .00 89.61 ;00 100 .ce 10,39 .00 SAN MUEO 10e.oo .13 1.00 115.112 1:25 ,.0 .00 11,79 ,00 
SANTA 8ARBAilA 100,00 .00 .29 62.;59 3:79 ,OG .oe 33.'3 .00 SANTA CL.ARA .00 .00 .00 .00 :00 ,00 .00 ,oe .00 , 
SANTA CRUZ 100,00 ,00 .00 8'.40 :36 ,00 ,0' 14.23 .OC sHUH UI,OO ,00 .00 .'.41 :00 .n 1,U 2,.41 ,00 IIIRIU 100, O' ,00 ... '0. GO :00 ,00 .00 20,'0 .00 
1I11<IVOU 100 ,to .to .o.e 110.01 :OD .00 ,00 ,Of .00 SOLANO iOO,gO ..21 .00 8 •• 42 1 :.' 10C .'00 14,311 ,0' SONOMA 110 ... ,oe .31 94.04 ; 00 ,10 .00 5.33 • :51 

\ STANISLAUS 11., .. .31 .;)1 70.55 :00 ,U ,oe 28,83 ,00 
SUTTER 110, .. a,711 .00 60.67 2:78 ,00 .00 27,711 ,00 I TE~AMA 10',10 2.03 ,oe 57.89 :00 1. 0 .01 39.47 .00 
fRINI TV lOO,U .00 .00 100.00 :10 ,10 .10 ,II ,to ! TUI.AR~ 1I0.8Q ,82 1.~3 U,34 :a2 ,08 .eo 7,19 .ao 
TUOLUI.INE 100.00 .GO .00 6t.oo :.0 ;00 .00 40.00 .10 i VENTUQA 11',10 .oe .28 N.n :O~ ,.g .10 25.99 .00 Ii YOLQ \Vo,eG ,00 .00 93.12 :00 100 .00 3.17 3.70 I 
VUBA 100.&0 .OC 1.30 81.'2 :00 ,DO .00 15,58 2.60 ~ 
TOlALS iOU,lO ,27 ,47 73,66 :93 1 01 .05 Z4,48 .14 Ii 
• 1976 onTS '7 CeUNTY fELONY ARReST DISPOSITIONS fiLE. CONSISTS ii 

Ii or 'ELONY 'A~EST ~ISPOSITIONS REPORTE~ TO THE RUREAU or CRIMJNAL 
'I STATISTiCS BY LOCAL AGENCIES O~ 'DJSPOSITION or ARREST AND COURT 

ACTio"" croRM JUS 81151 • DATA roR SANTA CLARA COUNTY NOT !~CLUDEO. 
• SeE A1TACHHENT 1 rOR AN EXPL.A~ATION or NUMERlc'CODES. 

-, > """", r~· "_.'--"-'_ - . -~. -. ~.- "-," ,..." 
, 

l\' 

", "'-.-

'I 

.... 



cr: ,<> 
~ ( ( 

rAB~E 3 ACU~TS ARRESTED o~ f~6~Y :~!R~ES AND D(S~ISSED -<.,y 

I~ C'LlrOR~I! ~OWER COURTS I~ 51 CJU~TIES, 1976. 
:ou~TY BY ReASON ,oR NON.CO~YICTI0~i 
DISMIS~AL A~D JUVENILe COURT CAT~GORleg ON~Y 

COJNTY I.CWER CJUqT REASON 'OR DISMISS~L. 
ToTALS 10 13 14 18 19 20 21 22 

ALAMEDA 8,27 2,33 10.88 e.~3 10:27 , 00 6.2!! 7.67 20.93 
4l.PI~" .00 ,00 • 00 .00 r O~ .. .00 .00 .00 .00 
A'iADOQ .05 .00 .68 .06 :34 ;00 .00 .03 .00 
BUTTe .1~ .00 .00 .16 :00 ,co .00 .10 .00 ,-CALAVERAS ,08 .00 .00 .Ob 1:03 100 .00 .10 .00 
COLUSA .02 ,DO .00 .02 ;00 ,00 ,oe .00 .CO 
CONTqA COSTA 2,39 .00 ~.08 2.03 1:03 ,DO .00 3.56 .00 
DEL NORTE .08 ,00 .00 .11 :00 .00 .00 .00 .00 
El. DORADO ,H 1.16 2.72 .42 '00 ;00 .00 .34 4.6!! 
rReSNO 3.26 1.16 .00 ~.i3 5!S2 ,00 .00 .64 4.65 
G~5N~ .03 .00 .00 .04 :00 100 .00 .00 .00 
HUMBOLDT .7< .00 .68 .79 :00 !OO 43.75 .44 .00 
PIPeR Ill. .57 .00 .00 .53 :34 ,DO .00 .70 .00 INyO ,OJ ,00 .00 .03 :00 ,00 .00 .04 .00 KERN 2,70 1.16 2.72 3.13 :00 ,DO .00 1.54 .00 KINGS ,43 ,DO 1.36 .'0 :00 ,00 .00 ,23 ,DO 
I.AKE ,01 ,00 .00 .09 ;34 ,DO .00 .Ot .00 
~A9SE'.I ,03 .00 .00 .04 :00 ,DO .00 ,DO .00 
~OS ll/GEI.ES 28,45 56.98 30.61 25.39 '0:34 ~OO,OO .00 36.47 34,/18 
MADERA ,28 .00 .00 .36 :34 ,ad .00 .05 ,DO 
MU!N ,76 .00 2.04 .55 1:71 .00 .00 1,35 .00 MARIPOSA ,02 .00 .00 ·02 :00 ,ad .00 .0;' .00 
MENDOCINO ,09 .00 .&8 .12 :00 ,DO .00 ,01 .00 
He"CI:D ,51 .00 .00 .62 :00 ,DU .00 .21 ,DO 
MODOC ,02 1.16 .00 ,02 :00 ,DO .00 .00 ,00 ...... MONO ,02 .00 .00 .02 '00 ,00 .00 ,00 .00 ~ MONTellEY 1.0C 1.16 1.36 1.21 ! .. ,DO .00 .70 ,00 \0 
NAPA .33 ,00 .00 .20 :OV ,00 .00 ,7' .00 NeVADA ,12 ,00 2.04 .12 '00 , 00 .00 .10 .00 ORANGE 11,'3 1.16 18.20 13.55 7!53 ;00 18.7!I 7,H ,ad 
PLACER .39 ,DO .00 .38 :00 ,DO .00 .47 .00 
"I.UMAS ,02 .00 •• 8 .02 :'0 ,DO .00 , DO .80 
RIVERSIDE 3, D1 2.33 1.36 3.12 2'74 ,00 .00 2.73 .00 SACRl"lENTO 3,58 3.49 2.72 4.69 :611 ,DO .00 .38 .00 
SAN BENITO .05 .oe .11 .05 'eo ;00 .00 .05 ,00 
SAN BERNARDINO 3,39 .80 2.004 3.18 l!OJ ,00 6.2!! 4.13 11,63 
SAN DUGO 8,89 16.47 9.52 '.41 2:74 ,DO U.7!! 19.60 .00 
SAN rRlNclSCO 4,32 6,91 1.36 5.46 1:37 ,00 .00 1,05 .00 SAN JOAQUIN 1.75 2.3~ 1.36 2.02 :66 ,01 .00 1.00 .00 SAN L~IS OBISPO .24 ,DO .Oft .30 :10 lau .00 .10 .10 
SAN ~HEo 2,53 1.U 9.4_ 2.1'5 3:42 ,00 .00 1.22 .00 
SANTA BARBA'U 1.09 .OC .68 .92 4:45 ,00 .ee 1.49 .00 SANH CL.ARA .It .Ot .on .00 :00 , 01 .01 .00 .00 
SANT A CRllI ,87 .10 .oe 1.01 :34 ,00 .t. .51 .00 
SHASTA ,a7 .01 .10 .15 :OD ,10 6.U ,32 .00 
SIER~A ,oa ,DO ... .oa :00 ,DO .oe ,01 .00 
SI9K IYDU ,.7 .n .00 .11 :u ,00 .0' .00 ,00 SOLA~O :1.,51 1,16 .01 1.73 1'7:1. ,01 .00 .18 ,\1.11 SOI/OMA 1.01 ,DO .68 1.29 !oo ,00 .00 .22 2.33 STANISLAUS 1.1. 1,16 .68 .99 :u 100 .00 1.22 .00 SUTTRJI .11 1.16 .10 .10 :34 ,U .aD .13 ,.0 \ TEIolAMA .12 1.16 .O~ .09 :00 ;00 .01 .19 .00 T'UNITY .02 ,00 .01 .03 :n ,00 .00 .00 ,00 TULA~E ,7. 2.33 2.04 .94 ;68 ,DO .Ot .25 .00 TUOl.U~NE .06 .eo .00 .05 :QO ,DO .00 .10 ;00 VENlU"!' 1,12 .00 .68 1, 13 !OD ,DO .00 1.19 .00 VOI.O .60 ,DO .00 .76 .10 ,DO .00 .08 16.28 VU8A .24 .00 .68 .27 :00 ,00 .00 .16 4.65 
TOTALS 108,00 100.00 100.00 101.00 100;00 100 10e 100.00 100.00 100.00 

• 1976 OBTS ~7 COUNTY rELONy .RR~S' DISPOSITIONS riLe. CoNSISTs 
or rE~ONY ARREST OISPOSITIONS REPORTED TO THE 8UREAU Of CRIMINAL 
STATISTics BY 1.0CAL AGENCIES O~ 'DISPoSITION or ARREST AND COURT 
ACTlo~' (fORM JUS 8715). DATA 'OR 8ANTA CLARA COUNTY NOT I~CLUDED • 
• SEE ATTACHME~T 1 fOR AN EXPLA~ATION or NUMERic CODES • 
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T4B~E 4 4:ciLTS A~"ESTED 0" ,t _"~V :HAR'le o 4~~ JIS"ISSE~ "-P 

l~ CALlr0~~IA SUPE~IOR COURTS IN 57 COJ~TIES, 1~76' 

:OJ"TY BY REASO~ ,OR ~ON.CO~vICTIO~1 
CIS~ISSAL, JUVENILE COURT A~C 'oTHeR' CATEGORIES ON~Y 

COu'lTV SuPERiOR :OuRT QEASON ,OR OISMISSA~· 

TOTA\.S 10 13 1~ 18 ~9 20 21 22 

lLl~EDA 23~ 2 11 184 6 0 29 2 0 

ALPI~e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

l~ADOR 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 

sUTTE 15 1 0 13 1 0 0 0 0 

C4CAVE~AS 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

CO\.USl 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 

CONUA COSH 60 0 • 33 2 6 9 6 0 

DEl. NORTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

E\. DORADo 26 0 0 21 0 0 4 1 0 

rRESNO 41 0 0 31 0 7 1 2 a 
G\.EN,. 27 0 0 6 0 0 0 21 0 

HUMBO\.DT 52 0 0 4~ 0 0 ;5 0 0 

IM'ER!Al. 16 0 1 15 0 0 0 0 0 

I"lVO 4 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 0 

KERN 52 0 1 H 1. 0 9 0 0 

KINGS 25 0 0 23 0 1 1 0 0 

l.AI<E l~ 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 

\.1.55,,'1 4 0 a 3 1 0 0 0 0 

l.OS A'lGE\.ES 1963 13 59 889 137 .4 565 281 , 
M40ERA 15 0 0 15 0 0 ri 0 0 

MARIN 11 0 0 6 1 1 :s 0 0 

MARIPOSA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

HENDoCINO 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 

MERceD 26 0 0 16 3 0 6 1 0 

MODOC 3 0 0 J 0 0 0 a 0 

...... MONO 1 0 0 1 a 0 0 0 Q 

VI MONTE~I!Y 111 0 2 78 4 1 2' 1 0 

0 NA"" 8 0 0 5 D 0 1 2 0 

NEVADA 4 0 Q ~ 0 0 0 0 0 

OIlANGE 157 D 5 118 \I :s 22 0 0 

P\.ACEI! 31 0 0 26 2 D 1 2 0 

P~UMAS :5 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 

RlvE~SIDE 129 0 2 104 5 ., a 3 0 

UCRAtoIlNTO 175 0 1 165 0 0 9 0 0 

SAN BENITO 5 0 0 1 1 ~ Il 0 0 

SAN 9E"NARDI~O 161 1 5 135 1 a 11 , 0 

UN !lIEGe ;171 0 12 282 8 U 21 17 1 

SAN r'UNCISCQ 202 0 3 131 t1 • 3~ 18 0 

SAN JOAQUIN 78 0 3 55 a 1 u 4 0 

S4N LUIS 081!PO 7 0 0 5 0 0 1 1 0 

SAN I1.1.TEo 63 0 2 51 4 1 , 0 0 

SANTA BARBARA 34 0 1 26 8 D 4 ;s Q 

54NT" Ol.AIIA 0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 0 

SANTA cRUZ 48 0 1 43 0 D 3 1 G 

S~ASH 38 0 ;1 30 1 • i· 2 a 
!3I1RII. 6 0 0 1 0 • , • Q 

!I 1111< I v.u 11 0 0 11 • • 0 • 0 

10\.,1,"10 6 0 1 :5 • 0 a • I 

SONOMA 61 0 0 '9 0 0 a 0 0 

STANISLAUS 30 0 1 28 0 0 1 , • 
SUTHOI 3 0 • 2 e 0 1 0 • \ 

TE~A'1A :5 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 • 
TIHNITY 6 0 1 !I • D • • 0 

TULU! '7 0 • H • 1 9 e 0 

TUOI.Uo,fNE 20 0 • 20 0 0 0 0 G 

VINTU~A 35 1 0 31 1 0 2 0 0 

YOLO 20 0 0 19 0 , 0 1 • 
YUBA 13 0 0 , 1 0 ;, 0 0 

TOTALS 4;,95 18 119 2792 2~. 60 822 :57~ 6 

• 1976 OSTS 57 COUNTY 'E~ONY A~REST DISPOSITIONS rll.E. CONSISTS 
or -'~Lo~v ARREST DISPOSITIONS REPORTED TO THE BUREAU or CRIMINAL 
STATISTIcs BY LeCAL AGENCIES o~ jDISPOSITION 0' ARREsT AND COURT 
ACTioN' ('O~~ JUS 8715'. DATA ,OR SANTA C\.ARA COUNTY NOT I~CLU~ED • 
• SeE ATT4CHMENT 1 rCR AN EXPLANATION Of NUMERIC·CODES. 
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ADULT FELONY ARRESTS 
REPORTED ON THE 
ARREST REGI TER 

660 ARRESTS 

ARRESTS NOT REPORTED ON THE 
1976 ADULT PORTION Of THE 

ARREST REGISTER 

118 ARRESTS 

A COMPARISON OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS 

AND FELONY ARREST DISPOSITIONS IN 1976 

AN AUDIT OF 1976 DATA REPORTED TO UCR 
AND OBTS COMPONENTS BY 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENC\ES IN ONE COUNTY. 

ARRESTS NOT REPORTED 
DISPOSED IN 1976 

388 ARRESTS 

98 ARRESTS • STATUS UNDETERMINED 

77 ARRESTS - DISPOSED, UN REPORTED 

73 ARRESTS - PENDING IN COURT 

48 ARRESTS - DISPOSITION WAS IN 1977 

20 ARRESTS - LOST IN SYSTEM 

20 ARRESTS - JUS 8715 LOCATED IN LOCAL FILE~ 

19 ARRESTS - NO LOCAl. ARREST RECORD 

17 ARRESTS - UN REPORTED 849b P.C. 

16 ARRESTS· NON·RETAINABLE 

.1976 ARRESTS REPORTED DISPOSED IN 1976 

272 JUS 8715 REPORTS 

81 ARRESTS - PRIOR YEARS (1974-1!l7S1 

24 ARRESTS - MISDEMEANOR OFFENSE 

8 ARRESTS - NON-RETAIN ABLE OFFENSE REPORTED DISPOSED IN 19 , 

3 ARRESTS· NON·REPORTED ON ARREST REGISTER 118 JUS 871S REPORTS 
2 ARRESTS - JUVENILE OffENDERS 

13 JUS 8715 INITIATED BY COURT REPORTED 
DISPOSED IN 1976 )uI~!I!I~~~IIIII!IIIIIIII"'_IIIIII ___ .1II--18INCORRECT ARRESTING AGENCIES SHOWN ON JUS 8715 

ADDITIONAL JUS 11715 DISPOSITIO S 7 IUS 8715 WITH REPORTING ERRORS 211 JUS 871S REPORTS 
L-____________________________ ~ 

1976 DISPOSITIONS 

REPORTED TO BCS 0 
ON THE US 8715 

~"4~1~8~D~IS~PO~S~IT~I~0~N~S~ 

MAY 1977 
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1976 

OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

IN 

FIFTY-SEVEN CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

(Excluding Santa Clara County) 

Prepared by: 

Department of Justice 
Division of Law Enforcement 
Bureau of Criminal Statistics 

'77 Cadillac Drive 
Sacramento, California 95825 
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1976 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Data Information and Limitations 

Enclosed aTe summary tables showing the 1976 dispositions which were reported by criminal justice agencies in your 
county or statewide. Disposition data are not included for Santa Clara County since they used a different reporting 
system. 

This information is the result of the Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) reporting system. It includes data 
on the 1976 dispositions of adults arrested on felony charges which took place at the police, prosecutor, lower 
court, and superior court levels of the California and county criminal justice system. 

Like any newly implemented statistical reporting system, data are often inc~mplete during the developmental years. 
During the transition from the previous system of reporting data on the disposition of felony defendants at the 
superior court level to the new OBTS system of reporting dispositions of adult felony arrests at all four levels, the 
1976 data from several counties appear to be underreported. 

Therefore the following general information and limitations should be taken into consideration in analyzin& and 
using the 1976 OBTS data. 

1. These data do not represent the total number of adult felony arrests or the totall:umber of dispositions whi~h 
may have been made at any particular level of the criminal justice system. They do indicate how the adult 
felony arrestees, whose dispositions were reported to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS) on the 
"Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715), were disposed of in the California or county 
criminal justice process. 

2. These data reflect dispositions that were made in 1976 as a resu!t of adult felony arrests which were made in 
that year or in previous years. 

3. Comparisons should not be made between felony arrest dispositions reported on the JUS 8715 and felony 
arrests reported to BCS on either the "Monthly Report - Adult Felony Arrests" form (JUS 703) or the 
"Monthly Arrest and Citation Register" form (750). OBTS data are based upon the year of di~position 
regardless of when the arrest occurred. Arrest data are based upon the year in which the flrrest toolc place. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

It may not be advisable to make statistical comparisons between OBTS data (l975 and 1976) and superior 
court disposition data previously published by BCS prior to 1975, since these disposition data were collected 
from two different reporting systems. 

The total number of felony offense dispositions reported by some sparsely populated counties are iO low that 
they may invalidate any proportionate comparisons that may be made. 

There was a general decrease in the total number of dispositions received by BCS in 1976. The primary reason 
for this decrease is the legislation which reduced the possession of limited quantities or concentrations of 
marijuana from a felony offense to a misdemeanor offense in 1976. Also, the OBTS system expanded from 56 
counties in 1975 to 57 counties in 1976. Comparing the data for the same 56 counties (excludinl Alameda 
and Santa Clara) in both years, there was a decrease of 15.1 percent in total dispositions. County and local 
agencies may also expect this legislative action to affect the total number of 1976 dispositions in their 
respective jurisdictions. 

Questions regarding the enclosed 1976 OBTS data may be directed to Frank Hirleman or Dennis Bartholomew at 
(916) 920·6165. 
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,-UHF 1. 1976 ~I~P~S!TIO~S OF ACULTS ~~tl.FSTE~ ~~ F~LC~Y CHARG~~ 

IN 57 CALIFD~NIA C~UNTIES 
TYPE 0; OISPOSITI~~ 8V ARREST OFFENSE 

TYPE Or:: n I S~:'S IT I Jt, 
ARREST OFcENSE TUTALS ~OI.\ICIDe ~ORC!SLE ROeSERV ASSAULT BJRGLARY T\.j~I=T MOTOR DRUG ALL HPE VEHICLe LAW QT~ERS 

THEFT VIOL. 
TOTAL ARPEST DISPOSITIONS 15'1'37 1~94 1840 10406 21018 29365 leB6 8174 44305 22799 LAW ENI=C~C[MF~T RELEASES 10595 128 194 1172 1 7"f 2 2420 1334 1513 1017 104!! eOMPLAI~TS DF~IEr 2UI'll 172 466 1793 3556 30~4 2520 1495 60'f3 243' COMPLAI~TS FILFD 12!13'1 1(194 llSO 7441 15690 23AAl 14382 5166 37215 193'-2 MISDEM~A~OR CO~PLAINTS 64414 16 177 11 15 100-2 9590 7413 2333 24695 90H FEL1~IY C(j"'~LA I'~TS 60957 1078 1003 63Z6 5648 14?91 M69 2833 12520 10289 LOWER C~URT OISPOSITIONS DQzlJI'l 150 443 256'1 127U 14B26 11035 3723 30064 1~7'-6 DISMISSE!'I 133 229 1311 3316 3'176 3109 107i 15049 3417 ACQUITHD 8'12 0 5 31 255 11')7 132 44 188 lie CONVICTEQ 56952 17 209 1165 9190 10~43 7794 2608 14821 101~C) GUlL TV PLEA 5!Jl46 17 194 1124 96157 1064B 7544 2533 14490 9939 JURY TPIAL 847 0 11 19 314 160 109 2Z 69 In~ COURT TRIAL 9'9 0 4 22 199 13!! 141 53 248 157 5ENTEtJC~ .569'2 1'1 209 116.5 9190 10943 7794 ao 8 14827 1019<) eVA. 85 0 0 5 b 44 7 12 :3 e STRAIGHT PROeATION 20Z'4 '7 62 309 3807 332S 2646 684 4960 445; PRQBATICN ANO JAIL 195'76 !J 96 49('1 3140 4'T87 3095 1148 3134 30ei - CClUNTV JAIL 961" 4 38 lac U'T9 2234 1543 619 2110 14n3 VI !lINE 6761 1 12 65 7'T2 467 452 115 3'123 1154 

0\ 
OTrlfR 6U " 1 16 36 83 !ll 30 297 102 SUPERIOR C~URT DISPOSITION!! 360'~ 94" 137 4114 2929 9055 3347 H4] 7151 5596 OIS"IJSHCI 4395 70 96 448 3113 689 438 140 1521 Me ACQUITTED illS 92 U 156 2Z!! 152 S8 39 144 154 CONVICTEO 303.3 782 573 4270 2341 U14 2821_ _1264 5486 4812 ORIGINAL GUI~TV ~L~A 84'. 91 10Z 851 483 23D!! ~27 H9 1222 _ 19,,8 NOT GUILTY TD GUI~TY lUU 410 32. 2612 1313 50!!1 i-655 72'1 35L4 24'4 JURY Til IAL 2628 22' 112 573 34e 509 172 50 358 2.,9 COURT 11<!A~ 917 41 Z1 122 137 laB 53 29 210 !to TRIAL SY TII~IJSC"IPT 448 13 8 52 40 81 14 '1 le2 51 SENTENCE 30,63 781 573 42'10 2341 8214 2821 1264 548e, 4812 DEATH 14 U 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Q STATE PFqSI)N 54'7 469 174 1'Z3 390 1141 269 128 6Zl 7'-'-eVA .• 1502 4t') 33 !l00 85 569 .'36 8b 63 70 STRAIGHT PROBATION 5264 ,t) 59 286 494 1071 759 172 1239 1175 PROBATION AND JAIL 15181 191 226 1704 1162 4491 1441 696 3027 224' C['UNTY JAIL 16)5 , 32 124 1186 465 205 1 !If, 126 334 

\ 
FINE US 0 2 , 8 8 11 ~ .,4 .7 cpc*", ll!!B 1 1 114 e 444 78 24 332 156 STATE HnSPITAL-MOSO ••• 197 0 46 12 6 lq 1 i 0 112 OTHER 11 0 0 0 1 6 1 0 4 !5 

*CALIFORNIA vnllT'~ AUTHClRITV 
" **CALIFOPNIA R~HABILITATrON CE~TeR 
:i .·*MENTALLY-DISGRDERED SEX OFFENDER 

NOTEI THESE ~ATA ~ER~ REPopteD BV CRIMINAL JUSTICE A~ENCIE5 ON THe 'OISPOSITla;J OF ARRII'ST A~ID COURT ACTION' FQR;~(JlIS a71.5). OATA FOP SANTA CL~RA COUNTY NOT INCLUDED. 
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1'ABl.E 2, 1976 ~O\JRT C')~IVIC1'IOljS OF' ADUl.1'S ARRESTED O~ FELC~Y CMARGES 
I J 57 CAl.IF..)RNIA CO.JIHIES 
TVPE or U1SPOSI1'IO~ BY CONVICTED OFF'ENSE ... ~ 

TY~E OF DISpaSITIu~ 
cO~V!e"En oFrE~SE 

T01'Al.S 'lOM I Q I DE FORCIBL.E RCiBBERY ASSA JI. T 1UilGl.UlV T~EF'T M01'OR DRUG AL.L 
~Af)E VE~tCL.e I.AW QTHERS 

T~epl' VIO!., 
TOTAl. CONVIOTIONS !l7515 715 331' 29ij7 9446 10546 16~O8 3302 17447 26357 MISDE1EANOR COMPI.AI1/TS 440430 0 0 2 5353 104n 801\:5e 1182 101630 16965 FEI.0NV COMPI.AINTS 43474 715 33'1' 2985 "093 61)76 797U 2120 7:l86 9392 ~OWER C~URT CU~VICTIO~S 56952 0 iJ a 6a32 3817 1153'1' 193' 11055 20866 GUII.TV PI.f:A 5'31 46 0 0 1 6362 3690 11206 1~B5 11614 20322 .JURy 1'RIAl. 847 a 0 0 :U2 86 151 16 13 209 COURT TRIAl. 959 0 0 1 158 41 180 ;56 208 335 SENTENCE 56952 0 0 6 6632 31117 11537 19;17 11995 20e66 YOWTrj AUTriORITY 85 .) 0 1 7 34 14 l~ 2 4 13 Pr{QBA1'ION ,0254 0 0 1 2609 93i 35 99 4/\9 3404 9263 P~OBAT1ON AND JAIl. 19576 0 0 1 2669 2009 4903 9(!1 33U3 5710 JAJL. 961U 0 0 4 1134 '196 2~15 , 1.'1 2tl32 271~ F I'IE 6'1'61 0 0 0 3'0 29 !542 2" 2951 2842 ....... OT>lE ~ 666 a 0 1 47 18 64 11 261 264 U) SUPERIO~ COURT CONVICTIONS 30563 71~ 337 2979 2614 6699 4671 1365 54 92 5491 -.l 

ORIGI·I~1. PL.EA OF' GUI~TY 8458 61 43 568 931 1951. 1484 505 1211 2104 CHA~GE P~EA TO GUI~TV 18112 375 180 1788 1;;09 4064 3015 '62 3'24 287 5 JURy 1'RIAL. :A62B 228 90 507 3'2 ... 5 246 62 361 317 COURT TRIAL. 917 36 1'1 94 15 4 !~2 61 29 214 130 TRIAl. BY TRA~SCR!pT 448 19 'I' 22 46 9' 45 7 182 65 sENTeNCE 30563 719 337 2979 2614 6699 4e7i 1365 54 92 501\91 OE4T I 14 14 0 0 0 0 I) 0 0 0 STATE PRISO:~ 5437 462 15a 1399 401 1624 01\ 57 152 606 i'7e VOuTd AUTHORITy 190~ 31 22 423 102 "33 14 0 102 62 8' pROBATION 5264 52 22 124 924 ??6 1090 177 1228 12H PROBATION AND JAIl. 151830 1:13 S6 934 1329 Hall 2635 '51 3037 2572 , JAIl. 1635 2 3 5 242 :192 J86 153 129 423 nNE 198 0 a 2 9 2 9 ~ 80 94 CRC* 1158 1 0 BB 9 3611 150 2,8 346 112 HDSO .. 197 0 44 4 6 11 () to 0 126 
; 

OTI1E"I 17 a a 0 0 1 " IJ .. e 
\ 

·CAL.IFORNIA fHiHABIl.lTATICN CElTER 
•• M~NTAL.LV DISORDERED SEX orreNOER 
NOTEI THESE OATA WERE RepoRTED aY CR!HINA~ JUaTICe AGENCIES ON THE 'orSPo9lTllN or ARREST A~D COURT ACTION' F'ORM (JUS 8719', DATA rOR SA~TA CI.ARA COUNTY ARE NOT INCLUDED, 

~i I 

.. 



~f f 

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

TYPE OF I')ISP(1SIT!::JI' 

TOTAL AR~EST OISPOSITIUNS 
LAW ENFU~C~MF~T hELEASFS 
COHPLAIl'jTS DI?~: I Ell 

COMPLiI IiITS F I LC!) 
MISD~~FANOR COqPLAINTS 
FELJHY crr-IPLA I 'JTS 

LOWER C~URT DISPDSIT!ONS 
DISMISSED 
ACQUTTTr:" 
CONVICTeD 

GUll TV PLEA 
JURY TRIAL 
COURT TRIAL 

SENTE~!GE 
CYAllI 
ST~AIGHT PR~6ATION 
PP~PATIr~A~D JAIL 
ClJu~nv JA I L 
FP!E 
OThER 

SUPERIOR erUPT DISrOSlTIONS 
DISMISSED 
ACQUITT!'[) 
CONV ICTt:D 

ORIGINAL G~ILTY PLEA 
NOT GuILTV T~ GUILTY 
JURY TRIAL 
COtJRT TRIAL 
TRIAL ~Y TRANSCRIPT 

SENTENCE 
CEATI; 
STATE PP I Sotl 
eYA. 
STRAIGHT PRoeATION 
P~O~ATION ANO JAIL 
COUNTY JAIL 
FH,:E 
CRC"'''' 
STATt HDSPITAL-HDSO**. 
OTHER 

<. 
TARU' 3, l'lH :IS;:,"'SfTtor-:S OF AnULTS A"RESTEj :'\J ;:r:LC"lY CHAR:;n 
t~ 57 CALI~ORNIA C"UNTIES 
TYPE OF OIspnS!Tr~N 8Y RACE 

T:TALS 

157~37 
1059~ 
21571 

125371 
b4414 
t-0957 
1l90!95 
31471 

872 
'56952 
5~146 

847 
959 

569,2 
85 

20254 
19576 

961 () 
fJ'?61 

666 
36076 

4395 
111a 

30563 
8458 

1 e 112 
2628 

917 
448 

30!lfJ3 
14 

5437 
1~02 
5264 

15181 
1635 

151' 
1158 

197 
17 

WH YTE 

110034 
4472 
8788 

6fJ774 
!5990 
50784 
'9941 
17884 

396 
:41661 
'40790 

404 
467 

!!l661 
48 

12239 
9958 
4723 
4346 

347 
1683:; 

1827 
40' 

14599 
4928 
8096 
1036 

374 
165 

14599 
e 

2400 
!In 

28H 
7340 

676 
71 

537 
131 

12 

44(')11 
3Rl1 
8671 

11529 
14628 
~6901. 
20503 

7347 
253 

12873 
12303 

243 
325 

12873 
16 

3909 
5164 
251:) 
1~86 

1138 
11026 

1470 
446 

911.1 
1474 
6131) 

919 
375 
212 

9110 
3 

1746 
'S48 

1457 
4495 

504 
56 

Zoo 
38 

:; 

RACE 
MExrCAN .. 
A'1EI?ICAN 

266Z~ 
2095 
3657 

20873 
11290 

9583 
1524(') 

4645 
167 

10428 
10133 

1!59 
136 

1042£1 
16 

335~ 
38ZIJ 
2031 
1084 
113 

5633 
680 
177 

4776 
130!5 
2718 

494 
143 

!56 
477f-> 

1 
88ft 
272 
584 

2396 
336 

16 
26~ 

20 
2 

OT>,ER 

2725 
105 
329 

2291 
1177 
1114 
1712 

590 
15 

1107 
1061 

25 
21 

1107 
2 

386 
372 
201 
135 

11 
579 

64 
16 

499 
141 
292 

51 
9 
6 

499 
o 

100 
24 
84 

232 
44 

2 
13 
o 
o 

~CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHD~ITY 
**CALIFORNIA ReHA8ILITATION CENTER 
**·MENTALLV-DI5GPQrRED SEX OFFEN~ER 
NOTEI THfSE DATA WFRf REPO~TEO BY CRiMINAL JUSTICE ACENCle! ON THE '~ISpcStTICN OF ARRfST AND COURT 
ACTION' FfJRt~(Jl'S a1 l5), DATA FQ~ SANTA CI.ARf. COUNTY NOT INCLUDED. 

" 

UNKNQWN 

4142 
112 
120 

3904 
1329 
2575 
1899 
1005 

11 
883 
851 

16 
10 

883 
3 

364 
254 
145 
110 ., 

2005 
354 

72 
1!579 
610 
£116 
128 

16 
9 

1579 
2 

30" 
69 

304 
718 

75 
13 
83 
~ 

" 

-} 
... 

\ 



,.... 
VI 
\0 

r I 

~ CL 
U;;LE 4. 1r;76 L15P"S!T!O~IS 

P' 57 CHP':JIHII':' C:"UtHJES 
TYPE OF DI5prSITIO~ ~y SFX 

TYPE OF rIspnSITI)1 
TrHLS 

TOTAL ARPEST DISPOSITIONS 15 7 537 
LAW eNFORCc~F~T kELEASFS lOSe!; 
eOMPLA !"lTS DEt I En 21~71 

C OMP L A I f"T S F I LED 125:37l 
MISDFr~EAtJGP CO"PLAINTS 6 4 414 
FELONy CDVPLAI~TS "'(\957 

LOWER CQUKT ~ISprSlTIONS 8 9 29 5 
DISMISS':!') 314 7 1 
ACQUITTEI" 8'72 
CONVICTeD 5l:09''2 

GUILTY PLt" 55146 
JUi<Y TPIAL 13"'7 
COl;I:I,T TR IAL 9~9 

SENTEMCF 5~9~2 

CYA* P5 
ST~AIGHT PRGBATION 20254 
PPIjBATlf'JN AND JAIL 195'/6 
COUNTY JAIL Q610 
F I '~F "7~1 
OTHE" 6"'~ 

!UPERIC(;' CQUIIT OISr'OSITIONS 360'76 
DISMISSED .1.3<)5 
ACQUITTED l11S 
CONVICTED 305b3 

ORIGINAL GUILTY PLEA i!458 
NOT GUILTY TO GUILTY 16112 
JURY 1'R IAL 2628 
COURT TRIAL 917 
TRIAL RY TRANSCRIPT 448 

SENTENce 30563 
OEAT~ 14 
STATE PRI~r)N 5437 
CYU 1502 
STRAIGHT PROBhTION 52"''' 
PRU8ATI~N AND JAIL 151fi 1 
COUNTY JAIL 163!i 
FINE 156 
CRC** 1156 
STATE H~SPITA~·MDSO·.* l~i 
OTHH 17 

*CALIFORNIA y(1l1T~l AUTHORITY 
•• eALJFOR~IA RFH~BILITATION CENTFR 
."MENTALL Y_(l IS(.Ror.P!:D SEX OFFE"'OE~ 

/~ ,,.. 

« 
"'" 

OF ACllL TS ~"IHS':'E \ "J F"L ... ·.Y':MA;(,,=S 

SEll 
~IA L E F F' ~'AL F 

13457.5 ~1858 
9410 11?9 

18447 .30('13 
10671a 17716 

542('\1 9798 
52317 7918 
74952 137\5 
261')rl3 5156 

7"3 l24 
482('16 84~5 
46675 8175 

723 1~0 
BOe 140 

482C16 fl435 
8~ 2 

16374 3778 
16121' 2H5 

855 Q 994 
;!S9~ 1335 

57C 91 
31766 4001 

3100 b41 
981i 119 

2'70'78 3241 
7331 1035 
1blO~ 18"T4 

242C 193 
821 93 
401 lob 

270'78 3241 
13 1 

5077 311 
145:: 36 
4143 1087 

13528 1!5~4 
1!UZ 99 
119 17 
984 1"3 
193 2 

16 1 

NOTEI THeSE DATA WERE REPORT~D BY CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES ON THE 'QI~PQSITION OF 6RR~ST AND COIIRT 
ACTION' FnPM(JUS 8715), DATA FOR SANTA ~LARA COUNTY N~T INCLUDED. 

., 

'I 

IJNK NCJW~I 

1104 
46 

1Z1 
937 
415 
522 
628 
31Z 

5 
311 
296 

4 
11 

311 
1 

102 
113 

57 
:n 

5 
309 

54 
II 

244 
92 

U3 
15 

3 
1 

244 
0 

49 
13 
34 

119 
14 , 

2 
11 

Z 
0 

r 



f 

~ 
I 

..-
0\ 
0 

, 

rr \L 

TABLE ~, 197b ~ISP~S!T!ONS OF ADULTS APRFSTEO ~N FEL~NY CHARCES 
iN 57 CA~I~O~NIA C~UNT!E! 
TYPE OF DISP~SITIGN ~y A~e 

TV~E OF DISPOSITIO~ 

TCTA~ ARREST DISPOSITIONS 
~AW !NFORCEMENT RE~EAses 
COMPLAINTS D!NIED 

COMP~AINTS FILED 
MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS 
PE~ONV COMPLAINTS 

LOWE~ COURT DISPOSITIONS 
DISMISSED 
ACQUITTED 
CONVICTED 

GUI~TY PLEA 
JURV n IA~ 
COURT TRIAL 

SENTENCE 
CVAII< 
STRAIGHT PROBATION 
PROPATION AND JAIL 
COUNTY JAIL 
FINE 
OTHER 

SUPERIOR CClURT DISPOSITiONS 
DISMISSED 
ACOUITTED 
CONVICTED 

ORIGINAL GUILTY PLEA 
NOT GUILTV TO GUILTY 
JUP.Y TFI IAL 
COURT TRIAL 
TRIAL BV TRANSCRIPT 

SENTENCE 
DEATH 
STATE PII.ISON 
CVA'" 
STRAIGHT PROBATION 
PROSATION AND JAIL 
COUNTY JUL 
FINE 
CRC*. 
STATe HOSPITA~-MDSO"'** 
OTHER 

.CA~IFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY 
•• CALIFORNIA RFHABILITATION CENTER 
···MENTALLV-OI50PDERED SEX OFF!NDER 

T":TALS UNDER 
20 

VEAR! 

157537 !o976 1 
10595 1926 
21571 2875 

125371 14980 
b4414 8HZ 
60957 6458 
89295 11bO! 
31471 35Z0 

8n 89 
!l6952 7996 
5!!146 71'120 

!l47 93 
959 83 

56952 7996 
85 47 

20254 zau 
19576 291"1 

9610 llH 
6'01 927 

666 93 
36016 3375 

439.5 260 
1118 74 

30!63 J04l 
U58 10:n 

181 12 1731 
2628 1.5' 

917 74 
448 49 

30563 3041 
14 0 

5437 206 
lS02 716 
.5264 45S 

15161 1452 
1635 107 

158 e 
11.5/\ 23 

197 9 
l7 2 

AGe 
~0 .. 29 3C-H 
'(eARS YEARS 

93077 27247 
6lS5 1575 

12352 4011 
74570 21661 
38818 10382 
3S7S2 11279 
53412 146]! 
?014b 4843 

!08 173 
32758 9b19 
3172!1 9271 

470 166 
563 182 

327.5B 9619 
38 0 

11206 3!!ZO 
11251 329~ 

.5'717 1708 
4116 1009 

424 a~ 
21158 702b 

2494 957 
.571 24!! 

1809) '824 
4951 14!H 

10873 34,),4 
1487 62! 

53) 1n 
147 911 

18093 !!BZ4 
10 :3 

3151 1380 
70b 3 

H34 109t1 
9437 26el 

992 332 
6.5 32 

79~ 240 
96 52 
10 3 

40 
AND 

OVER 

15793 
893 

218' 
12715 

6164 
6551 
BI!3Z 
2575 

94 
6ib3 
59Z2 

115 
i26 

bi63 
0 

BOl 
1972 

967 
664 

57 
3863 

544 
179 

3160 
862 

1 'T87 
33! 
126 

50 
3i60 

1 
629 

!! 
781 

1394 
180 

4S 
63 
37 

2 

NOTEI THESE DATA WERE AEPORT~D BY eRrMtNA~ JUsTleE A~ENCIES ON THE IDISPDSITION nF APRFST AND COURT 
ACTION' FORMCJUS 8715), DATA ~aR SANTA C~ARA COUNTY N~T INCLUDED, 

\ 

"-~ 

UNKNLlW"l 
INOT 

COOED 

1639 
46 

148 
144' 

528 
917 
811 
387 

I! 
416 
408 

3 
! 

416 
0 

142 
134 

89 
45 

6 
034 
140 

49 
44! 
1!!9 
247 

29 
6 
4 

44! 
0 

71 
12 
93 

217 \ 
2t. 

.5 
20 

:3 
0 

[' 
, 



I 

\ 

T"BL,B 6, 1976 urSPOSIT%ONS or ADUL,TS ARResTED IN 'BCONY C~HRGIiS IN '7 CA~I~ORNIA COuNTies 
TyP.S or SUPeRIOR COURT orS~OSITION BY ~RIOR CRr~!~AL, RICORD 

Type or DISPOSITION 
~RIOR CRt'1INAL, RECORD TOTAL,8 NO HISC, O~li hO ;}.I'I.US UNKNOWN PRIOR PRIOR PRrOR PRioR PRIO" RBCORD REiCORC !i'RUJN PI' fSON ~Plt!laN 

SUPiiRIOR COURT CISPOSITIONS ;16076 5660 222,U 289'1 1170 8'17 ;US7 DISMlsseo 4395 758 2'9a 334 U2 '17 492 ACQU r TTeD 111.8 1U 6'1 94 39 22 U7 CONVICTeD 30563 471'1 1B94j! 2469 999 ,.,,8 aua ORIQP'A~ PL.ElA OF' GUIL.TV 84,S 1,U '0411 ,98 236 a07 80& CHA~ae "1.6A TO GUIL,'!" 18112 2U7 U4~4 14441 '97 "" 1'27 ...... 
JURY l'R14L. ,,628 280 2,"9 336 127 n U4 

0\ ..... COURT TRIAL, 9l,? 134 602 11 2'1 14 U TRIAL. BY TRANSCRiPT 448 I3J 2?9 23 12 9 42 S6NTSNOi 30563 47f1 2,8942 au; 999 .".5 U!J8 OSAn 2,4 0 8 4 0 So 1 STATe JIIRlsol~ ,4;57 249 2923 2.042 425 ua 446 YOUT'i AUTfiORITY 1502 304 1080 6 1 1 UO PR08ATION '264 1"s,o 29915 213 89 !4 '03 PR013411 ON AND JAIl. 1'181 2506 91567 900 :son 2115 12S1 JAIl. 16~, lU 2,03;5 190 815 ,,!Ii H6 f'lNE 1'8 J1 U , , 2 U CAe. U38 ;50 S2!J QO 42 42 U9 HDSO" 19" 42 lU- 18 5 ;s U OTHER 1'1 6 9 So 1 0 0 

-CAL.lfORNIA ~eHABlI.ITAT10N ceNTS~ 
•• MENTA~l.y DISORDERED sax Of'PSNDBR 

\ 
NOTE' THSSE DATA WER~ RePoATeD BY CRIMINAL. JUSTICg AGSNCles O~ THe 'DIsPoSITION or AARBST AND COURT AgTION' faRM (JUS 8"1'). DATA rOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY ARE NOT rNCI.UDBD, 

t' 

~r f 
- , 



.= 

" 

\ 

TABl.e ", 1976 DIS~OSIT(ONS or ~DUI.TS ARRESfeD .ON reCON¥ CHARGes 
IN 57 CAl.lrORNI~ COUNTIes 
Type or SUPERIOR COURT orS~OStTION BY EXISTING CRrMrNA~ STATUS 

TYPE or DISPOSITION 
eXISTIN~ CRIMI~AL IT ATIlS TOTAI.S NOT ON ON YOUTH ON SERVING SERVING UNKNOWN UNDi;R PROBATION CRC AUTHORITY p~rSotl NONPRSN PRISON COMI1TMNY PAROl"a I'U1Oi.S PAROI.E TEIRM TERM 

supeRIOR COURT IH SPOS I Tl ONS 36076 19209 e913 846 1028 2401 204 US :5287 D' 5''11 SSBn 439' 2498 964 S8 85 247 11 SoO 49a ACQUITTeo uu 640 221 U 26 ,2 2 4 137 CONVIOTeD Ja'6J 16012. n2 8 742 917 2082 191 114 26'8 ORIGI·'AI. Pl.iA or GUII.TY 64,8 4543 aoo8 a01 251 4H U I!I 806 CHANGB pl.EA TO GUII.TY 18112 94138 47n 4" '20 la1' IH 09 1'27 JURY TRAM .. a62S 20291 605 68 loa 318 4 20 214 COURT T IAI. 917 '40 aao 1a 23 !H 2 a 69 0\ TRIA~ BY TRANSCRIPT .... 8 269 ~02 6 6 H 0 0 42 N saNTE QEi 30'63 16071 "'28 742 '17 20e2 191 114 26'8 DSA T~ 2,4 " 0 0 !I ;, a 3- 1 ST ATe PR 1 SON 54,1\7 19'17 1:347 24' 249 10;,7 40 146 446 YOUTfj AUTHOR I TV UD2 a~1 ;'32 4 218 , 12 0 11D I'ROB4TION 5264 ~'43 968 64 44 130 e 4 503 IIROB4T1ON AND JAIl. 1,,81 G46S 4139 2&1 299 639 n l' 1287 JAIl. 2,6:55 666 483 41 61 1n sa ., 146 nNii US 101 33 0 0 6 a 0 18 CRCII tue 40' ;SS5 126 28 77 6 a 129 MDSO-, 197 1i14 36 1 'I 11 0 0 :\II , OT"iEFI 17 ~o , 
0 0 1 0 1 0 

, 

-CAi-irQRNIA REHABII.ITATION CENTeR 
o.H~NTALI.Y UZ,OROijRSO sax orreNDSR 

\ 
NoTel THeSE DATA WERE RePoRTeD BV CRZ~INAI. JUSTIC~ AGSNCle$ ON TM~ 'DISPoS!TION or ARREST AND COURT ACTION' FORM (JUS 671", DATA rCR SANTA CI.ARA COUNTY ARI NOT INCI.UDED, 

l' 

'. 

g 
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-0\ 
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Type of disposition 

Total arrest dispositions • 
Law enforcement releases. · Complaints denied • · · · · Complaints filed. · · · · Misdemeanor complaints. 

Felony complaints • · · Lower court dispositions. 
Dismissed · · · · · · · · Acquitted • · · · · · Convicted • · · · · · · · Guilty plea • · · · · · Jury trial. · · · · · · Court trial • · · · · Sentence. · · · · · · · · Youth Authority · · · · Straight probation. · · Probation and jail. · · County jail • · · · · · Fine. . · · · · · · · · Other • · · · · · · · · Superior court dispositions 
Dismissed • · · · · · · Acquitted • · · · · · · Convicted • · · · · · · · Original guilty plea. · Not guilty to guilty. · Jury trial. · · · · · Court trial • · · · · · Trial by transcript · · Sentence. · · · · · · · · Death • · · · · · · · · State prison. · · · · · Youth Authority · · · Straight probation. · · Probation and jail. · · County jail • · · · · · Fine. . · · · · · · · · CRC** • · · · · · · · · State hospita1-MDSO***. 

Other • · · · · · · · · 

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

( 

TABLE 8 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

. Contra 
Total Alameda Alpine Amador Butte Calaveras Colusa Costa 

15.7,537* 9,791 3 89 304 107 63 4,116 
10,595 122 0 0 17 1 1 729 
21,571* 1,308 0 2 13 2 0 296 

125,371 8,361 3 87 274 104 62 3,091 
64,414 3,862 2 10 70 23 25 1,716 
60,957 4,499 1 77 204 81 37 1,375 
89,295 6,519 3 60 129 73 39 2,013 
31,471 2,604 1 17 44 24 5 753 

872 43 0 0 1 0 1 26 
56,952 3,872 2 43 84 49 33 1,234 
55,146 3,'716 2 43 81 44 33 1,194 

847 38 0 0 1 3 0 33 
959 118 0 0 2 2 0 7 

56,952 3,872 2 43 84 49 33 1,234 
85 6 0 0 0 0 0 2 

20,254 1,526 0 34 21 19 11 226 
19,576 886 0 1 15 13 5 317 

9,610 916 1 2 30 10 B 383 
6,761 389 1 6 17 5 9 275 

666 149 0 0 1 2 0 31 
36,076 1,842 0 27 145 31 23 1,078 
4,395 234 ° 3 15 2 2 60 
1,118 23 0 ° 5 ° 0 9 

30,563 1,585 0 24 125 29 21 1,009 
8,458 107 0 16 69 9 10 103 

18,112 1,388 0 6 24 19 8 834 
2,628 84 0 1 26 1 2 71 

917 5 0 1 6 0 0 1 
448 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 

30,563 1,585 0 24 125 29 21 1,009 
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

5,437 221 0 2 61 3 0 140 
1,502 62 0 8 6 0 0 80 
5,264 322 0 11 19 13 1 159 

15,181 880 0 2 30 11 17 522 
1,635 39 0 1 5 1 3 26 

158 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
1,158 52 0 0 3 0 0 69 

197 6 0 0 1 1 0 9 
17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

" 

-) 
, 

Del El 
Norte Dorado Fresno Glenn 

156 532 2,951 90 
13 22 179 2 
23 26 296 1 

120 484 2,476 87 
88 175 1,206 18 
32 309 1,270 69 

111 327 2,347 32 
25 130 1,026 10 
1 3 15 0 

85 194 1,306 22 
81 191 1,274 22 

2 0 29 0 
2 3 3 0 

85 194 1 .. 306 22 
0 0 3 0 

26 5/1 237 5 
3 44 773 6 

28 48 207 9 
28 44 80 2 
0 4 6 0 
9 157 129 55 .. 0 26 41 27 
0 0 3 0 
9 131 85 28 
4 74 36 19 
3 51 31 6 
1 6 17 3 
1 0 1 0 
0 0 0 0 
9 131 85 28 \ 
0 0 0 0 
3 15 32 4 
1 4 6 1 
2 9 5 3 
1 83 28 17 
2 15 0 3 
0 1 0 0 
0 2 13 0 
0 1 0 0 
0 1. 1 0 

,.' 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

. Los 
Type of disposition Humboldt Imperial Inyo Kern Kings Lake Lassen Angeles Madera Marin Mariposa Mendocino 

Total arrest dispositions • · 7;9 614 68 3,337 439 161 79 63,531 300 1,015 24 188 Law enforcement releases. · · 5 38 1 287 6 1 1 6,057 5 0 1 18 Complaints denied • · · · · · 27 35 3 110 28 3 12 12,036 13 93 0 2 Complaints filed. · · 747 541 64 2,940 405 157 66 45,438 282 922 23 168 Misdemeanor complaints. 257 152 15 1,636 129 23 26 28,322 106 382 5 58 Felony complaints • · · · 490 389 49 1,304 276 134 40 17,116 176 540 18 110 Lower court dispositions. · · · 513 419 40 2,284 326 62 42 30,998 211 620 19 100 Dismissed • · · · · · · 226 178 10 850 136 22 9 8,954 89 239 6 29 Acquitted • · · · · · · · 0 12 0 9 3 0 0 440 2 6 0 4 Convicted • · · · · · · 287 229 30 1,425 187 40 33 21,604 120 375 13 67 Guilty plea · · · 280 202 30 1,392 177 39 32 20,880 113 370 13 49 Jury trial. · · · · · · 6 3 0 20 9 0 0 342 5 5 0 3 Court trial · · · · · · 1 24 0 13 1 1 1 382 2 0 0 15 Sentence. · · · · · · · 287 229 30 1,425 187 40 33 21,604 120 375 13 67 Youth Authority · · · · · 1 2 0 6 0 0 0 20 1 0 0 0 Straight probation. · · · 129 90 17 646 46 15 8 7,821 13 135 1 12 Probation and jail. · · · 65 51 0 416 61 11 10 7,370 48 177 3 13 County jail • · · · · · · 52 49 7 2:).8 55 8 10 3,519 40 49 3 30 Fine. . · · · · · · · 39 31 5 132 25 6 5 2,576 18 10 6 12 Other • · · · · · · · 1 6 1 7 0 0 0 298 0 4 0 0 Superior court dispositions · · 234 122 24 656 79 95 24 14,440 71 302 4 68 Dismissed · · · · · · · · · · 52 16 4 52 25 14 4 1,963 15 11 0 4 Acquitted • · · · · · · · · · 3 2 0 17 5 2 0 671 1 18 0 5 Convicted • · · · · · · · · · 179 104 20 587 49 79 20 11,806 55 273 4 59 Original guilty plea. 88 46 8 347 13 21 12 2,163 14 36 1 28 Not guilty to guilty. · · · 74 42 12 158 22 46 4 7,850 24 196 3 16 Jury trial. · · · · · · · 15 12 0 76 14 12 1 794 17 34 0 11 Court trial • · · · · · 2 3 0 4 0 0 3 600 0 6 0 4 Trial by transcript · · · · 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 399 0 1 0 0 Sentence. · · · · · · · · · 179 104 20 587 '19 79 20 11,806 55 273 4 59 Death • · · · · · · · · · 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 State prison. · · · · · · · 23 23 1 191 14 13 14 1,690 34 44 1 20 Youth Authority · · · · · · 2 6 0 25 0 5 0 637 1 12 0 4 Straight probation. · · · · 48 18 10 62 1 12 1 2,293 3 24 2 1 Probation and jail. · · 59 36 6 236 26 33 1 5,824 13 173 0 24 County jail • · · · · · · 42 13 3 14 1 10 4 812 1 6 1 10 Fine. . · · · · · · · · · 1 0 0 3 0 2 0 94 0 1 0 0 CRC** • · · · · · · · · · · 3 8 0 52 7 0 0 379 

I 
3 7 0 0 State hospita1-MDSO***. · · 1 0 0 2 0 4 0 71 0 1 0 0 Other • · · · · · · · 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

San 
Type of disposition Merced Modoc Mono Monterey Napa Nevada Orange Placer Plumas Riverside Sacramento Benito 

Total arrest dispositions. · 692 49 46 1,734 345 173 11,930 467 61 4,108 4,711 77 
Law enforcement releases · · 5 0 0 20 0 2 469 7 9 150 34 3 
Complaints denied. · · · 8 0 6 201 5 11 1,000 5 1 345 413 1 

Complaints filed • · · 679 49 40 1,513 340 160 10,461 455 51 3,613 4,264 73 
Misdemeanor complaints · · 193 7 7 463 73 54 5,998 181 16 1,992 1,343 31 
Felony complaints. · · · 486 42 33 1,050 267 106 4,463 274 35 1,621 2,921 42 

Lower court dispositions · · · 419 17 21 816 256 112 8,605 313 24 2,674 3,149 49 
Dismissed. · · · · · · · 159' 5 5 340 104 38 3,754 123 5 946 1,126 15 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · 4 0 1 13 0 1 41 1 0 23 13 0 
Convicted. · · · · · · · · 256 12 15 463 152 73 4,810 189 19 1,705 2,010 34 

Guilty plea. · · · · · 247 10 15 442 149 72 4,734 185 13 1,656 1,978 34 
Jury trial • · · · · · · 4 1 0 13 2 0 57 0 2 26 18 0 
Court trial. · · · · · · 5 1 0 8 1 1 19 4 4 23 14 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · 256 12 15 463 152 73 4,810 189 19 1,705 2,010 34 
Youth Authority. · · · 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 3 5 0 
Straight probation · · · 56 8 3 137 44 16 1,526 73 2 813 579 7 
Probation and jail · · · 89 1 9 209 49 36 2,289 22 3 569 547 8 
County jail. · · · · · · · 58 3 2 69 37 11 402 27 3 181 440 8 
Fine. · · · · · · · · 51 0 1 41 21 9 542 55 11 129'\ 437 11 
Other. · · · · · · · · · 2 0 0 6 1 0 50 10 0 10 2 0 

Superior court dispositions. 260 32 19 697 84 48 1,856 142 27 939 1,115 24 
Dismissed. · · · · · · 26 3 1 111 8 4 157 31 3 129 175 5 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · 5 0 0 16 3 0 38 2 4 

" 
66 23 0 

Convicted. · · · .' . · · · 229 29 18 570 73 44 1,661 109 20 744 917 19 
Original guilty plea · · 103 21 10 205 38 16 881 43 5 410 362 10 
Not guilty to guilty • · 82 4 3 282 27 7 578 58 9 208 456 8 
Jury trial • · · · · · 34 3 1 57 7 8 172 7 6 90 91 1 
Court trial. · · · · · · · 10 1 2 19 1 13 23 1 0 36 8 0 
Trial by transcript. · · · 0 0 2 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · · 229 29 18 570 73 44 1,661 109 20 744 917 19 
Death. · · · · · · · · 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 
State prison • · · · · · · 29 7 1 152 13 13 296 17 8 166 207 3 
Youth Authority. · · · · · 8 1 1 26 9 2 68 7 0 21 47 0 
Straight probation · · · · 9 6 8 68 14 9 103 25 9 104 96 3 
Probation and jail. · · · 156 14 5 260 23 15 1,122 49 0 431 448 11 
County jail. · · · · · · · 9 1 1 43 4 4 12 6 1 11 66 2 
Fine • · · · · · · · · · · 0 0 2 3 1 0 2 2 1 1 1 0 
CRC**. · · · ~ . · · · · · 14 0 0 17 7 1 45 1 0 4 39 0 
State hospita1-}IDSO*** · 2 0 0 1 2 0 11 0 0 5 13 0 
Other. · · · · · · · · · 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Type of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

San 
San San San San Luis San Santa Santa -Type of disposition Bernardino Diego Francisco Joaquin Obispo Mateo Barbara Cru:r. Shasta Sierra Siskiyou Solano 

Total arrest dispositions • · · 5,604 13,506 7,129 2,385 505 2,870 1,685 1,081 733 26 162 1,486 Law enforcement releases. · · · · · · 710 1,381 15 14 4 56 22 1 6 2 5 21 Complaints denied • · · .. · · · · · · 458 1,506 2,235 104 83 99 181 48 0 a 9 26 Complaints filed. · · · · · · · · · 4,436 10,619 4,879 2,267 418 2,715 1,482 1,032 727 24 148 1,439 Misdemeanor complaints. · · · · · 1,885 4,921 2.177 790 238 1,203 923 320 120 6 41 323 Felony complaints • · · · · · · 2,551 5,698 2,702 1,477 180 1,512 559 712 607 18 107 1,116 Lower court dispositions. · · · · · · 2,971 7,120 3,430 1,721 290 2,115 1,164 648 269 10 80 1,106 Dismissed · · · · · · · · · · · 1;067 2,798 1,358 552 77 797 343 274 85 5 23 475 Acquitted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 14 112 25 4 2 10 6 1 a a a 9 Convicted • · · · · · · · · · · · 1,890 4,210 2,047 1,165 211 1,308 S15 373 184 5 57 622 Guilty plea · · · · · · · · · · 1,852 4,093 1,871 1,146 209 1,272 794 363 166 5 51 614 Jury trial. · · · · · · · · · · 22 66 16 14 1 24 12 4 4 a 1 7 Court trial • · · · · · · · · · 16 51 160 5 1 12 9 6 14 a 5 1 Sentence. · · · · · · · · · · · · 1,890 4,210 2,047 1,165 211 1,308 815 373 184 5 57 622 Youth Authority · · · · · · · · 6 4 2 3 a 2 2. 3 a a a 1 Straight probation. · · · · · · 807 2,310 274 359 98 483 276 83 69 2 12 239 Probation and jail. · · · · · · · 551 1,100 1,244 655 64 431 168 131 49 a 7 214 County jail • · · · · · · · · · 316 405 421 90 18 230 212 97 27 2 16 116 Fine. . · · · · · · · · · · · 204 376 78 56 30 145 156 57 38 1 22 51 Other • · · · · · · · · · · · · · 6 15 28 2 1 17 1 2 1 a a ,1 Superior court dispositions · · · · 1,465 3,499 1,449 546 128 600 318 384 458 14 68 333 Dismissed • · · · · · · · · · · · · 160 271 202 78 7 63 34 4S 3S 6 11 6 Acquitted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 41 45 8 13 2 8 6 7 ·4 1 6 7 Convicted • · · · · · · · · · · · · 1,264 3,183 1,239 455 119 529 278 329 416 7 51 320 Original guilty plea. · · · · · 523 1,089 175 45 71 141 70 123 180 5 25 152 Not guilty to guilty. · · · · · 568 1,823 892 356 45 338 149 171 183 2 17 128 Jury trial. · · · · · · · · · · · 156 222 122 50 3 42 45 27 36 a 8 38 Court trial • · · · · · · · · · 16 40 50 1 a 5 12 3 11 a 1 1 Trial by transcript 1 9 a 3 a 3 " 5 1 a a 1 · · · · · · ~ 

Sentence. · · · · · · · · · · · · 1,264 3,183 1,239 455 119 529 278 329 416 7 51 320 Death • · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 1 a a a a a a a a a a State prison. · · · · · · · · · · 290 550 249 97 56 95 65 62 83 a 14 85 Youth Authority • · · · · · · · · 86 105 56 30 1 18 8 17 22 a 2 9 Straight probation. · · · · · · · 337 651 190 95 5 93 38 46 57 4 12 102 Probation and jail. · · · · · · · 409 1,545 678 212 45 278 122 175 177 2 7 112 County jail • · · · · · · · · · · 67 103 21 12 2 25 25 9 61 1 13 8 Fine. . · · · · · · · · · · · · 5 14 1 a a 7 a a 3 a 1 3 CRC** • · · · · · · · · · · · · · 62 184 40 7 6 11 18 ' 19 10 a 1 1 State hospital-MDSO***. · · · · · 7 29 4 2 4 1 2 1 2 a a a Other • · · · · · · · · · · · · a 1 a a a 1 a a 1 a 1 a 
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TABLE 8 - Continued 

1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

Typ~ of Disposition by County 

County of disposition 

Type of disposition Sonoma Stanislaus Sutter Tehama Trinity 

Total arrest dispositions. · · · 1,075 1,628 176 99 68 
Law enforcement releases · · 15 23 0 0 0 
Complaints denied. · · · · · · 96 126 2 2 3 

Complaints filed • · · · · · 964 1,479 174 97 65 
Misdemeanor complaints · · 430 625 60 21 7 
Felony complaints. · · · · 534 854 114 76 58 

Lower cour.t. dispositions · · · 707 1,151 106 74 18 
Dism.i.ssed. · · · · · · · · · 319 326 36 38 7 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · · 4 3 1 2 1 
Convicted. · · · · · · · · · 384 822 69 34 10 

Guilty plea. · · · · · · · 375 810 67 32 10 
Jury trial • · · · · · · · 4 6 1 0 0 
Court trial. · · · · · · · 5 6 1 2 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · 384 822 69 34 10 
Youth Authority. · · · · 3 0 0 0 0 
Straight probation · · · · 171 149 20 16 1 
Probation and jail • · · · 98 186 14 3 1 
County jail. · · · · · · · 76 242 18 12 4 
Fine • · · · · · · · · · 35 245 17 3 4 
Other. · · · · · · · · · · 1 0 0 0 0 

Superior court dispositions. · 257 328 68 23 47 
Dismissed. · · · · · · · · · 61 30 3 3 6 
Acquitted. · · · · · · · · · 7 8 0 0 6 
Convicted. · · · · · · · · · 189 290 65 20 35 

Original guilty plea · · · 30 96 40 13 28 
Not guilty to guilty • · 124 141 16 5 7 
Jury trial • · · · · · · 29 47 8 1 0 
Court trial. · · · · · · · 6 6 1 1 0 
Trial by transcript. · · · 0 0 0 0 0 

Sentence • · · · · · · · · · 189 290 65 20 35 
Death. · · · · · · · · · · 0 0 0 0 0 
State prison • · · · · · · 48 58 8 3 4 
Youth Authority. · · · · · 21 20 0 1 1 
Straight probation • · · · 20 4 14 6 2 
Probation and jail • · · · 77 195 25 9 17 
Count~, jail. · · · · · · · 4 7 16 0 7 
Fine • · · · · · · · · · · 0 1 0 0 3 
CRC**. · · · · · · · · · · 16 5 2 1 0 
State hospita1-MDSO*** · · 3 0 0 0 1 
Other. · · · · · · · · · · 0 0 0 0 0 

*Inc1udes 34 dispositions of adult felony arrests made by state agencies (i.e., non-county agencies). 
**Ca1ifornia Rehabilitation Center 
***Menta11y Disordered Sex Offender. 

Tulare 

1,110 
15 
44 

1,051 
365 
686 
726 
244 

5 
477 
459 
16 

2 
477 

0 
71 

168 
193 

45 
0 

325 
57 
15 

253 
51 

157 
45 

0 
0 

253 
0 

72 
9 
4 

127 
22 
0 

17 
2 
0 

Tuolumne 

157 
2 

10 
145 

36 
109 

81 
20 
5 

56 
55 

0 
1 

56 
0 

18 
14 

6 
18 

0 
64 
20 

2 
42 .. 
15 
19 

7 
1 
0 

42 
0 

12 
0 
5 

16 
6 
0 
2 
1 
0 

Notes: These data were reported by criminal justice agenCies on the "Disposition of Arrest and Court Action" form (JUS 8715). 
Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 

Ventura Yolo Yuba 

1,835 716 337 
90 4 4 

116 37 27 
1,629 675 306 

834 299 126 
795 376 180 

1,059 520 187 
354 189 77 

2 3 0 
703 328 110 
680 320 109 

19 8 0 
4 0 1 

703 328 110 
3 2 0 

277 104 59 
264 77 18 

88 76 22 
71 69 11 

0 0 0 
570 155 119 

35 20 13 
4 3 4 

531 132 102 
169 61 28 
306 61 60 
46 10 11 

8 0 3 
2 0 0 

531 132 102 
0 0 0 

80 27 18 
30 9 7 , 
63 16 27 

295 70 32 
38 6 10 

0 0 0 
19 4 7 

6 0 1 
0 0 0 
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1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS 
ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES 

IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

STATEWIDE 

LAW ENFORCEMENT RElEASES 

PROSECUTOR DENIALS 

LOWER COURT DISPOSITIONS 

SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS FILED 

FELOPlY COMPLAiNTS FILED 

LOWER COURT DISMISSALS 

LOWER COURT ACQUITTALS 

LOWER COURT CONVICTIONS 

SUPERIOR COURT DISMISSALS 

SUPERIOR COURT ACQUITTALS 

SUPERIOR COURT CONVICTIONS 

DEATH OR PRISON COMMITMENT 

eYA COMMITMENT 

S1RAIGHT PROBATION 

PROBATION AND JAIL 

COUNTY JAil 

FINE 

CRe, MDSO, AND OTHER 

0 10 20 30 40 50 

PERCENT 

NOTE: PERCEHTAGES MAY I~\!T TOT~I. IOO.OX DUE TO ROU}lDIHG • 
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1976 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS 
ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES 

STATEWIDE,-LESS LOS ANGELES 
AND SANTA CLARA COUNTIES 

LAW ENFORCEMENT RElEASES 

PROSECUTOR DENIALS 

LOWER COURT DISPOSITIONS 

SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 

MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS FILED 

FElONY COMPLAINTS FILED 

LOWER COURT DISMISSALS 

LOWER COURT ACQUITTALS 

LOWER COURT CONVICTIONS 

SUPERIOR COURT DISMISSALS 

SUPERIOR COURT ACQUITTALS 

SUPERIOR COURT CONVICTIONS 

DEATH OR PRISON COMMITMENT 

CYA COMMITMENT 

STRAIGHT PROBATION 

PROBATION AND JAIL 

COUNTY JAIL 

FINE 

CRC, MDSO, AND OTHER 

o 10 20 30 40 50 

PERCENT 

NOTE: PERCENTAGES MAY NOT TOTAL 100. OX DUE TO ROUNDING. 

169 

60 70 

4.8% 

10.1 

62.0 

23.0 

38.4 

46.6 

24.0 

0.5 

37.6 

2.6 

0.5 

20.0 

4.0 

1.0 

16.4 

22.9 

7.4 

80 

4.5 

1.4 

~ 
I 
I 

IJ 
) 

1 

f 

II 
f 
I 

c 

, 

\ 

\ 

1 
'. 

l' 
, 

" 



( 

.... szl 

1977 

OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

IN 

FIFTY-SEVEN CALIFORNIA COUNTIES 

(Exduding Santa Clara County) 

Prepared by: 

Department of Justice 

Division of Law Enfurcement 

Bureau of Criminal Statistics 

77 Cadillac Drive 

P. O. Box 13427 

Sacramento, California 95813 

May 1978 
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1977 OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS) 

Data Information and Limitations 

Enclosed arc summary data showing the 1977 dispositions which were reported by criminal justice agencies in California. This 
in/'orll1al iOIl was produced by the Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS) reporting system. It includes da ta on the 1977 
adull felollY arresl dispositions which were reported by police, prosecutors, and lower and superior courts in California. 
Disposition data arc not included for Santa Clara County since that county produced an automated arrest and disposition report 
which could Jlot be processed by the Bureau of Criminal Statistics (BCS). All 58 counties will be included in the OBTS system 
for the 1l)7X disposition year. 

The follOWing general information and limitations should be taken into consideration in analyzing, interpreting, and using the 1977 OBTS data: 

I. 
These da la do not represent the total number of adult felony arrests or the number of dispositions which may have been 
lI1ade at any particular level of the criminal justice system during the disposition year. It is estimat~d that in 1977, BeS 
received reports on approximately two-thirds of the total number of adult felony arrests which received a final disposition 
during the calendar year. In spite of this underreporting, it is felt that the arrest dispositions which were received generally 
describe the "statewide" processing of adult felony arrestees through California's criminal justice system. However, county 
;lIld local da ta should be used with caution since the levels of underreporting may vary between jurisdictions and from year 
10 year. 

2. 
These dala rellect dispositions that were made in 1977 as a result of adult felony arrests which were made in that year or 
in previous years. There is an important difference between arrest data reported by BCS and OBTS data on the disposition 
of adulls arrested on felony charges as presented here. Arrest data are based upon the year in which the arrest took place. 
OBTS data are based upon the year of disposition regardless of when the arrest occurred, and may be reported a year or 
ll10re aner I he actual arrest was made. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

7. 

In cases where an arrestee is charged with multiple offenses, only the most serious offense, based on the severity of 
possible punishment, is tracked through the criminal justice system by BCS. 

It is not advisable to make statistical comparisons between OBTS data (1975-1977) and superior court disposition and 
felollY data published by BCS prior to 1975, since these disposition data were collected through different reporting systems. 

The tot:1! number of felony offense dispositions reported by some sparsely populated counties are so low that they may 
invalidate any proportionate comparisons that may be made. 

OBTS data on state institutional commitments from lower and superior courts may vary from data compiled and reported 
by other sta te agencies because of differences in the data collection systems. The Department of Corrections (CDC) counts 
the Jlumber of defendants actually received by CDC institutions, even though a defendant may have been convicted in two 
or Illore counties. BeS, on the other hand, counts each commitment. The difference between these two data collection 
systellls indicates that over 18 percent of those who were received by the CDC may have received sentences in more than onl' county. 

During 1977, there were 145,525 final dispositions of adult felony arrests reported to BCS by criminal justice agencies in 
57 coun ties through the OBTS system. This was a 7.6 percent decrease from the 157,537 final dispositions reported for 
197(J. One of the primary reasons for this decline was the residual impact from legislation, effected on January 1, 1976, 
which reduced the possession of limited quantities of unconcentrated marijuana from a felony to a misdemeanor offense. 
NUlllerous felony marijuana arrests made prior to the new legislation did not receive final dispositions until 1976, and a 
few of the cases probably carried over into the 1977 disposition year. 

Consequently, in 1977 about 10,000 fewer adult felony marijuana arrests received final dispositions in the criminal justice 
system. From 1975 to 1976, there was a reduction of apprOXimately 27,000 adult felony marijuana arrests processed 
through the system. This number would be even higher if Alameda County disposition data were excluded from the 1976 
OBTS statistics as was the case in 1975. None of the other offense groups had such dramatic changes during the three 
years, 1975 through 1977. This indicates that underreporting probably was not the cause of the sharp decreases in final dispositions for marijuana arrests. 

This type of' "disposition tree" report is available by county, arresting agency,judicial district, arrest offense, convicted offense, 
:Jge, ruce, and sex, For persons disposed of in superior court, data are also available on the defendant's prior criminal record and 
eXisting probation, parole, or institutional status. All requests for data should be submitted to the Bureau of Criminal Statistics. 

Quest ions rcgurding the enclosed 1977 OBTS data may be directed to the aBTS Program Manager at (916) 920-6 165. 
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CACIFOQNIA D~P~RTM!NT OF ~UST!eE 
OIVI~InN OF LAW ENFoRCEMENT 
AU~E4U OF eRrHr~AL STATISTICS 
OFFENDER BAS~D TRANSACTION STATISTiCS 
lolA'll 18i f9'78 

19~7 DISPOSITIONS nF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FELONY CHARGES I~ 51 COUNTIES 
(eXCLUDES SANTA CLARA COUNTY) 

FELONV ARREST OISP(JSnrr.lN SUMMARV 
~OLICE ANO PROSECUTOR PROCESSING 

TOTAL ARREST DISPOSITIONS 
145 .. 525 
10000~ 
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OFFENDeR BAS'O TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
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1977 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRE)TEO ON 
FeLONY CHARGes IN 57 COUNTIES 
IEXCLUDES SA~TA CLARA COUNTY) 

LOWER COURT D1SPOSITIONSCA) CBI 
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III *. lit • * ****************.*****. * *********.~*****"'*.**.. ... 

-* '" '" * * • II< * III 
-..l$ • !II III • I/< *. . 
w '" OISMrss~o ACQUrTTEO JUV. cnURT * DISMISSED ACQUITTED JUV, COURT '" * 13;285 609 44 '" 11,119 147 33 • * 9,1% 0,4% n.o¥ '" 8

8
1% 0.1~ O,O~ • 

'" * '" • • • • *.**.**+.****.*.** ••• ******.*~... ****1/<*******.*** **** ... * •• *~** ..... *** ... ** •• *"'*****.*.* 
'" '" * "'" * Ii< * * • '" * '" 6UTLTy. • * • CERTIFIED GUILTV'" '" '" * 
'" PCE~ NoCo COURT. JU~Y HELD To ANSWER GUILTY PLEA PLEA NO(O COURT JURY * 
'" ~4;841 4;416 464 636 29;004 3,453 11,840 11133 144 97. 
• 2~.o% 3~0f. 0.3% 0.4~ 19.9¥ 2,4% S,lr. O~B~ 0.1~ O.ln. 
'" * '" * **** ••••• ******.******* •• ******.*.*.**.****.*. *******************************.****.*** •••• ** 
III .... * * * • * * lit II! * * ~TOAIGHT PROB + COUNTY * * '" STRAIGHT PROB + COUNTY * . '" 

CVA PROS JArC JAIL FtNF CTHFR CYh PROB JAIL JAIL ~INE nTHER 
21 1'.760 13173' 6,929 4,710 202 34 3,954 6,022 2,599 '70 3, 

o.n¥ tO~l~ 9~4n 4.8~ 3,2n 0,1% O~O~ 2,7% 4~1~ 1.8~ O~4~ o~o. 
(4)fNC(uoes 51,772 MfSO~MEANOR COMPLAiNTS GRANTED AND 2i522 MISDEMEANOR WARRANTS F~OM PAGi 1 
(8)INCLl

1
O!S 48;043. FE(~NV COMPLAINTS GRANTED AND 9;527 FE~ONV WARRANTS FROM PAGE 1 (~'5UPEQrOR CdURT PRoCES~fNG eONTINU&D ON PAGe, 

.. 

". 

iIIIII~7~1~ __ ~~ __________ ~ __________ ~~ ____________________________________________ ~ ____________ ~ ___________ ~~ ____________ ~ 
l_~ .,_ 

a 

-) 
, 

\ 
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eACIFO~NiA O~PARTMENT OF JUSTree 
OIVI~InN O~ CAW ENFORCEMENT 
~UQEAU 0' CRTMtNA( STATISTfCS 
OFFENDER BAS-O TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
HAV 18; i9'1B 

19?7 DfSPOSITIGNS OF ADULTS ARRE5TEO ON 
FFLONY CrlARGES IN 57 CQU~TIES 
(~XCLUDES SA~TA CLARA COUNTY) 

FELONV ARREST Ots Po5rTrMN SUMMARV 
SlJPERIOR COURT PRflCESSING 

SlJPFRfOR CoURT DISPOSITIONS!A) 
33,14b 
22. ax 
* *****.** •• ** •• * ..... **** ••••• * ••• * •••• ** ........ ** •••• **.~ •••••••••••••• *** 

• * ... 
"JOT CtlNVrCTEO 

4j53B 
3.1% 
• 

!',c 

CONVICTEO 
28/608 
19~n ... 

•• *** •••• ~***.** •• ** •• ** ••• **~.*** . ... ... ... 
• • 

• ... NOT GUILTV TO JUV~ 
OfSMISSFO ·'ACQUITTED INSANE COURT 

1(1 

• 
~6~94 863 57 24 
2;'~ O~6~ O.O~ O.O~ 

III 
III 

(A"NeLUO!S 

• • III 

• 
111 ****.*.********* ••• *.***** •••• ** ••• ******** •• ** •• *****.*** 

• . • ... • • • III 
GUILTy NOT GUILTY * ... ... • III 

PLEA TO GUILTY NoLo JURY COURT TRANSCRIPT ... 
6/195 16;855 1/601 2,796 910 249 ... 

4,3% 11.6~ l.l~ t.9t O,6~ O~2~ '" 
II< 
II< 
III ."'* •• *******.*.**.**.* ... *.* .... ******.* ••• * ... *****.~.*.*****.*.* ••••• * ••• * •• ************** •• *.** 

'" '" ~ '" ~ '" • • TO STATE '" • STATE e"A STRAfGIolT PROBATION counTY. To HOSPiTAL .. * 
"eATH PRISON PRCAATlnN AND JAIL JAIL FINE CRe MOSO OTHER 

o 6,003 11303 4,292 1~,358 1,417 116 871 236 6 
0.0. 4:I~ O.9~ Z~9~ 9.9~ 1.0~ O.l~ O~6~ O~2~ o.o~ 

32'4'7 ri!FHNDANTS RiCEIveo FROM COWER COURT (PAGE 2) AND 
689 GRANO JURV INDicTMENTS ~ROM PAGi 1 
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\ 

\ 
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( 
eACIFDR~IA D~PART~ENT OF JUSTICe 
DIVISlnN OF rAW ENFoRCEMFNT 
BUREAU OF eR!MtNAL sTATISTrc~ 
OFFENDER SAS~D TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
"1AV 18; \9'71:1 

1977 DISPOSITIONS nF ADU~TS hRRESTED ON 
FE~ONV C~ARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 
IEXC~UOfS SANTA C~ARA COUNTY) 

FE~ONY ARREST ELAPSED TIME TO DiSPO 
POLICE AND PROseCUToR PROCESSING 

ToTAL ARREST DISPOSITIONS 

N/A 
... 
* .... * ..... *-_ •••••••• * ... **.**.* ••••••••••••• *.**** •• * •••••• *** •• $ ••••••• $ ••• ***, 

* ... 
III 
... 
... 
* 

... 

... 
W!\RRANB 

N/A 
... 

'" • INDICTMENTS 

N/A 
... 

• ... 
COMPLAINT 
REQUeSTED 

N/A 
paL ICE • To LOWER/SUPF.RIQR To SUPERIOR • PRO SEC U TOR. • ... 

• RELEhse 
!l~qB PC 

4.7 
• • ... 

COUUlA) 

**** •••••• ****** ••• ********.**.***.*.*.***. 
III 1!1 '" • III 
• • VICTJM ... UNSPF.C 

INSUF~ • REFuses TO FURTHER OR 
aVID EXONeRATeD PROSECUTE INVEST oTHeR 

!I~O •• 8 

COURTCB) • ****~."'.' •• 111'.** •••• * •• "'*"'''''''''' ... . 
* ... 

COMPLAINT COMPLAI~T 
DeNI~D GRA~TeD 

7.2- N/A 

'" III 

* III 

'" **'***.~I*"'*** •• • * • * 
'" MIsnE~1EANaR 
.;0 COl1PLAINT 

'" '" N/A 
... ... 
... TO LOWER • COlJRTle) 
... . ~ 

**** •• ***.*.*.***** •••• ****.**********.****$*.*.********. ... * ... * * ... * ... ... • ... '" * * * ... 
~ACK nF • INTEREST • WITNESS • ILLECAL ~ 
CORPUS • OF JUSTICE * UNAVAILABL~ ... SEARCH • 

* !J.1t '" ... 
LACK OF 

8.' • 
* * VICTIM 

... '" 4.9 .;0 5.4 ... 

'" '" CO~ISINeD '" 

.. .. 
FF.Vlf\Y 

ca~f'~A INT 

N/A 

• TO Lr:t'tlER 
CQURT(C) 

PROBABLE RefUSES TO 
PROSECUTE 

WITH OTHER U~IKtJoWN, 
CAUSE COUNTS OTHeR 

1.0 11.1 9:i '.8 

'\ 

\ 

l' 



( 
eACIFnRNTA DepARTMENT OF JUSTlfE 
OIVISION OF LAW ENFoRCEMENT 
RU~E4U OP eRTMtNA~ STATISTICS 
OFFENDER 6AS~O TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
MAV 18. 1918 

1977 DISPOSITlnN5 uF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FF~ONV CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 
(EXCLUDES SA~TA C~ARA COUNTY) 

~ELONV ARREST ELAPs~n TI~E TO oisPo 
LOWER COURT PROCESSING 

LOWER COURT DISPOSITIONS(A) (8) 

NO 

• • *.***~********** •• * •• , ••• * •••• *.* •••• * ••• ~ ••• *****.****** •• *.** •••• 
• * • • "'ISO~ eQ~PLArNTSIA) FeLONV COMPLAINTS(S) 

N)A 
iii 
• * •• * •••••••• ***.* ••• ~ •• *.* ••••• * ••• **.**.** • • • 

• * CONVICTeD NOT CO~IV1CTED 

• 

154 ,4 
til 

* •• * •••• ******** ••• ***** • • • • • * 
DISMfSSen ACQUiTTED JUV. COURT 

• 156,7 lli~3 48,6 
'" • ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ** •••••• * 
•• • • * 
• ~U'L'V '" • • 
• PLEA NOLO eOURT JURV • 
• 74.9 B~~4 li§~6 i42.4 • • •. ~.$.$ .•. **i •• ~"*i.~.~i*****ii.*.i~**i ••• *** 
.. It< • • • * 
.. ~T.AIGHT PROS + COUNTY It< • 

eVA ~ROD JAI' JAIL FINE DTHER 

u.o 80.1 

HeLD 

NIt. 

* * *** •••••••••••• *****.**.*****.* •• * •••••••••••• * ••••••• *** 
* * • TO 'SUPERIOR * lis 

COURT(C) NOT CDNVICTED CONVICTEri 

N/A 

* ... 
• 
* * * '" 
* • • 

101~1 

* • 
•• ¥ •••• ***.*~.**."' •• *.* • * ~ 
* * $ 

DISM!SSeO ACQUITTED jUV, cnURT 

101,3 101.3 

'79.6 
• • • • 
* * 1\1 
lis 

** •••••••• ****** 
• • *** ••• *.** ........ *** •• * ••••• * •• ~~ .... • • * ... ... * ... ... CERTIFiED 

To ANSWER GUILTY PLE4 
GUILTV'" • .... 

N/A N/A 

PLeA NOLO COURT JURY * 
81'.; • 165.1 • 

• 
* •••••• ******** •• ***** •• * ••• * •••••••• * ••••••••• 

... '" ... It< • • 

... STRAIGHT PRon * COUNTY. • 
eVA PROS JAIL JAIL PINe OTHER 

_, £ f 

, 

, 

\ 
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eACIFoRN'A Drp~RTHENT ~F JUSTICe 
DIvlSlnN OF CAW ENFoRCEMENT 
~UqEAU OF CRtH!NAC sTATISTICS 
OFFENDER aASFO TRANSACTION STATISTICS 
/olAV 18; f91a 

1917 DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON 
FeLONY CHARGES IN 57 COUNTIES 
(~XCLUDES Sh~TA cLARA COUNTY) 

FELONV ARREST ELAPSF.D TIME TO oisPo 
SUPERIOR COURT PROCESSING 

SUPERIOR coURT OISPOSITIONSCA) 

N/A 

* .***** •• ** ••••• * •••••••• **** •••• * ••••• * ••••• ***** ••••••• * •••• * ••••• *.*. • • •. * 
NOT CONVICTeo CONVICTED 

173:9 

'" .. 
•• ** ••• ***.******* •• ********.*.*** .. . . .. • III 

'" * .. NOT GUI~rV TO JUV~ 
oiS"4[SSIIO" ACCWITTED INSANE COURT • 

180.2 
• • • 
ale 

• ., 
""."** •••• *** ••• **.** ••• ******* ••• ** ••••••••••• **** •••• • • • • • * * 

GUILTY NnT GUILTY' * • * '" 
PLEA TO GUILTY NO~O JURY COURT TRANSCPIPT III 

• 96.3 184.7 195~8 218~9 231.3 310:9 • 

* * '" ** •••••••• *** •••• *** ••••••• ** •••••••• * •• *** •••• ***** •• "".**""""'."*'.'.**."'.'.*"" 
• • '" • * * • • TO STATE '" • STATe eVA STRAIGHT pr.OBATION COUNTV' TO HOSPITAL- • 

DeATH PRISON PRORATION AND JAIL JAIL FINE CRe MOSO OTHER 

0.0 166.2 112.0 

~~_" ______________ ~&L~£~~·~C ____________________________________ ~ ___________________________________________________ ~ __________ ~ _______________ ~ 
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\' 
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DISFlOSITION oF" ADUlT rE~ONY ARRESTs IN 57 COUNTIES, 1977 TYPE or DISPOSITION BY ARR~ST OrrENSE 

TYPE or DISPOSITION 
ARREST orPENSE TDTUS HOMICiDE rORCIBL; ROBBaRY ASSAULT BURGLARY THEF'T MoTOR DRUG AL~ RAPe 

VE~ICLI= ~AW On.IER 
THFfT VIOL.S 

DISPOSITION DF rE~oNV ARReSTS 145525 1464 1717 10584 22048 27177 18169 8424 33362 ~2580 LAW ENFORCEMENT RE~EASES 12831 197 216 1662 22f13 2646 1649 1114R 1239 1"91 COMPLAINTS DENIED 20141 1" 48 403 1623 :5474 2531 2222 lC;O~ 5977 2255 COMPLAINTS fIlBD 112553 lt19 1098 7299 16291 2200U 14298 '5061" 26146 19'34 MISDEHEANOR 54294 19 180 1124 10381 8903 1006 ~38,Q 14851 9442 FELONy 58259 lioo 918 6175 591iJ 13097 7292 2~8n 11295 9792 LOWER COURT D I SPOS I TI DNS 79407 142 437 2765 13371 13945 111 89 371' 19954 131'93 01 S~I I SSED 25081 120 230 1509 374\6 3578 3206 1t'l74 8413 3206 ACQU I THD 755 1 10 42 228 119 11 6 3'5 69 115 
CONVICTED 53571 21 197 1214 9397 10248 1867 ,60; 11452 10573 GUILTY PLFA 52230 21 190 116, 8947 100[)9 7704 25<!~ 11249 10396 JURY TRIAL 733 0 6 25 297 14(J 79 27 60 79 COURT TR lAL 606 0 ,: 23 193 99 84 2; 123 98 
SENTE~CE 53571 21 197 12U 9397 10248 7667 260;' 11452 10573 YOUTH AUTHoRrrv 55 0 0 2 5 27 '1 in 1 :5 PRUBATION 18714 6 72 J2~ 3781 2953 2513 631 3681 4553 - PROBATION AND JAIL 19757 14 83 511 3416 4618 3451 1231 3!,31 3~02 

-.J 
00 JAIL 9528 1 31 309 1426 2246 1497 6U 1946 1456 FINE !i280 0 11 63 738 37u 375 iDt. 2397 1220 OTHER 237 0 0 5 31 34 24 A 96 39 SUPERIOR COURT OrSIDOSlTlONS 33146 v77 66i 4534 2920 8U55 3109 1357 6192 5H1 DISMISSED 3616 72 93 361 363 583 353 141 1114 538 ACQUI TTED 920 69 42 144 H4 182 n 2A 75 144 CONVICTEn 28606 H36 526 4020 ~393 7290 a6e4 118111 5003 H59 ORIGINAL PLEA or GUiLTY 7796 102 101 742 569 2145 932 38Q 1038 1178 CHANGE PL~A TO GUILTY 16855 371 269 2535 liS'll 4478 1482 714 3268 2397 JURY TRIAL 2798 ~O7 126 592 :.16 'J 473 202 5~ 368 311 COUfiT TRIAL 910 ilS 23 134 109 154 58 27 221 139 TRI4~ BY TRA~saRIPT 249 III ., 26 14 4u 10 '5 108 2B SENTENCE 213608 R;,6 526 4029 2393 7290 2684 118~ 5003 4659 DEATH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n 0 0 PRISON 6003 ~'48 164 1645 447 1259 300 15' 630 838 YOUTH AUTHOR lTV 1303 48 26 4QU 86 468 52 89 36 S9 PROBATION 4292 38 44 224 448 8JB 608 12" 1059 911 

\ 

~ROBATJON AND JU'- 14358 ;92 200 1517. 1215 4009 ,,4:;i6 109 2855 220!l JAIL 1417 1 21 119 162 381 201 10ft 110 308 nNE 116 CJ 2 1- 15 4 , i 47 41 CRe 877 1 2 to6 6 3p 60 '1 a66 116 HDSO 236 2 41 1- 12 U 2- jj 0 llU OTHeR 6 Il 0 1 a II So a 0 0 

NOTE' DATA rOR $ANT4 CLARA COUNTY ARE NOT AVAILABLE. 

INDiViDUA~ COUNT15S MAV VARY. IT IS eSTIMATiD TH4T THeIS DATA ARe 3, PERCSNT UNDiiRR6PORUn. 

~ I 

----~---~------~--~--------~~--.--------~-------~---~~. 
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DISPOSITION 0; ADULT fEiLONY AR~ESTs iN 5., COUNTIES, un 
TYPE or DISPOSITION BY ARReST orrENse 

TYPE Or DISPOSITION ARRRST OFFENSEi 
TOTALS HOMICiDE rORClBL£; ROOBE:RV ASSAULT BURGLARY THfirT MoTOR DRUG AI.-L 

RAPE VilolJCLF LAW DTi-lER 
THEfT VIOLS 

DISPOSITION QF f~LON~ ARReSTS 100.00 1 .01 1.18 7.27 15.1!i 18.68 12.49 13. '79 22.93 15.52 
LAW ENFORCEHENT RELEASES 100,00 i.54 1.6a 12.95 17.79 20;62 12.65 i4~40 9,66 8.50 
COMPLAINTS DENIED 100,00 ,73 2.03 8.06 17.25 12.57 11, 03 7,49 29,68 11.20 

COMPLAINTS FILIiD 10{1,00 .99 .98 6,.8 1011.47 19.55 12.70 4.S;0 23,23 17.09 
~1 I SDEHEANOR lUO.OO .03 ,3J 2,07 19.12 16.40 12,90 4;40 2',3!5 17.39 
FELONY lUO.OO 1.89 1.5t! 10,60 1U.14 22.48 12,52 4.1-0 19,39 11'1.81 

l.OWER COURT 01 SPOSITIONS lUO,OO ,18 .55 3,4 8 16.84 17,56 14,09 4:f.7 25,13 17,SO 
DISMISSED 100.00 ,48 ,92 6,02 14,94 14,27 12.78 4;'8 33.54 1?.78 
ACQU I TTED 100,00 .13 1.32 5,s6 30,20 15.76 15,36 4 , "4 11,79 15,23 
CONVICTED 11l0.00 .04 .37 2,27 17.154 19.13 14.69 4./16 21,38 19.'" 

Gl.n LTY PLEA lUO,OO .04 .36 2,23 17,13 19,16 14,75 4~~a ~1.54 19.90 
JURY TRIAL 100.00 .00 .82 3.41 40,52 19 .10 10,18 ~."8 10,91 ,"0.78 
COURT TR UL 1UO,OO , 00 ,16 3,78 25,16 16,28 13.82 4;44 20,2~ ~6,12 

SENTENCE 1uO.00 .04 ,37 2,27 11,54 19,1~ 14.69 4.P6 21.3! 19,74 
YOUTH AunlOR I TV 1uO.OO .00 ,Oil 3,64 9.09 49.09 12.73 ;:e;; ~ 1,82 5.45 
PROBATION 101),00 .03 .;Sd 1.73 20~20 15.78 13.43 31~7 ?p.74 24.33 - PROBATION AND JAIl. 10Ll.OO .u7 .42 2.59 17~29 23.37 ~7.47 6:?~ 15.85 16.71 -...l 

\0 JAIL 100.00 .01 .33 3,24 14.97 23.57 15.71 614~ 20,42 15.28 r I r~c 10Q.00 .00 .21 1.19 13~98 7.01 7.,"0 2."1 45,40 23.11 
OTHER lIJO.OO .00 • OJ 2,11 13.(18 14,35 2.0,13 3:::'18 4IQ.51 H.46 

SUPERIOR COURT D IS~OS IT J ONS 100.00 ,.9' 1,99 13.68 8.8!. 2.,30 9,38 1I~~9 18,68 16.11 
DISMISSED 100.00 ,.99 2.57 9.96 10.03 1,6.11 9.76 3.90 30.79 14.67 
ACQU I TTED l{JO.OO 7.50 ",57 15,65 17.83 19.79 7.e3 3:n4 8.1~ 15.65 
CONY I creo lUO.OO ,.9~ 1·84 14.0 8 8.36 25.48 9.38 4; ~ 5 17.49 16 .29 

ORIGINAL PLEA or ~UlI.TY lUD,OO ; .31 1.30 9.52 7.30 27.51 U.95 4,.Q9 13.31 22.81 
CHANGE PL~4 TO GUJLrY 100.00 ,.20 1.60 15,04 7,96 26.S7 $.79 4.?4 19.39 1.(.22 
JURY TRIAL 100.00 10,97 4.50 2101,6 12.87 16.90 7.22 1:f19 13.15 11.33 
COURT TRIAL 100.00 •• 95 2.~3 14,73 11.9A 16.92 6.~7 2:97 24.29 15.27 
TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 100.00 4,42 2.81 .10.44 5.62 16.06 4.02 ?:iii 43.37 11.24 

SENTENCE 10Q.00 ,.92 1.84 14.08 8.36 25.48 9.38 4; j 5 17,49 U.29 
DEATH .00 ,00 .00 .00 ,00 ,00 .00 ~no 100 .00 
PRISON 100.00 <9.13 3.07 27,40 7.45 20.97 5.00 2,153 10.49 1:5.96 
YOUTH AUTIolORfn 1UiO.OO 3.68 2,(10 31. 39 6:60 35'.92 3,99 ,6. fI 3 2.76 6.83 
PROBAl J ON 100.00 .89 1403 5.22 10~44 19.52 ~4.i1 ~~f\4 .204.6' 2'_.23 
PROBAUo.N 4NIJ JAIL 100.00 it;''' 1.39 10,57 8.411 27:92 10.14 A t 94 19.88 15.36 

\ JAIL 100.00 .49 1.48 8,'0 11 ~ 43 26,89 U,18 7 t.~2 7.76 21 .704 
·f'l NE 100.00 .OU 1.72 •. 86 12,~ 93 3:45 ••. 31 t~~ 4.0 ... 52 35.34 
CRC 100.00 .. 11 .. 23 12~,o9 .68 35.69 6 .• ,8' t·8,.9. 3Siln ~3_.23 
HDSQ 100",0;0 •. 8~ l~A·92 2.97 5~08 6:7,8 ~4,2 'l~.Q ".00 ~:~.t9' 
O'l'j,lE·R iLOO.O,O .. ,00 .. 00 1' • .67 n ... u u;n 1~ .. " ,ttltO ,JI,O ,jI~ 

,NQ 1I':E 3 CAlI'ol ".CH~ S.A"'!!''' .CU.PA ~.oUN"'N A,RENDr ,A·Y.UU.BLiE. 
art' as :E,s1f4.ItIU,;':O 1''''''11' II',jIjESe :D.A1I';i 4RE ." oP.EfiICE·III1T iLmI),S.a.REiP.Q~lI'iE.lI. «.~d~~~I:I"!L ,a~lllNlI' ~iE:S :MIo'N ~M.H/, 
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hCULT ~ELONY ARReSTEES CONVICTED AND SENTeNCED IN COURTS Or 57 COUNTIES, 1977 CONVICTED OFFENSE By cnURT O~ CONVICTION AND SENTENCE 

COURT OF C~NVIeTION 
CONVICTED OFFeNSe TOTA~S HOMICIO!! /iORCIBLE RoBBERY ASSAULT SURGLARY T-HEFT MOTOl\ ORUG ALL RAPe 

VEHICLE LAW OTHeR 
THEFT VliJl.S TOTAL eo~vrCTI~MS 82179 711 39 1 Z891 9537 9570 15756 3239 14310 25174 

LOWER ~OJRT 53571 0 2 B 6900 3485 11327 1982 9368 20499 
GUTL TV P[EA 52230 n 2 8 6491 336b 11095 1936 9195 20137 
JUI1Y T~Ihl. 733 0 0 0 Z80 79 116 23 72 163 
COIIRT TR fAl. 606 0 0 0 129 40 116 23 101 199 

SENTI=NCE 53571 0 2 8 69(JO 3485 11327 1982 9368 20499 
YO'IT4 AUTI-iOR lTY 55 0 0 1 6 22 lZ 10 0 4 
PRMBhTfO'1 18714 n Z 1 25t6 775 3383 429 2651 aq57 
PR"'ShTfo"l AND J A', 19757 " 0 4 2876 1894 5111 101 8 2760 6,)94 

..... 
JAYI. 957.6 ,0 0 2 1143 755 . 2404 469 197.1 2834 
F I'IE 5Z60 0 0 0 347 31 394 5!i 1955 249fl 
OT4E~ 237 0 0 0 1Z a 23 1 Rl 112 

SUPER tr'R. COUIIT 2fJ~08 711 3A9 2883 2637 60B5 4429 1257 4942 5275 nRTGtNAL PLeA OF GUI~TY 7796 74 61 474 ~1l 1767 1412 460 1014 Ina eH~~GE prEA TO GUILTV 16855 304 188 1762 1498 3752 2638 714 3230 2769 
.JU'!Y TIII~L 2798 28) 112 52 9 397 413 261 54 3t>2 387 
CU'HH TRIAL 910 39 24 100 117 129 87 25 ;t25 164 

'- TRTAL ~y T~ANSeRrpT 249 11 It IB 14 24 31 It 111 32 

00 
0 5eNTI=Nce 2860B 711 389 ZBa3 2637 6085 4429 1257 4942 5275 

neq"l 
0 n 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

PRTSON 6003 503 176 1486 495 1175 479 169 624 894 
Yr:JIITH l>UTHORITY 13n3 31) 29 359 104 427 US 103 31 95 
PRnaATfON 4292 29 19 81 448 599 901 124 1033 1058 
PRnaATrON AND JAIL 14358 146 108 862 Ub2 3372 Z432 136 2817 2523 
JAYI. 1417 0 5 R 199 244 3it5 ali 115 386 
FP'E 116 (1 0 0 U 1 6 1 58 3B 
CRt: 677 1 2 85 2 2S4 litO " 264 120 
MOSO 236 2 48 ! 13 11 0 0 0 161 
onle~ 6 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 0 0 , 

NOTE; D~TA FO~ SANTA CLARA CoUNTY ARE NOT AVAILABCE. 
JT IS ESTIMATED THAT THESE DATA ARe 35 PeRCF.NT UNO£RREPORTEO, INDivIDUAL 

COUNTIES MAY VARY. THE5E CONVlCTeD OPP!N51 DATA INCLUDe 80TH MISDeMEANORS AND FELONI6S. 
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DISPOSITION or ADULT rELoNY ARRESTs iN 57 COUNTIES, 1;77 
TYPg or DISPOSITION BY RACI 

TYPE or DISPOSITION 
RAce TOTALS WHITE M&XICAN" NEGRO OT~Fq UNKNrHIN AI4ERICAN 

DISPOSITION OF FF.LONY ARReSTS 145525 72437 2603~ 41678 2~53 2"19 LAW ENFORCEMENT RELEAseS 12831 . 5229 266'.) 4658 1BO 104 COMPLAINTs DENIED 201'11 8224 39 61 7491 ~i? 148 COMPLAINTS rILBD 112553 58984 19417 29529 2~56 2"61 MISDEMEANOR 54294 281315 9950 13700 ?8t e4e FeLONY 56259 30169 9467 151'29 117t; 1619 LOWER ~OURT DISPOSITIONS 79407 4241J 14 07'2 19928 1!'148 144~ DISMISSED 25081 13015 4024 6908 ",6 ~oe ACQU I TTED 755 357 142 229 13 14 CONVICTED 53571 29041 9906 12791 1009 f!24 GUlL TV PLF:A 52230 28365 9637 12448 QR" 7911 JURY TRIAL 733 3,,4 150 1M 13 18 COURT TRIAL 608 312 119 155 12 111 SE'HENCE 53571 29041 9906 12791 lrio9 824 YOUTH AUTHOR ITY 55 30 12 10 II :J PROBATION 19714 10941 3131 3968 ~63 311 .- PROBATION AND JAIl. 19757 10157 3811 %93 ~A3 301 00 JAIL 9528 4525 2102 2603 16? :1.36 
tv rlNE 5280 3269 802 1u4? 9~ 6~ OTHER 237 119 4~ 70 1 ! SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 33146 16571 5345 9601 /108 1021 DISMISSED 3618 162:5 61J 1147 69 166 Acau I TTED 920 379 151 333 16 41 CONVICTED 28608 1456-} 4581 8121 !5,J 1114 ORIGINAL ~LEA or GUI~TV 7796 <4746 1199 1397 138 3U CHANGE PLFA TO GUILTY 16855 B08d 2733 5353 hQ 39, JURY TRIAL 2798 1237 476 929 76 811 COURT TRUL 910 3R6 130 351 16 U TRIA~ BY TRANSCRlPT 249 112 34 91 4 !II SENTENCE 28608 14569 4581 81U ~'3 814 DEATH 0 0 0 0 0 II PRISON 6003 2909 9811 1778 1:41 187 YOUTH AUTHORITV 1303 579 237 426 ,!5 36 PROBATION 4292 2421 500 1168 85 11e PROBATION AND JAIL 14358 7360 2~511 4038 216 386 

\ 
JAIL 1417 624 255 457 :59 <til f't NE 116 56 17 35 2 6 CRC 877 446 207 184 II U I1DSO 236 172 1~ 34 7 " 
OTHER (, 2 2 1 0 s: 

NOTIiI DATA 'OR SA~TA CLARA COUNTY ARE NOT 'AVAiLABLe. 
&T IS &STiHATSD THAT THESS DATA ARe ~, PERCENT UNDeRREPORTEO. INDfViDUAC COUNTIES HAV VARV~ 
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DISPOSITION or ADULT rE~ONY ARRESTs IN 57 COUNTIES, 30977 
TYPE or DISPOSITioN BY RAel 

~ TYPE Of DISPOSITION RAC!! 
TOTAL.S WHITE MeXICAN .. NEGRO OT~F~ UNKNOWN 

A~Ej:llcA'J 

DISPOSITION or FELON V ARReSTS 100,00 49.78 170119 28.64 1:112 5,d!7 
~AW ENFORCEMENT ~E~EASES 100,0(1 40.75 20,73 36.30 1: 40 ,81 COMPLAINTS DENIED 100.00 40~83 19.67 37.19 1: 57 ,'73 COHPL,AINTS rlLiD l~O.OO 52.41 17,25 26.24 1.92 2,19 MISDI:HEANOR 100,00 53;07 18,33 25.23 Lai 1,56 FELONy 100,00 51. 78 16.:15 27.17 '-~02 2,"S LOWER CUURT DISPOSITIONS 100,00 53,41 17,72 25;10 i: 9; 1,1!2 DISHISSED 100,00 51.139 16,04 27.54 '-~10 ~ ,412 ACQU I TTED 100.00 47.28 1B,H 30.33 1~72 1,"5 CONVICTED 100,00 54:21 18,49 23,88 LA8 5,.54 

GUILTY PLF.A 100,00 5<:51 18.45 23.113 LII8 5,,1;2 
JURY TRIAL 100,00 '19.66 20.46 25:65 i;77 2,416 
COURT TR UL 100,00 51 . .52 19.57 25.49 1."7 1,64 SENTENCE 100,00 54:21 18.49 23,88 CR8 1, 'i4 
YOUTH AUHIORITV 100,00 54.55 21,82 1~".8 :no ',"5 PROBA TI ON HO,OO 58.46 16,73 21.20 L94 1,1\6 ..... PROBATION AND JAIL 100,00 51.41 19,32 25.78 LH 1.55 00 JAIL 100,00 47,49 22,(16 27.32 1:70 1,43 w FINE 100,00 61. 91 15019 19.83 :c 116 1,21 OTHER 100.00 50;.?1 17,72 29.54 1:27 1':!7 SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITioNS 100,00 49:99 16.13 211,97 :;:: II:' :!,n8 DISMISSED 100.00 44.86 16,~4 31..70 L9i 4,I!I9 ACQU I HED 100,1)0 41 ~ 20 16,041 36,20 1:74 4,46 

CONVICTED 100.00 50:93 16.01 28~39 LaJ ?,85 
ORIGINAL PLEA or GUILTY 100,00 60.88 15,38 17.02 L71 .. of' 5 CHANGE PLF.A TO GUILTV 100,00 47;99 16,21 31.76 i; ?1 2.33 JURY TR I AI. 100,00 44.21 17.01 33.20 ,.72 2,86 
COURT TRIAL 100,00 42.42 15,27 38.57 1: 76 1,98 
TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 100,00 <44:98 13.65 36.55 1~6i 3,21, SENTENCE 100,00 50:93 16,01 28.39 1.11:5 2.85 DEATH ,DO ~1l0 ,00 ,00 . ~ 00 ,no PRISON 100,00 48.46 16,46 29.62 ~.3' 3,12 
YOUTH AUTNORITY 100,00 44 ~ 44 18.19 32,69 1: 92 2,'6 PROBATION 1.00.00 56 ~ 41 11,65 27.21 ,': 98 2.;5 

\ PROBATION AND JAIL 100.00 51~26 16.41 28.12 ~;I)n ~"O JAIL 100.00 44.04 18.00 32:25 a,? 2,96 fiNE 11)0,00 48~28 14,66 30d.7 1. a !I,17 CRC 100.00 50 ',86 23,60 20,98 ;91 3,65 MOSO 100,00 72;88 8,05 14,41 i:~;; 1,69 OTHER 100'.00 33;33 33.33 16.67 :00 16.67 

NOTEI DATA 'OR,SANTA CLARA COUNTY A~~ NOT AVAiLABLE, 
IT IS ESTIMATID THA' THESS DATA ARE 35 PERCENf UNDSRR&PORTED. INDiVIDUAL COUNTIES HAY VARY. 
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TYPE or DISPOSITION 

DISPOSlllON or r~LONV ARReSTS 
LAW E~rORCEMENT ~E[EASES 
COMPLAINTS DENIED 

COMPLAINTS rILeD 
MlSDE.MEANOR 
rElONY 

LOWER C0URT DISPOSITIONS 
D 15~11 SSEO 
ACQU I HED 
CONVICTED 

GUILTY PLF.4 
JURY TRIAL 
CJURT TR lAL 

SENTENCE 
YOUTH AUTHORITY 
PROBATION 

..- PROBA TI ON AND jA I L 
00 JA I L 
.p... fiNE 

OTHER 
SUpeRI1~ COURT DISPOSITioNS 

DISMISSED 
ACQUITTED 
CONVICTED 

ORIGINAL PLe~ or GUiLTV 
CHANGE PLFA TO GUILTY 
JURY TRIAL 
COURT TRIAL 
TRI4L BY TRANSCRIPT 

SfNTE:~CE 
DEATH 
PRISON 

NOTe, 

YOUTH AUTIoIORin 
PROBATION 
PROBATION AND JAIL 
JAIL 
FINS 
CRe 
HDSO 
OTHER 

DISPOSITION oF' 

ToUL.S 

1455?5 
128:n 
20141 

1125'53 
5.4294 
5B2'59 
79407 
25l'A1 

7155 
53571 
5223(1 

733 
608 

53571 
'55 

18714 
197'57 

95?8 
52AO 

237 
33146 

3618 
9?0 

28606 
77Qf, 

168'55 
2798 

910 
249 

28608 
0 

6003 
1303 
4292 

143'56 
1417 

116 
877 
236 

6 

( 

ADULT rELONY ARRESTs iN.S7 
TV'E 0, DISPOSITION BV SEV 

COUNTIES, 1977 

sex 
HALE rEMALE 

124252 20604 
11295 1473 
17152 2891 
95805 16240 
45658 8442 
50147 7798 
66519 125fl8 
20712 4257 

676 76 
45131 A255 
43992 B058 

629 100 
510 97 

45131 8255 
52 3 

15049 3612 
16963 2720 

8385 1103 
4482 785 

203 32 
29286 3652 

3086 516 
836 77 

25364 3059 
6803 931 

14964 1802 
25e4 190 

794 108 
219 28 

25364 3059 
0 0 

5612 344 
1251 44 
3408 863 

'12724 1538 
1310 101 

102 14 
718 153 
~33 2 

6 0 

DATA VORSANT. C~A6A COUNTY ARE Nor AV41~ABLE. 
IT is ES1tMATBD THAT TH&Se DATA ~Re 3, PERceNT UND&RREPORTEri. INDIViDUAL COU~TIES HAY VARY • 

. ' 

;; i 
.. ________ . ...-r-____ ~ __________________ __ 
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UN~NOWN 

669 
63 
98 

508 
194 
314 
3DO 
112 

3 
185 
180 

4 
1 

185 
0 

!5J 
11 
40 
13 

2 
21'S 

16 
7 

185 
62 
89 
24 

8 
2 

185 
0 

41 
8 

21 
96 

6 \ 

0 
6 
1 
0 
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TYPE Of DISPOSITION 

DISPQSITION OF F~LONY ARReSTS 
LAW ENFORG~MENT RE~eASES 
COMPLAINTS DENIED 

COMPLAINTS FILeD 
MIS[JEHEANO~ 
FELUNY 

LOWER COURT DISPOSITIUNS 
DISMISSED 
ACQU I TTED 
CONVICTED 

GU IL TV PLFA 
JURY TRIAL 
COUF:i TRUL 

SENTE~~rE 
YOUTH AUTHORITY 
PROBATION 
PROBATION AND JAIL 

0;; JAIL 
VI fINE 

OTHER 
supeRIUR COURT DISPOSITiONS 

DIS~11SSED 
ACQUI TTED 
CONVICTEP 

ORIGINAL PLEA or GUiLTY 
CHANGE PLiA TO GUILTY 
JURY TRIAL 
COURT TRIAL 
TRIAL BY T~ANSCRIPT 

SENTENCE 
DEATH 
PRISON 

NOTEI 

YOUTH AUTIolORUV 
PROBATION 
PROBATION ~~D JAIL 
JAIl. 
F'INe 
CRe 
MOSO 
OTHER 

DISPOSITION Of' 

ToTAL.S 

100:00 
. 100~00 
100:00 
100:00 
.100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
10C:00 
100:UO 
10[1:00 
100~OO 
100:00 
100:00 
100;00 
100.00 
100:00 
100:00 
10(l~00 
100.00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 

~oo 
100.00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 
100:00 

·100:00 

((-Q-
'-\...v 

ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 5' 
TYPe or nlSPOSITION BV 'E~ 

COUNTIES. 1977 

MolL& 
se~ 
reMJ.L.E 

85.38 14.16 
88.03 11.48 
85.16 14,39 
8!:.12 14,43 
84.09 15.55 
86.08 13.39 
83.7"1 15.85 
82:58 16.97 
89,;;4 10.07 
84;25 15.41 
84.23 15.43 
85.81 13.64 
83.88 15,95 
84.25 15,41 
94.55 5.45 
80.42 19.30 
85.84 13,77 
88;00 11,58 
84.89 H.B7 
85;65 13.50 
88:35 11.02 
85.30 14,26 
90.87 3,37 
86;66 10.69 
87.26 11.94 
88:78 10.69 
92.35 6.79 
87.2!1 11.87 
87.95 h.24 
66:66 10.69 

;00 .00 
93;49 5.7J 
96.01 3.36 
79.40 20.11 
86:62 10.71 
92.45 7,13 
87,93 12,07 
81.87 17,45 
98; 73 .6' 

100:00 ,00 

DATA 'OR SANT4 CLA~A COUNTY ARE NOT' AVAyL.ABLe. 
IT IS ESTIHATaD THAT THeSE DATA ARe a5 peRCENT UND&RREPORTen, INCtVlDUAL COUNTi!~ HAV v.~¥ . 

.. , 

, 

'''" ?~ ,,-'- , 
~ 

~ 

UNKNOWN 

.'16 

.49 

.49 

.45 

.36 

.54 

.38 

.45 
,40 
.35 
.34 
.55 
.16 
.35 
.00 
.28 
~39 
,42 
.25 
,84 
,63 
.44 
.16 
,65 
.so 
.53 
~S6 
.88 
.80 
.65 
,00 
.78 
,61 
.49 
,67 
.42 \, 
,00 
,68 
,42 
.00 

t' ., 



-} 

, 
....--:..--

~ ~~ Q 
-..d "--

DISPOSITION or ADULT pELONY ARRESTs tN 57 COUNTIES. 1977 
TY~e or DISPOSITION BV 4Ga 

"'lIlt TYPE Of DISPOSITION AGE TOTAL.S UNDER 20~2f) JO~39 40 UNKNflWN ;0 VEj,R~ VEARS ANO VEARS OVER 
DISPOSITION Qf rELONV ARReSTS 145525 18709 8424;? 26443 !4QJ2 1191) LAW ENFORCEMENT RELEASES 12831 2254 7497 1972 1ri',33 55 COMPLAINTS DENIED 2(1141 2937 116tJ4 3598 a91 10" COMPLAINTS rILeD 112553 135i6 65141 20873 11"82 1D39 MISDEMEANO~ 54294 7277 31249 9517 589'5 356 FELONy 58259 6241 33892 11356 60A7 68~ l.OWER COURT DISPOSITIONS 79407 10411 45778 14~92 8~07 ~19 DISMISSED 25081 2721 14889 4672 21374 225 ACQU I neD 755 62 427 159 9'3 12 CONVICTED 53571 76 28 30462 ~'261 5~~8 ~82 GUILTY PLH 52230 7490 29687 9u14 51165 31. JURY TRIAL 733 74 420 140 04 5 COURT TR UL 608 ,,4 355 107 79 3 SENTENCE 53571 7628 30462 9261 5q~8 38~ YOUTH AUTHORiTY 55 31 24 0 0 ii PROBATION 18714 2751 10110 3322 2,¢8 133 .... PROBATION AND JAIL 19757 2981 11400 3310 1933 133 ex> JAIL 9528 1081 5740 1692 q4i 74 
0\ 

rlNE 5280 744 3048 897 '351 40 OTHER 237 40 1411 40 15 2 SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITIONS 33146 3107 1936] 6781 3.7'3 420 DISMISSED 3618 240 20304 818 4::!4 102 ACQU I TTED 920 56 514 202 1"8 20 CONVICTED 26608 2811 16815 5761 t'o,=! 298 ORIGINAL PLeA Or GUILTY 7796 938 45511 1423 782 9., CHANGE PL~4 TO GUJ~YV 16855 1593 10070 3355 U76 161 JURY TRIAL 2798 191 1581 670 ~2~ 21'1 COURT TRIAL 910 66 479 247 In1 11 TRIAL BY T~ANSCRIPT 249 23 127 66 .30 3 SENTENCE 28608 2811 1681'S 5761 2~,3 298 DEATH a 0 0 0 0 0 PFdSON 6003 207 342] 1616 ~al 7& YOUTH 'UT~ORIT" 1303 638 649 0 3 13 PROBATION 4292 339 2306 962 640 45 
\ 

PROBATION AND JAIL 14358 14;5 . 8619 2607 1~,-7 s'3t1 JAIL 1417 116 812 326 14'3 18 nNE 116 4 58 24 23 ., CRC 877 \8 64' 164 43 ? HOSO 236 13 99 ~2 60 * OTHeR 6 1 .. 0 1 It 

NOTS. DATA rOR SANTA Cl..~A COUNTY ARE NOT AVAil.ABLE., . 
INDfVioUAC COUNTies HAY VARY. IT IS eSTIH4TSD THAT Twess DATA ARe 35 'ERC6NT UND&RR6PORTEft. 

l' 

7 I 
u.~ __________________ , ________________________ __ 
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TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

DISPOSITION OF rELONV ARReSTs 
LAW ENFORCEMENT RE~EASES 
COMPLAINTS DENIED 

COHPLAINTS FILeD 
MISOl:HE;ANOR 
FELONY 

LOWER COURT DISPOSITIONS 
D I SllI SSED 
ACQUITTED 
CONVICTED 

G U ! '. TV P L F A 
JURY TRIAL 
COURT TRIAL 

SENTENCE 
YOUTH AUTHOR lTV 

.... PROBATION 
00 PROBATION AND JA1~ 
-...l JA IL 

rillE 
OTHER 

SUPERIOR COURT DISPOSITiONS 
DISMISSED 
ACQU I nEU 
CONVICTED 

ORiGINAL PLEA or GUiLTY 
CHANGE PLFA TO aUILTY 
JURY TR IAL 
COUHT TRIAL 
TRIAL BY TRANSCRIPT 

SENTENCE 
DEATH 
PRISON 
YOUTH AUTIofORITY 
PROBATION 
PROBATIQN AND JAIL 
JAIL 
F'l NE 
eRe 
MDSO 
OTHER 

DISPOSITION 

TOTALS 

100,00 
100 ('0 
100,00 
100.00 
100'.00 
100.00 
100,00 
100.00 
100.01) 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100,00 
100,00 
100.00 
1(10.00 
100.00 
1(10,00 
100,00 
100.00 
10u.oo 
100,00 
100.0(1 
100,00 
100.00 
10o,0~ 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100,00 

.01) 
100.00 
100,00 
100.00 
1('0,00 
100.00 
100.00 
100,00 
10,0.00 
100.00 

') 

or ADULT FELON'!' ARRESTS IN 57 COUNTIes, 1977 
TY"E or OISPOSlfION Bv AtH! 

AGE 
UNDeR 20~20 ~O-39 4" 

;0 YEARS VEARS iNn 
YEARS OVeR 

12.86 57,89 18.17 lij:'26 
17.57 58,43 15 1 37 8:21 
14.58 57,61 17 .86 0:42 
12:Ul 57 bB 8 18.55 1ri:65 
13.40 57.56 17.53 1n: 1I 6 
10: 71 5a.17 19.49 10.45 
13,11 57,65 17.75 1n:71 
10.85 59,36 18.63 1ri',(l6 

6:21 56.56 21.06 1,:1)8 
14:24 56.1\6 17.29 lri:90 
14:34 56.84 17.26 liL135 
10.10 57.30 19.10 111: fl2 
10,53 58.39 17.60 1'),99 
14.24 56.86 17.29 In:9o 
56.36 43.64 .00 " 00 
14.70 54.n2 17.75 1:1; '11 
15'. U9 57.7U 16.15 i::78 
11: 35 60.24 17.76 Q:S8 
14:U9 57,73 16.99 1n:44 
16,(38 59,u7 16.88 6.33 

9 • ..17 58.42 2u.46 10:48 
6,63 56.1'2 22.61 It: 72 
6:u9 55,87 21.96 13:91 
9.83 56.78 20.14 111:22 

12:03 ~6,47 18.25 1ii:03 
9.45 59,74 19.91 0:94 
6:83 56.'50 23.95 11:72 
7:25 52.64 27,14 11: 76 
9;24 51.00 26.51 1',"5 
9,83 5a.78 2u.14 10:(12 

.uo .00 .00 :no 
3.45 57.02 26.92 11:34 

45:96 49.B1 .00 :23 
7'90 53,73 22.41 14: 91 

10~27 61,42 18.16 q'. (14 
8:19 57.30 23.01 lri:23 
3,45 50,0(1 20,69 h:8J 
2.J5 73.55 18.70 4:90 
?;51 41,9' 26.27 2';:42 

16: 61 66." ~OO 16~67 

DATA rOR SANT4 CLARA COUNTy ARE NOT AVAI~AaLE, 
IT 16 &STJH4r&D THAT THiSS DATA ARe 35 'ERC&NT UNDSRREPORTED. INDiViDUAL COUNTIes HAY VARY. 

", 

I 

, 

~,"'" 

~fr 

UNKNOWN 

.~2 
,43 
,52 
,92 
.~6 

t,17 
,78 
.90 

1,159 
.h 
,12 
.AS 
,49 
.71 
,00 
.'1 
,t.7 
.78 
.'6 
,84 

t,~7 
2,112 
12,17 
1.0~ 
1.22 

,96 
1 oil 0 
1.21 
1.20 
t,04 

,no 
1,27 
t.no 
t,oS 

.91 
t.27 
',03 

\ 

,AD 
.15 
.1i0 
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DISPOSrTION OF ADULT FeLoNY ARReSTS IN SUPERIOR COURTS of 57 CQUNTlE5, PRlnR CRIMINAL ReCORD BY TYPF. OF DISPOSITION 

TYPE OP n!!p~S'TrON 

5UPF.RI~R C'U'T DISPOSITioNS 
DJSMTS"En 
ACCUTTTEI'I 
CONVTcre" 

nRrGTN~L PLEA OF GUt~TY 
CHANGE p[eA TO GUILTY 
JU~Y TCI~L 
COUR,T TRfAL 
TRTA[ ~Y T~ANSCRIPT 

5e~ITerJCE 
"e ATJ.4 
PRTSON 
VfJ!IT~ 6UTHORITV 
PRnBAHo~ 

PR"BATrON AND JAIL 
JA fL 

_ FINe 
00 . eRe 
00 MD~O 

CTIIE~ 

Nan; 

TOTALS 

33146 
36 18 

920 . 
2 86 08 

7796, 
1685.5 

2798 
910 
249 

28608 
0 

6003 
1303 
4292 

14~SIl 
1411 

116 
877 
236 

6 

~m 
PRIoR 

ReCORD 

SQ34 
f,40 
163 

SIS1 
1755 
2795 

401 
1s!'! 

.51.' 
.5151 

('I 

~66 
2":7 
1~17 
2939 

137 
26 
29 
58 

2 

PRIOR CRIMrNAL RECuRD In sc. n'JE TWO PRI;]R PRIoR PRIOR RECORD PRISoN PR1~ON 

21282 28b? 1182 
2270 319 123 575 74 31 18 437 2474 1028 48813 540 199 

11101 1464 633 
1714 370 143 

575 84 40 159 16 13 18437 2474 1028 a 0 0 3400 1199 '24 1001 1 3 
Z5Z5 164 62 9608 860 334 

967 157 59 
75 1 1 12,4 7] 31 134 19 14 :3 0 0 

DATA FOP SANTA CLARA COUNTY ARE NOT AVAILABCE. 
IT IS E~TrMATcD THAT THESE DATA ARe 35 PERCENT UNOERREPORT£O. INOIVrDUA~ COUNTIES MAY VAR¥~ '~ESS C~NvrCTED Off!NSE DATA INCLUDE BOTH MJSDe~eANCRS AND FELoNiES. 

3;'P~US 
PRIOR. 

PR1SON 

752 
65 
14 

673 
149 
391 

9B 
24 , 

673 
0 

376 
0 

40 
19'1' 

50 
0 
8 
l 
0 

\ 

~ 

"'-.Y 

1977 

UNI<NnWN 

1109 
201 

63 
!l45 
265 
465 

12 
]'T 

6 
A45 

0 
13 B 
2L 

184 
420 
47 
13 
12 
9 
l 

\ 

, 
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SUPeRInR CnU.T D!sPOSITioNS 
OISMIss!:n 
AcounTEn 
CO"lVTCTEn, 

ORYGYNALPLEA OF GUILTY 
CHftNGE peeA TO GUILTV 
JU!1Y T!'lIAL 
CQIIRT TR7AL 
TRYAL ~y TRANSCRIPT 

5 ~N T" ~lC E 
neATH 
PRTSON 
YOI.lTY f,UTHORITY 
PRnB"T!O~ 
PRnBATto~ AND ~Ar~ 
JATL 
p I ~!E 
CRr' 

~ MO';O 
DTHE~ 

DISPOSITION 

TOTALS 

100,00 
100,00 
100,00 
100,00 
100,no 
1,00.C'0 
~on,po 
100,no 
100.00 
100,00 

,00 
100,00 
100,00 
lOO,OO 
100,00 
100,00 
100.00 
100,00 
10o,no 
100.00 

( 

OF AnUL:T FELONV ARRESTS IN SUPERIOR COURTS OF 57 CaUNTlES, PRIoR CRIMINAL RECORD BY TYPe OF OXSPDSITION 

PRIOR CRP1INAL RECORO 
~!n poilSC, rJ~ IE TWo 3';'PL.US PRioR PRioR PRioR PRIOR PRIoR ReCnRD RECORD PRISoN pRISON PRISoN 

17',96 64,21 B,65 3,57 2,27 17 .69 62,74 6,82 3,40 1,80 17~ 72 62,50 B~04 3,:;7 1'.52 111,Q1 64,45 B,65 3,59 2,35 22',:; 1 62. '10 6.93 2,55 1'.91 16',59 65,86 8.69 3.76 2',36 14.33 61.7.6 13',22 5 oll 3',50 
l~', 48 63.19 9.23 4.40 2~64 2n~08 63,B6 6.43 5,22 2', a 1 lA,Ol 64.4S B.65 3.59 2,35 ,00 ,00 ,DO .00 " no 
6,10 56,b4 19,97 8,73 b',26 21.26 76,R, ,08 ,23 ~oo 3/)."8 58.A3 3,Rl 1,44 ' 93 

20.4" 66.92 5~99 2,33 1~~7 9,67 68.24 U~OB 4,16 3~!l3 22.41 64.66 .86 ,B6 ,00 3.31 82,S;; S'.3Z 3,53 ~91 Z4:58 !i6,78 B~05 5,93 ~IIS 33~3~ 50,00 :00 ,00 ',00 

NOTi' DATA ~OR SANTA CLARA CaUNTY ARE NOT AVAILABCE. 
IT IS E~TIMATED THAT THEse DATA ARE ~5 PEI~CENT UNOeRREPORTED. INDIVIDUAL COUNTIES MAY VARY, 
T~E§E C~NVICTEO OFFeN5~ DATA INCLUDE BoTH MISDEMEANORS AND FELQNZES

e 

" 

1977 

UNKNnWN 

~,35 
5,56 
6,S5 
2,95 
3,40 
2,76 
2,57 
4.07 
2,41 
2. 95 

,DO 
2,30 
1.61 
4.29 
2. 9 3 
3.32 

11.21 
1.3'7 
~.81 

16,67 

~ 

....::.....::/ 

:j 
" 

I; 
I 
'~ 

-) 

, 

\ 

L' 
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DISPOSITIoN nF AoUCT FeLoNV ARReSTS IN SUPF.RIOR COURTS OF 57 CoUNTlES, 197'1' ExISTING CRIMINAL STATUS BY TYPE of DISPUSITION 

, I 

TVPE OF ~r~p~stTION 

SUPERI~R C~URT DISPOSITION! 
OI~MTSHO 
ACOUTTTEn 
CO"lVTCTEr) 

nRfGINhL PLEA OF GUI~TV 
CH8~~E preA To GUILTY 
JUrlY PIAL 
COII~i' TR' H 
TRIAL RY TRANSCRIPT 

~ENTC:NeE 
DEqH 
ilRTsnN 
YQIITH t.U'fHOR lTV 
PR"BhTrON 
PRnB~TtOH AND JAIL 
JAYI. 
F!t..JE 
CRt: 
MD~O 
OTHeR 

TOTALS 

33146 
3618 

920 
28606 
7796 

16855 
2'19!l 

910 
249 

28606 
() 

0003 
1303 
4292 

1'+;358 
1411 

116 
677 
236 

6 

1'OT o~J 
UNnER PROBATlON 

COMHTtttH 

l8nA 8506 
2}20 83l 
536 205 

1592l 7470 
4497 2002 
9?38 455~1 
1465 657 

550 201 
164 51 

15922 7410 
0 0 

2192 1612 
750 300 

3n45 842 
8'762 36A!I 
~17 415 

66 :~6 
~29 HS 
)58 ;1 

3 1 

F.XISTING CRIMINAL STATUS 
ON Y[]UT4 IJN SERVING 

eRC AUTHORITY PRISUN NONPRSN PAROLE PARDLE PAIWLIi TERM 
796 1201 241~ 339 

89 95 250 19 
18 29 59 5 

669 1077 2103 315 
171 239 39Z 143 
431 657 1278 158 

69 14'1 352 a 
15 27 65 4 3 6 16 Z 609 1077 2103 315 

0 0 0 0 
277 361) 1187 7Z 2 207 3 20 

S4 44 ~O3 18 
241 362 b12 126 

43 69 143 7Z 
0 0 0 1 

72 21 44 It 
0 , 11 2 
0 1 0 0 

NOTEI DATA ~o~ SANTA CLARA enUNTY ARE NOT AVAILASCE. 
IT IS eSTIMATED THAT THeSE DATA ARe 35 PE~CeNT UNOeRREPORTeD, INDIVIDUAL CQUNTI!S MAY VARY. 
THeSe CONVICTEO oFFeNSe OATA INCLUD! toTH M'SO!MEAN~RS AND FeLoNIES. 

-. 
~~" __ ~ ______ ~ ______ ~~j ____________ .a ________ ~ ______ ~ __________________________________ ~ ____________ ~ ____________ ~ ______ __ 

SeRVING 
PlnSUN 

TERM 

205 
13 

15 
187 

87 
69 
27 

:3 
1 

187 
0 

1S7 
n 
Z 

17 
11 

0 
0 
0 
0 

-
, 

, 
.,..~ 

i 

UNKNOWN 

i101) 
201 
63 

845 
265 
465 

72 
37 

6 
845 

0 
i3B 
21 

184 
420 

47 
13 
12 

9 
1 

\ 
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DISPOSITIoN nF ADULT FELO~Y ARRESTS IN SUPERIOR COURTS OF 57 COUNTIES, 1977 EXISTING CRIMINAL STATUS BY TYPE of DISPOSITION 

TVPE OF ~I~P~S'TION 

5UPERI~R C~U~T DISPOSITIONS 
OIS,I1IS'iEn 
ACQUnTEn 
eONVICTEn 

nRrGTN~L PLEA OF GUl~TY 
CHft~GE preA TO GUILTV 
JU'V TI!I~L 
COII~T TRYAL 
TRTAC pY TRANSCRIPT 

SENTH1CE 
OEq~ 
PR1S0N 
VD"TIof t.UTHORITY 
PR"BhTtO'l 
PR~BAT!aN AND JAIL 
JA tL 

...... II 1 ~'E 
;:: eRe 

HD~O 
OTHER 

TOTAI.S 

100,00 
100,00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00' 
100.00 
100,00 
100,00 
100,no 
100,00 

,00 
100.00 
100,nO 
100.00 
100.00 
100,00 
100,00 
10(',00 
100.00 
100,00 

tlOT ON 
UNnER PROBATION 

COMMTt'NT 

Sh,nS 25,66 
!SA."O Z 2,9 07 
50,26 22.28 
.55,66 26,11 
57,69 25.6e 
54.81 ,7.05 
52,36 23.48 
61,32 22.09 
65,86 20,48 
55.66 26,11 

,00 ,00 
3~.52 26,85 
57.56 23 .C2 
71'1,Q5 19 ,62 
61,1l3 26,59 
43,54 29,29 
.56.90 31,03 
31@51 4.5,04 
66.95 21,61 
''',00 16,67 

EXISTING C~IMI~AL ST4TUS 
ON YOUTI-l ON SERVING 

eRe AUTHORITY PRISON NONPRSN 
PAROLE PAROLE PARULe Tr: Rf~ 

2.40 3.62 7,28 1.02 2.46 2.63 6.91 .53 
1. 96 3015 6.41 .54 
2.41 3.76 7.35 1.10 
Z.19 ~.O7 !J.03 1.83 
2.56 3.90 7.58 ,94 
2.47 5,29 12,56 .29 
1,b5 2,97 7d4 ,44 
1.20 2,41 6,43 ,°0 
2.41 3,76 7,35 1,10 

.00 .00 ,00 ,00 
4.61 6tl3 19.77 1.20 

.15 15.(l9 .23 1,53 
1.26 1.03 2,40 ,42 
1.68 2,52 - 4.26 ,68 
3,03 4.87 10.09 .5.0a 

,00 ,00 tOO .86 
8,21 2,39 :;.02 .46 

,00 2.12 1t,66 .85 
,00 i6.67 .00 ,00 

NOTEI D~TA FO- SANTA CLARA eOUNTY A~f NOT AVAILABCE, 
IT IS E~TIMAT~D THAT THese DATA A~e 35 PeRCeNT UNDERREPORTeD, INDIVIDUAL COUNTIES MAV VARV, 
T~e§E CM~V1CTao OPFENSE DATA INCLUDE BoTH MISDeMEANORS AND FELONISS, 

-0 

SeRVING 
PRISON 

TERM 

,1'>2 
.36 
.54 
.65 

1.12 
.41 
,96 
,33 
,40 
,65 
.00 

2,62 
0 0 0 
,05 
.12 
.18 
,00 
,00 
,00 
,00 

-) 
... 

, 
-"" 

:\ ; ) 
,,----

UNKNOWN 
, 

3.35 
5.56 
6.85 
2.95 
3.40 
2,76 
2.57 
4.,,7 
2.41 
2.95 

.00 
2.30 
1.~1 
4.29 
2.93 
3.32 

11.21 
1.37 
3.Bl 

16.67 

\ 

t' 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1977a 

Disposition Level by County 

Dispositions 

Total felony arrest dispositions 
Law enforcement releases 

'Complaints denied 
Comphlints filed 

I\lisdemeanor ... . 
Felony ...... . 

Lower court dispositions 
Dismissed .. 
Acquitted .. 
Convicted 

Guilty plea 
Jury trial 
Court trial 

Sentence ......... . 
California Yout.h Authority 
Straight probation 
Probation and jail •. 
County jail 
Fine ...... . 
Other ...... . 

Superior court dispositions 
Dismissed . . . . .. ., 
Acquitted ..... . 
Convicted ..... . 

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

Sentence ..... . 
Death ...... . 
S ta te prison ...... . 
California Youth Authority 
Straight probation 
Probation and jail ...• 
County jail . • . . . . . 
Fine ......... . 
California Rehabilitation 

Center ...... . 
State hospital- MDSO . 
Other •.•.....•. 

Total 

145,525 b 
12,829 
20,121 

112,553 
54,294 
58,259 
79,407 
25,081 

755 
53,571 
52,230 

733 
608 

53,571 
55 

18,714 
19,757 
9,528 
5,280 

237 
33,146 
3,618 

920 
28,608 

7,796 
16,855 
2,798 

910 
249 

28,608 
o 

6,003 
1,303 
4,292 

14,358 
1,417 

116 

877 
236 

6 

Alameda 

8,524 
162 

1,256 
7,106 
3,198 
3,908 
6,032 
2,064 

74 
3,894 
3,727 

50 
117 

3,894 
4 

1,595 
1,057 

965 
209 

64 
1,074 

127 
13 

934 
114 
764 

48 
8 
o 

934 
o 

107 
30 

202 
509 

55 
o 

25 
5 
1 

Alpine 

5 
o 
2 
3 
o 
3 

2 
o 
o 
2 
2 
o 
o 
2 
o 
1 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

. 1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

Amador 

64 
o 
5 

59 
10 
49 
45 
11 

2 
32 
32 
o 
o 

32 
o 

21 
3 
4 
4 
o 

14 
2 
1 

11 
3 
3 
5 
o 
o 

11 
o 
3 
3 
2 
2 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Butte 

388 
27 
22 

339 
79 

260 

169 
47 

1 
121 
118 

o 
3 

121 
o 

27 
36 
43 
15 
o 

170 
16 

6 
148 
77 
40 
26 

3 
2 

148 
o 

52 
1 

19 
75 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

County of disposition 

Calaveras 

101 
1 
6 

94 
21 
73 

61 
14 
2 

45 
41 

2 
2 

45 
o 

10 
14 
9 

12 
o 

33 
4 
o 

29 
8 

16 
5 
o 
o 

29 
o 
5 
o 
6 

11 
4 
o 
1 
2 
o 

Colusa 

49 
o 
o 

49 
20 
29 

30 
8 
o 

22 
20 

1 
1 

22 
o 
4 
9 
6 
3 
o 

19 
3 
1 

15 
8 
3 
1 
3 
o 

15 
o 
6 
o 
o 
9 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Contra Costa 

3,437 
595 
337 

2,505 
1,288 
1,217 

1,609 
466 

18 
1,125 
1,081 

38 
6 

1,125 
3 

213 
336 
362 
195 

16 
896 

53 
10 

833 
76 

669 
80 

8 
o 

833 
o 

115 
52 
81 

496 
42 

3 

36 
8 
o 

a . 
bit J.s eatlmated that thale data are 35 percent underreported. Individual counthll may vary. Data fOf. Santa Clara County are not availabla. 

Totallncludee 22 arrest. {rom atllta aganela. ralaaaed at 10calllVilia fr0';1l unknown counties. 

Del Norte 

273 
37 
25 

211 
89 

122 

142 
45 

2 
95 
92 
o 
3 

95 
o 

30 
7 

37 
21 
o 

69 
6 
3 

60 
28 
19 
11 
2 
o 

60 
o 

15 
I 
4 

12 
25 
o 
o 
3 
o 

El Dorado 

424 
7 

31 
386 
121 
265 

255 
92 

3 
160 
150 

1 
9 

160 
o 

42 
53 
33 
3] 

I 

131 
31 

I 
99 
44 
45 

8 
2 
o 

99 
o 

11 
2 

17 
58 
II 
o 
o 
o 
o 

:sm 

--I 

J 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1977a - CONTINUED 

Disposition Level by County 

Dispositions 

Total felony arrest dispositions 
Law enforcement releases 
Complaints denied '. '. 
Complaints filed . . .. .. 

Misdemeanor . . .. .. 
Felony ...... . 

Lower court dispositions . 
Dismissed .. 
Acquitted .. 
Convicted 

Guilty plea 
Jury trial 
Court trial 

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

Superior court dispositions 
Dismissed ..... . 
Acquitted ..... . 
Convicted ..... . 

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

Sen telll'e ..... . 
Death ...... . 
State prison ....... . 
California Youth Authority 
Straight probation ..•. 
Probation and jail ....• 
County jail .. . . . . . . 
Fine .......... . 
California Rehabilitation 

Center •••.....• 
State hospital - MDSO .. 
Other •.••....•... 

Fresno 

2,896 
220 
299 

2,377 
1,027 
1,350 
2,247 

998 
.i1 

1,238 
1,200 

31 
7 

) ,238 
2 

241 
829 
128 
37 

1 

130 
14 

5 
111 
52 
32 
27 
o 
o 

111 
o 

50 
4 
3 

43 
1 
o 

10 
o 
o 

Glenn 

113 
8 
o 

105 
33 
72 

47 
9 
o 

38 
37 

I 
o 

38 
o 
7 

16 
8 
7 
o 

58 
9 
3 

46 
25 

7 
11 

3 
o 

46 
o 

15 
4 
3 

23 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Humboldt 

694 
13 
29 

652 
195 
457 
460 
169 

3 
288 
285 

2 
I 

288 
o 

133 
69 
64 
22 
o 

192 
34 

2 
156 
42 
83 
28 

3 
o 

156 
o 

48 
4 

26 
59 
15 
o 
1 
3 
o 

County of disposition 

Imperial 

473 
47 
18 

408 
110 
298 
314 

77 
10 

227 
222 

o 
5 

227 
1 

72 
47 

. 80 
27 
o 

94 
13 

3 
78 
34 
36 

6 
2 
o 

78 
o 

17 
3 

18 
25 

7 
G 

7 
1 
o 

Inyo 

97 
o 
4 

93 
12 
81 
45 
17 

1 
27 
25 
o 
2 

27 
o 
6 
8 
5 
8. 
o 

48 
7 
1 

40 
28 
11 

1 
o 
o 

40 
o 
6 
o 

12 
17 
2 
2 

o 
1 
o 

~t is estimated that these data are 35 percent underreported.lndlvlduai counties may vary. Data for Santa Clara County are not uvallable. 

-

Kern 

3,020 
208 
103 

2,709 
1,313 
1,396 
2,122 

681 
II 

1,430 
1,409 

15 
6 

1,430 
5 

637 
525 
188 
73 

2 

587 
35 
13 

539 
319 
160 
58 

1 
1 

539 
o 

162 
21 
70 

240 
19 

3 

18 
6 
o 

Kings 

597 
12 
13 

572 
152 
420 
429 
179 

o 
250 
243 

3 
4 

250 
o 

56 
132 
47 
15 
o 

143 
30 

6 
107 
23 
48 
36 
o 
o 

107 
o 

42 
5 
6 

41 
1 
1 

10 
1 
o 

Lake 

222 
10 
9 

203 
27 

176 
87 
28 

2 
57 
52 

1 
4 

57 
o 

20 
15 
1~ 
3 
o 

116 
10 
9 

97 
30 
47 
17 

3 
o 

97 
o 

37 
3 
9 

29 
15 

1 

3 
o 
o 

, 

\ 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1977a - CONTINUED 

O:sposition Level by COlinty 

Dispositions 

Total felony arrest dispositions 
Law enforcement releases .. 
Complaints denied ..... 
Complaints filed . . .. .. 

Misdemeanor ... 
Felony ....•. 

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

Guilty plea .. . . 
Jury trial .. " ., 
C ou rt trial .. .. .. .• 

Sentence .... .. .. 
California Youth Authority 
S tmight probation .. 
Probation and jail .. ,. 
County jail ..... . . . 
Fine .......... . 
Other .......... . 

Superior court dispositions 
Dis misse d .... . . 
Acquitted ..... . 
Convicted ..... . 

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

Sentence ..... . 
Death ........•.. 
State prison .......• 
Cali fornia Youth Authority 
S tr:light probation '" 
Probation and jail .... . 
County jail ....... . 
Fine .......... . 
California Rehabilitation 

Center ........ . 
State hospital -- MDSO .. 
Other ••..••..... 

Lassen 

102 
o 
7 

95 
27 
68 
54 
17 
o 

37 
37 
o 

.0 
37 
o 
7 
7 

12 
11 
o 

41 
3 
1 

37 
25 
10 

1 
1 
o 

37 
o 

27 
o 
1 
8 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Los Angeles 

60,187 
8,433 

11,269 
40,485 
25,355 
15,130 
27,918 

7,314 
302 

20,302 
19,829 

255 
218 

20,302 
1(\ 

7,718 
6,659 
3,645 
2,185 

85 

12,567 
1,572 

502 
10,493 

1,722 
7,157 

851 
571 
192 

10,493 
o 

1,860 
578 

1,960 
5,022 

604 
63 

328 
78 
o 

Madera 

530 
10 

1 
519 
120 
399 
267 

89 
3 

175 
168 

7 
o 

175 
1 

11 
74 
76 
13 
o 

252 
48 
11 

193 
36 
98 
54 

3 
2 

193 
(} 

80 
21 
13 
63 

8 
o 
3 
5 
o 

County of disposition 

Marin 

859 
o 

133 
726 
318 
408 
501 
140 

9 
352 
344 

5 
3 

352 
1 

133 
173 
35 
10 
o 

225 
8 
8 

209 
26 

123 
28 
32 
o 

209 
o 

39 
3 

11 
144 

7 
o 

1 
4 
o 

Mariposa 

64 
o 
o 

64 
16 
48 

34 
8 
o 

26 
26 
o 
o 

26 
o 

10 
3 
5 
8 
o 

30 
o 
1 

29 
14 
14 

1 
o 
o 

29 
o 
2 
2 

17 
8 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Mendocino 

367 
19 
4 

344 
102 
242 

206 
59 

3 
144 
124 

3 
17 

144 
o 

29 
40 
51 
23 

1 

138 
7 
8 

123 
63 
33 
27 
o 
o 

123 
o 

47 
7 
8 

40 
20 
o 
1 
o 
o 

~t ia 6stimated that these data are 35 percent underreported. Individual couutles may vary. Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 

- , 

Merced 

650 
2 
2 

646 
223 
423 
359 
143 

o 
216 
211 

2 
3 

216 
o 

40 
58 
60 
58 
o 

287 
26 

7 
254 
100 
102 

33 
16 
3 

254 
o 

51 
5 

10 
169 

3 
1 

13 
2 
o 

Modoc 

48 
o 
I 

47 
9 

38 

19 
6 
o 

13 
11 

1 
1 

13 
1 
9 
1 
o 
2 
o 

28 
2 
o 

26 
11 
8 
7 
o 
o 

26 
o 
6 
o 
7 

10 
2 
o 
1 
o 
o 

-) 
, 

\ 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 19773 - CONTINUED 

Disposition Level by County 

Dispositions 

Total felony arrest dispositions 
Law enforcement releases 

. Complaints denied 
Complaints filed ..•. 

Misdemeanor . . . . 
Felony ...•... 

Lower court dispositions . 
Dismissed .. • . 
Acquitted .. 
Convicted 

Guilty plea 
Jury trial 
Court trial . . 

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

Superior court dispositions 
Dismissed ..... . 
Acquitted ..... . 
Convided ..... . 

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

Sentence ..... . 
Death ........• 
S La k prisOl} . . . . . . . . 
California Youth Authority 
Straight probation ...• 
Probation and jail .... 
County jail ... . . . . 
Fine ......... . 
California Rehabilitation 

Center ..•..... 
State hospital - MDSO •. 
Other •••••....•. 

.' 

Mono 

48 
o 
1 

47 
13 
34 
25 

2 
1 

22 
22 
o 
o 

22 
o 
7 

12 
2 
1 
o 

22 
1 
o 

21 
5 

12 
1 
1 
2 

21 
o 
3 
o 
2 

11 
3 
1 

o 
1 
o 

Monterey 

1,319 
6 

113 
1,200 

551 
649 
923 
318 

13 
592 
558 

26 
8 

592 
1 

182 
258 

90 
57 
4 

277 
29 

3 
245 

96 
108 

31 
6 
4 

245 
o 

67 
4 

30 
115 
23 
o 
5 
1 
o 

Napa 

190 
I 
2 

187 
43 

144 
141 

30 
o 

III 
110 

o 
I 

III 
o 

26 
41 
23 
21 
o 

46 
o 
o 

46 
18 
21 

6 
I 
o 

46 
o 

11 
o 
8 

21 
2 
o 
3 
1 
o 

County of disposition 

Nevada 

165 
2 
6 

157 
66 
91 

111 
23 

1 
87 
83 

2 
2 

87 
o 

16 
43 
20 

8 
o 

46 
6 
o 

40 
21 

9 
3 
7 
o 

40 
o 
9 
1 
4 

19 
7 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Orange 

10,262 
451 

1,108 
8,703 
4,649 
4,054 
6,522 
2,132 

52 
4,338 
4,268 

56 
14 

4,338 
o 

1,443 
2,007 

431 
432 

25 
2,181 

118 
37 

2,026 
989 
825 
167 

32 
13 

2,026 
o 

423 
63 

136 
1,314 

38 
1 

34 
15 
2 

Placer 

356 
13 
2 

341 
89 

252 
214 

84 
o 

130 
129 

1 
o 

130 
o 

40 
27 
32 
30 

1 

127 
38 
4 

85 
25 
50 
10 
o 
o 

85 
o 

14 
5 

19 
43 

2 
o 
o 
2 
o 

aIt is eatimated that these data are 35 percent underreported. Individual counties may vary. Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 

Plumas 

48 
12 
7 

29 
8 

21 

12 
5 
o 
7 
6 
o 
1 
7 
o 
3 
o 
1 
3 
o 

17 
1 
4 

12 
4 
5 
3 
o 
o 

12 
o 
5 
o 
2 
4 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

Riverside 

3,513 
149 
395 

2,969 
1,607 
1,362 
2,288 

671 
25 

1,592 
1,559 

16 
17 

1,592 
J 

796 
523 
177 
90 

5 

681 
75 
20 

586 
266 
231 

65 
24 
o 

586 
o 

158 
27 
58 

322 
11 

1 

3 
6 
o 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1977a - CONTINUED 

Disposition Level by County 
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---------------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dispositions 

Total felony arrest dispositions 
Law enforcement releases 
Complaints denied 
Complaints filed ... . 

Misdemeanor ... . 
Fdony ..... . 

Lower court dispositions 
Dismissed ., 
Acquitted .. 
Convicted 

Guilty plea 
Jury trial 
Court trial 

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

Superior court dispositions •• 
Dis misse d .... . . 
Acquitted ..... . 
Convicted ..... . 

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

Sentence ..... . 
D~ath ...... . 
S t:l te prison . . . . . . . . 
California Youth Authority 
Straight probation .. . 
Probation and jail ... . 
County jail .•..... 
Fine .....•.....• 
California Rehabilitation 

Center .••.... 
State hospital - MDSO .• 
Other ••..••...•• 

Sacramento 

5,185 
72 

382 
4,731 
1,339 
3,392 

3,540 
1,440 

10 
2,090 
2,073 

11 
6 

2,090 
3 

593 
571 
497 
424 

2 

1,191 
150 

19 
1,022 

383 
516 
110 

12 
1 

1,022 
o 

278 
42 

105 
503 

65 
4 

lQ 
15 
o 

County of disposition 

San Benito San Bernardino San Diego San Francisco San Joaquin San Luis Obispo San Mateo 

91 
1 
o 

90 
40 
50 

68 
18 
2 

48 
43 

1 
4 

48 
o 

11 
4 

13 
20 
o 

22 
2 
o 

20 
7 
4 
9 
o 
o 

20 
o 

11 
o 
3 
5 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

4,622 
656 
560 

3,406 
1,395 
2,011 

2,594 
829 

20 
1,745 
1,724 

17 
4 

1,745 
2 

541 
754 
328 
118 

2 

812 
74 
35 

703 
316 
277 

97 
12 

1 
703 

o 
202 

52 
113 
266 

32 
2 

31 
5 
o 

10,761 
1,390 
1,473 
7,898 
2,86::1 
5,035 

• 5,094 
1,571 

76 
3,447 
3,330 

68 
49 

3,447 
5 

1,523 
1,311 

395 
203 

10 

2,804 
199 
40 

2,565 
753 

1,605 
166 
40 

1 
2,565 

o 
464 

83 
371 

1,380 
76 
13 

151 
27 
o 

6,500 
4 

1,585 
4,911 
1,796 
3,115 

3,128 
1,312 

18 
1,798 
1,756 

9 
33 

1,798 
1 

140 
1,344 

237 
74 

2 

1,783 
208 

22 
1,553 

391 
1,012 

113 
29 

8 
1,553 

o 
350 

57 
164 
915 

55 
o 

10 
2 
o 

2,241 
I 

115 
2,125 

591 
1,534 

1,548 
519 

5 
1,024 
1,013 

9 
2 

1,024 
o 

339 
603 

41 
41 
o 

577 
63 

9 
505 

30 
395 

74 
3 
3 

505 
o 

155 
10 

103 
220 

12 
o 
1 
2 
2 

601 
1 

47 
553 
327 
226 

411 
153 

2 
256 
255 

1 
o 

256 
o 

85 
124 
30 
16 

1 

142 
9 
2 

131 
49 
72 

8 
2 
o 

131 
o 

51 
5 

15 
45 

9 
2 

1 
2 
1 

2,783 
34 
90 

2,659 
872 

1,787 

1,698 
678 

9 
1,011 

990 
18 
3 

1,011 
o 

330 
420 
157 
94 
10 

961 
112 

6 
843 
315 
417 
99 
10 
2 

843 
o 

186 
21 

169 
403 

30 
2 

23 
9 
o 

lIt is estimated that these data arc 35 porcent underreported. Individual counties may vary. Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 
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DISPOSITION or ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 19773 - CONTINUED 

Disposition Level by County 

County of disposition 

Dispositions Santa Barbara Santa Cruz Shasta Sierra Siskiyou Solano Sonoma 

Total felony arrest dispositions 1,341 1,124 610 30 155 1,496 1,094 
Law enforcement releases 31 I 4 2 14 17 13 
Complaints denied 171 70 0 1 7 2L 42 
Complaints filed .... 1,139 1,053 606 27 134 1,457 1,039 

Misdemeanor .... 745 311 75 6 23 331 433 
Felony · ..... 394 742 531 21 111 1,126 606 

Lower court dispositions 920 616 157 17 50 1,047 728 
Dismissed · . 220 249 33 3 19 368 291 
Acquitted · . 7 1 0 0 0 6 7 
Convicted · . 693 366 124 14 31 673 430 

Guilty plea 682 349 116 14 30 663 421 
Jury trial 7 7 1 0 1 7 6 
Court trial 4 10 7 0 0 3 3 

Sentence · . · ....... 693 366 124 ' 14 31 673 430 
California Youth Authority I J 0 0 0 0 0 
Straight probation 210 77 44 8 17 250 178 
Probation and jail • 182 148 36 2 2 241 102 
County jail · ... 212 85 28 3 5 122 117 
Fine · ...... . . 88 53 16 1 7 58 33 
Other · ....... . . 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 

Superior court dispositions 219 437 449 10 84 410 311 
Dismissed 

• I •••• 17 53 25 1 23 18 71 
Acquitted · ..... 3 4 4 0 3 7 10 
Convicted · ..... 199 380 420 9 58 385 230 

Original guilty plea 44 115 174 5 35 184 31 
Not guilty to guilty 113 213 210 4 22 147 153 
Jury trial ..... 22 42 29 0 I 47 42 
Court trial · ... 20 5 7 0 0 4 3 
Trial by transcript 0 5 0 0 0 3 I 

Sentem'e · ..... 199 380 420 9 58 385 230 
Death · ...... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
State prison .... , ... 54 87 65 0 23 107 63 
California Youth Authority 6 24 11 0 4 3 17 
Straight probation ... 18 46 52 4 13 162 39 
Probation and jail .... 100 200 240 5 7 85 64 
County jail · ...... 16 11 45 0 7 14 17 
Fine · ......... 0 1 2 0 1 2 1 
California Rehabilitation 

Center . . , .... .. 4 8 5 0 2 11 25 
State hospital - MDSO 1 3 0 0 1 1 4 
Other · . , ....... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-'t lIII estimated that these data are 35 percent underreported. Individual counties may vary. Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 

~'----------------'~~------.---------------------------------------------------------~------------~----------~~--~ 
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Stanislaus 

1,864 
22 
96 

1,746 
480 

1,266 
1,057 

359 
6 

692 
675 

14 
3 

692 
0 

149 
130 
180 
233 

0 
689 
96 
28 

565 
176 
261 
122 

6 
0 

565 
0 

151 
33 

3 
334 

15 
0 \ 

28 
1 
0 
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT FELONY ARRESTS IN 57 CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1977a - CONTINUED 

Disposition Level by County 

County of disposition 

Dispositions Sutter Tehama Trinity Tulare Tuolumne Ventura 

Total felony arrest dispositions 145 217 50 1,118 208 2,056 
La w enforcement releases · . 1 1 0 36 0 75 
Complaints denied · . 12 0 4 41 9 120 
Complain ts filed . . . . · . 132 216 46 1,041 199 1,861 

Misdemeanor .... · . 43 38 6 364 52 837 
Felony · ...... 89 178 40 677 147 1,024 

Lower court dispositions . 86 107 18 756 121 1,199 
Dismissed · , · . · . 25 36 4 264 36 401 
Acquitted · . · . · . I I 0 11 10 6 
Convil;ted · . 60 70 14 481 7S 792 

Guilty plea · . 58 67 14 456 74 779 
Jury trial · . 1 0 0 22 1 5 
Court trial · . I 3 0 3 0 8 

Sentence · . · . . ..... 60 70 14 481 75 792 
California Youth Authority 0 0 0 0 0 9 
Straight probation · . 14 32 5 85 28 327 
Probation and jail · . 8 11 4 198 18 352 
County jail · ..... 20 18 1 177 12 . 61 
Fine · ........ 18 9 4 21 17 40 
Other · ........ 0 0 0 0 0 3 

Superior court dispositions 46 109 28 285 78 662 
Dismissed · ...... 4 13 8 35 16 53 
Acquitted · ..... 2 4 3 17 2 7 
Convicted · ..... 40 92 17 233 60 602 

Original guilty plea 23 54 7 30 20 232 
Not guilty to guilty 13 24 5 152 24 305 
Jury trial ..... 4 11 2 47 13 50 
Court trial · ... 0 3 3 4 1 12 
Trial hy transcript (} 0 0 0 2 3 

Sentl'ncc · ....... · . 40 92 17 233 60 602 
Dl'ath · ....... · . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
S tate. prison ........ 9 18 2 48 23 112 
California Youth Authority I 3 0 17 2 45 
Straight probation 10 5 3 5 5 78 
Probation and jail ..... 12 41 4 125 27 307 C')llllty jail · ....... 7 24 6 5 1 22 
Fine · ......... 0 0 0 0 2 4 
California Rehabilitation 

Center ....... 1 I 0 27 0 28 
State hospital- MDSO 0 0 2 6 0 6 Other · ......... 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-It b eltimated that these data are 3S percent underreported. Individual counties may vary. Data for Santa Clara County are not available. 
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Yolo Yuba 

712 414 
4 4 

26 38 
682 372 
293 143 
389 229 
524 233 
211 96 

3 5 
310 132 
305 122 

5 3 
0 7 

310 132 
1 0 

85 58 
74 36 

101 29 
49 9 

0 0 
158 139 
26 14 

2 8 
130 117 
59 30 
54 68 
17 17 
0 2 
0 0 

130 117 
0 0 

26 25 
7 11 

14 28 
67 40 

9 7 
1 2 

5 1 
J 3 
0 0 
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HOW TO USE OBTS DATA 

The following list suggests ideas and ways that OBTS data have been, are, and can be, put to use by criminal 
justice agencies. This list is constantly expanding as agenciea discover new applications for OBTS data. 

1. Monitor the effectiveness and/or performance of the California or county criminal justice system. 

2. Establish basic standards of performance to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of criminal 
justice agencies at each disposition level (i.e., law enforcement, prosecutor, lower court, and 
superior court). 

3. Perform a cost benefit analysis of the criminal justice system. 

4. Identify "bottleneclw" in the county JUS 8715 reporting system. 

5. Make budgetary projections based on increased or decreased criminal activity. 

6. Determine special training needs among contributing agencies. 

7. Analyze crime pat tarns by comparing the dispositions of felony arrests by a specific law enforcement 
agency to the disposition patterns of other ageacies, the county, or the state. 

8. Analyze the effectiveness of local law enforcement agency procedures in dealing with specific crimes. 

9. Effect legislative ac.t~.()n to change the laws of the land. (Example: "No Probation Legislation" 
resulting from SB 237.) 

10. Change court bail and sentencing standards for prostitution arrests. 

11. Determine hOT~ the state and county criminal just:f.ce system deals with arrestees/defendants in terms 
of personal characteristics such as race, sex, and age. 

12. Resource material for the preparation of annual plans by regional criminal justice planning agencies. 

l3. Monitor and control the internal reporting procedures used in local agencies by comparing their 
"reported" data with the state "published" data. 

14. Monitor the effect of "plea bargaining" upon the judicial process for specific crimes (e.g., burglary 
arrests). 

15. To justify specialized equipment to enhance law enforcement activities. 

16. Monitor the effect of special law enforcement field equipment upon the type of court dispositions and 
the length of processing time from arrest to final disposition. 

17. Identify and justify the need for special programs. (Example: Victim - Witness Program) 

18. Provide information on the prior record and criminal status of career criminals for recidivism 
studies. (OBTS and OBCA data bases.) 

19. Reference material for the publication of magazine and journal articles on the California criminal 
jus tice sys tem. 

20. Press releases to the news media on police, prosecutor or court dispositions of persons arrested on 
felony charges. 

21. To justify the application for grant funds to build or enlarge county criminal justice facilities. 

22. To justify additional sworn and civilian law enforcement personnel. 

23. To show police department production to the City Manager and City Council. 

24. Monitor the quality of felony arrests made by individual police officers. 

Revised 2/3/78 
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A COMPARISON OF SrA TE'WIDE AND SAMPLE COUNTY t 975 
DISPOSmONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES 

Percent Distribution by Disposition Level and Selected Jurisdictions 

Selected Sample County 

Statewide Sample 
Disposition (56 counties)a County 

Total felony arrest dispositions 174,069 19,698 
Percent distribution • · · · 100.0 100.0 

Law enforcement releases. · · · 8.5 11.1 
Insufficient evidence. · · 3.2 8.5 
Exonerated · · · · · · · 0.4 0.1 
Victim refuses to prosecute. 1.0 1.4 
Further investigation. · · · 0.8 0.4 
Other agency • · · · · · · 2.6 0.6 
Unspecified, other · · 0.5 0.1 

Complaints denied. · · 13.5 13.1 
Lack of corpus · · · · 2.4 0.7 
Lack of probable cause · · 6.9 8.0 
Interest of justice. · · · · 0.5 0.7 
Victim refuses to prosecute. 1.3 0.4 
Illegal search and seizure 1.1 2.5 
Witness unavailable. · · · 0.0 0.0 
Combined • · · · · · 0.1 0.0 
Other. · · · · · · · 1.2 0.7 

~omplaints filed • · · · · 70.5 67.3 
Misdemeanor complaints · · 39.2 39.4 
Felony complaints. · · 31.4 27.9 

Lower court dispositionn · 56.1 57.4 
Not convicted. · · · · · 25.6 32.1 

Dismissed. · · · · · · · 25.0 31.4 
Acquitted. · · · · 0.5 0.5 
Juvenile court · · · · 0.0 0.0 

Convicted. · · · · · · 30.4 25.4 
Guilty plea. · · · 27.8 23.4 
Nolo · · · · · 1.9 1.3 
Court. · · · 0.4 0.3 
Jury • · · · · · · · · · 0.3 0.5 

Sentenced. · · · · 30.4 25.4 
CYA. · · · · · · · · 0.0 0.0 
Straight probation · · · · · 12.5 15.1 
Probation/jail · · · · · · 10.3 6.9 
Jail · · · · · · · · 4.6 2.0 
Fine · · · · · · · · · 3.1 1.3 
Other. · · · · · · · 0.0 0.0 

Superior court dispositions. · · 22.0 18.4 
Not convicted. · · 4.0 2.3 

Dismissed. · · · · · · 2.7 1.5 
Acquitted. · · · · · 0.7 0.5 
Not guilty - insanity. · · 0.0 0.0 
Juvenile court, other. · · · 0.5 0.3 

Convicted. · · · 18.0 16.1 
Guilty plea. · · · · · 4.0 3.9 
Not gUilty to guilty · 10.8 9.5 
Nolo · · · · · 0.7 1.1 
Jury • · · · · · · · · · · · 1.4 1.2 
Court. · · · · · · · · · · · 0.6 0.1 
Transcript · · · · · · · · 0.4 0.2 

Sentence • · · · · · · · 18.0 16.1 
Death, prill on. · · · · · · 2.6 2.9 
CYA. · · · · · · · · · · 0.8 0.5 
Straight probation · · 3.9 4.0 
Probation/jail • · · · · · · 8.9 7.1 
Jail · · · · · · · · · · 1.0 0.5 
Fine · · · · · · · · · · · · 0.1 0.0 
CRC. · · · · · · · · · · · 0.6 0.7 
MDSO · · · · · · · · 0.1 0.2 

aD1!ta for Alameda and Santa Clara counties are not included. 
Note: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

Arresting Agencies 

Agency Agency Agency Agency Agency 
A B C D E 

9,598 3,793 1,326 684 506 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

20.1 0.7 8.6 7.3 6.7 
16.5 0.2 2.8 4.1 0.4 
0.1 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.6 
2.5 0.1 1.7 1.2 0.2 
0.7 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.0 
0.4 0.4 2.2 1.2 5.5 
0.0 ').0 0.7 0.4 0.0 

14.9 li.O 18.0 17.0 14.8 
0,8 0.9 0.1 0.1 0.0 
7.9 6.9 16.8 12.9 13.2 
1.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 
0.2 0.7 0.4 1.8 0.4 
3.8 1.7 0.2 1.5 0.8 
0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 
0.9 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.4 

61. 2 71.4 69.9 70.6 73.9 
35.8 45.2 27.1 42.7 39.3 
25.3 26.3 42.8 27.9 34.6 

47.5 71.5 57.9 56.3 53.0 
27.9 44.3 22.9 22.5 24.9 
27.4 43.4 21.8 22.2 24.3 
0.5 0.8 0.8 0.3 0.6 
0.0 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.0 

19.6 27.1 35.0 33.7 28.0 
18.2 24.4 33.8 31.7 25.1 

0.8 1.9 . 0.5 0.8 2.0 
0.2 0.2 0.3 0.6 0.8 
0.3 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.2 

19.6 27.1 35.0 33.7 28.0 
0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 

12.1 15.4 18.5 15.4 17.4 
5.0 7.6 10.6 11.4 8.3 
1.4 2.9 2.9 4.6 1.8 
1.0 1.3 2.9 2.5 0.6 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

17.4 16.9 15.5 19.4 25.5 
2.3 2.3 1.5 1.5 2.2 
1.5 1.6 1.0 0.7 1.4 
0.5 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.4 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
0.3 0.2 0.2 0.7 0.4 

15.1 14.6 14.0 18.0 23.3 
3.5 4.4 3.5 3.4 6.7 
8.9 8.2 8.7 li.O 14.0 
1.0 1.1 1.0 1.6 1.6 
1.4 0.7 0.6 1.9 0.6 
0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.2 
0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1· 0.2 

15.1 14.6 14.0 18.0 23.3 
2.9 3.0 1.5 4.2 4.5 
0.6 0.6 0.2 0.9 0.8 
3.5 3.8 3.5 4.4 5.5 
6.4 5.8 7.9 6.3 10.7 
0.6 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.4 
0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 
0.8 0.6 0.1 1.3 1.0 
0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.4 

Agency 
F 

1,038 
100.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
8.7 
1.8 
3.6 
0.4 
0.5 
1.3 
0.1 
0.6 
0.4 

85.6 
64.5 
21.1 

81.7 
48.5 
48.0 
0.5 
0.1 

33.3 
29.2 
3.1 
0.3 
0.7 

33.3 
0.3 

19.7 
9.8 
3.2 
0.3 
0.0 

9.5 . 
0.5 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
9.1 
2.4 
5.3 
0.6 
0.7 
0.1 
0.0 
51 0 1 
1.9 
0.1 
2.3 
4.0 
G.l 
0.0 
0.3 
0.3 
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A COMPARISON OF STATEWIDE AND SAMPLE COUNTY 1976 
DISPOSITIONS OF ADULTS ARRESTED ON FELONY CHARGES 

Percent Distribution by Disposition Level and Selected Jurisdictions 

.-

Selected sample county 
arresting agencies 

Disposition 
Statewide Sample Agency Agency Agency Agency Agency Agency 

(57 counties)a county ABC D E F 

Total felony arrest dispositions 
Percent distribution ..... 

Law enforcement releases .. 
Insufficient evidence . . 
Exonerated ....... . 
Victim refuses to prosecute 
Further investigation .. 
Unspecified, other ... . 

Complaints denied ..... . 
Lack of corpus ..... . 
Lack of probable cause .. 
Interest of justice ..... 
Victim refuses to prosecu te 
Illegal search and seizure 
Witness unavailable .. . 
Combined ....... . 
Other .......... . 

Complaints fIled ...... . 
Misdemeanor complaints 
Felony complaints .. 

Lower court dispositions . 
Not convicted ...,. 

Dismissed ..... . 
Acquitted ..... . 
Juvenile court ...... . 

Convicted ......... . 
Guilty plea ..... . 
Nolo .. ... .. . 
Court ... .. . .. . 
Jury ........... . 

Sentenced ..... . 
CYA ....... . 
Straight probation 
Probation/jail ... . 
Jail .......... . 
Fine ......... . 
Other ........ . 

Superior court dispositions . 
Not convicted ..... . 

Dismissed ...... . 
Acquitted ..... . 
Not guilty - ins" .. 
Juvenile court, other 

Convicted ...... . 
Guilty plea ..... .. 
Not guilty to guilty 
Nolo ........ .. 
Jury ....... " .. 
Court .... . 
Transcript .. . . . . . 

Sentence ........ . 
Death, prison .... . 
CYA ........ . 
Straight probation ... . 
Probation/jail ....... . 
Jail ............ . 
Fine ............ . 
CRC ........... . 
MDSO ...... . 

157,537 
100.0 

6.7 
3.4 
0.6 
1.1 
0.8 
0.8 

13.7 
2.3 
6.8 
0.6 
1.6 
0.7 
0.1 
0.1 
1.6 

74.6 
40.9 
33.7 

56.7 
20.5 
19.9 
0.6 
0.1 

36.2 
32.4 

2.6 
0.6 
0.5 

36.2 
0.1 

12.9 
12.4 
6.1 
4.3 
0.4 

22.9 
3.5 
2.8 
0.7 
0.0 
0.0 

19.4 
4.6 

U.S 
0.8 
1.7 
0.6 
0.3 

19.4 
3.5 
1.0 
:U 
9.6 
1.0 
0.1 
0.7 
0.1 

aData for Santa Clara County are not included. 
Note: Percents may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

13,456 
100.0 

10.3 
7.6 
0.1 
1.8 
0.5 
0.2 

11.2 
1.7 
5.9 
0.3 
0.9 
0.9 
0.1 
0.0 
1.2 

73.0 
36.6 
36.4 

52.9 
21.6 
20.7 

0.8 
0.1 

31.3 
28.4 

2.0 
0.4 
0.5 

31.3 
0.0 

17.1 
8.2 
3.0 
2.8 
0.1 

25.7 
2.3 
2.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 

23.3 
6.3 

13.3 
1.7 
1.6 
0.3 
0.1 

23.3 
4.0 
0.8 
4.7 

11.3 
0.8 
0.1 
1.3 
0.2 

201 

6,565 
100.0 
18.9 
14.7 

0.1 
3.2 
0.8 
0.1 

11.8 
1.9 
6.0 
0.4 
0.6 
1.1 
0.3 
0.0 
1.6 

66.2 
30.0 
36.2 

44.5 
20.3 
19.4 

0.8 
0.1 

24.2 
21.8 

1.5 
0.4 
0.4 

24.2 
0.0 

12.6 
7.0 
2.7 
1.8 
0.1 

24.8 
2.2 
1.9 
0.3 
0.(\ 
0.0 

22.7 
5.8 

13.1 
1.6 
1.7 
0.3 
0.1 

22.7 
4.0 
0.6 
4.3 

10.9 
0.6 
0.2 
1.7 
0.3 

2,275 
100.0 

0.7 
0.5 
0.1 
0.0 . 
0.0 
0.0 
9.6 
1.7 
4.9 
0.1 
1.0 
0.9 
0.0 
0.1 
0.9 

78.6 
43.7 
34.9 

60.8 
25.1 
24.1 
0.8 
0.1 

35.8 
33.1 

1.9 
0.2 
0.5 

35.8 
0.1 

18.8 
9.2 
3.6 
3.9 
0.1 

28.8 
2.5 
2.1 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 

26.3 
7.2 

14.7 
1.8 
2.2 
0.4 
0.0 

26.3 
5.2 
1.7 
4.9 

12.3 
1.1 
0.1 
0.8 
0.2 

1,090 
100.0 

8.5 
3.3 
0.5 
2.7 
1.2 
0.9 

13.7 
1.8 
6.9 
0.4 
1.2 
0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
2.8 

75.3 
43.2 
32.1 

61.0 
25.3 
24.1 

1.2 
0.0 

35.7 
32.8 

1.4 
0.6 
0.8 

35.7 
0.0 

18.6 
9.0 
2.1 
5.7 
0.3 

16.8 
1.7 
1.3 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 

15.0 
3.9 
7.9 
1.3 
1.6 
0.4 
0.0 

15.0 
2.4 
0.2 
2.3 
8.9 
0.8 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 

5:t3 
100.0 

2.1 
0.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.4 
1.0 

16.1 
1.D 

11.5 
0.6 
1.9 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
1.1 

80.9 
37.3 
43.6 

52.8 
17.2 
16..4 
0.8 
0.0 

35.6 
32.1 

1.9 
0.6 
1.0 

35.6 
0.0 

19.9 
9.8 
3.1 
2.9 
0.0 

28.9 
1.5 
1.3 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 

27.3 
5.4 

18.5 
1.5 
1.1 
0.6 
0.2 

27.3 
5.0 
0.6 
4.8 

14.1 
1.1 
0.0 
1.7 
0.0 

443 
100.0 

4.1 
3.2 
0.7 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
9.3 
2.0 
5.6 
0.2 
1.1 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

85.3 
38.4 
47.0 

54.6 
16.3 
15.1 

1.1 
0.0 

38.4 
34.3 

2.7 
0.9 
0.5 

38.4 
'0.0 
21.9 
12.4 
2.0 
2.0 
0.0 

32.1 
2.9 
2.0 
0.9 
0.0 
0.0 

29.1 
7.0 

20.1 
1.6 
0.5 
0.0 
0;0 

29.1 
1.8 
0.5 
6.5 

15.6 
1.4 
0.0 
3.4 
0.0 

766 
100.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

11.7 
2.2 
5.2 
0.7 
0.5 
2.1 
0.3 
0.3 
0.5 

83.7 
51.8 
31.9 

71.7 
25.1 
24.5 

0.5 
0.0 

46.6 
42.2 

3.4 
0.1 
0.9 

46.6 
0.0 

28.5 
9.5 
5.9 
2.7 
0.0 

16.6 
1.7 
1.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

14.9 
4.0 
9.9 
0.3 
0.4 
0.1 
0.1 

14.9 
4.2 
0.7 
2.3 
6.3 
0.4 
0.0 
0.9 
0.1 
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8UREAJ OF CRI~INAL STATISTICS 
OFFENDER BASED CORRECTIONA( ACTIVITY 

nEFE~DANTS CONVICTED IN CACIFOQNIA SU?ERIO~ COURTS IN i976 
PRIOR SUPERIOR COJRT DI5P1SITIONS THROUGH 196J 

COURT ACTfO~S BY DISPOSITION 

. '" ---- MARCH -05-:-'978 -----­
REPORT 3 
PAGE 1 

- D I SPos IT! o~------

TOTAL CDC eYA CRe ~DgJ PR8BATION JAIL FINE 
ALL 

OTHER 
oTSMTsSED 
ACQU I TTED 

--TOTAL BASE-GRQUP-CA) ---- -- 24,691 -0' -0 4~340 :(6 0----0 

NO PRIOR 
- .. F"F.LONy··· CO'JV I cr IONS H·---- 15 , 035 -- -.-----~~~. ----- - - -.. -----

NUM8E~ OF PRIOR 
---TFLONY CIJ~JV I CT I ONS- o -15,924 

O~E 4,715 
TWO 2.270 -------0---- THREE-- --1, 071-
FOJR 458 
FIVE 152 

----------- 51)( DR MORF 111 

NO PRIOR 
----cO\lVTCTIO\iS- -----0----15,702 

NUMBER or pqIOR 

2';794 o 1;323 ----f;445°-------i'l2--if;fJ5Z---r,560 56 i 
,05 

841 
-------1:51---

421 260 31 3,069 244 1~ a 
411 4/9 ~2 2,402 424 8 a 
266 ---~50 -7---r,553- 372'----5'----0 
lu9° 215 1 895 241 4 1 

60 121 1 409 141 7 a 
356 
164 
107 00_ -0- 56--0- - 70 -- -----0 ------324 -i38 1r ·0·-----

___ __ - _____ __ --00 ___ · __ --- ______________ -'-__________________ _ 

----cow I en ':)'~ 5 ---------16. 869 - 2~'794 -0-- f. 323-0 3,; 445 0 (.2--8,652 1,560 50 r-
ONE 4.757 632 399 242 29 2,930 224 15 0 
TriO 2,323 819 406 4n3 ~2 2,343 403 7 0 

------- --'THREE-- ---1,165--- --f52-0--0-278 -------369 90---1;625 354----6 0---
FOUR 512 390 0 114 217 1 9:51 266 4 1 
rIvE 196 175 50 129 0 425 140 7 a 

'-SIX OR-HORE---- 146 - 00-126 ------- 76----- - 85 ------ 0_- 1 -----"398----17;) 11 0'----0.-0-------------

NO PRIOR 
- 0.. DIS P 0 S I TI 0 ~ S 0-0 0-.- _0_:: 14 • 737 

____________ .0 _____ -._---

NUMBFR OF PRIoR 
Dr spas I T I 1)\/5 --'--_._--- 20.805 -- 2,794 1.362 "0 - 1. 457 

-.~ .. -~ . 64 - . --- 9,139 ---T, 938------6620---3,983 --------
O:'/E 4,737 522 356 183 27 2,615 249 22 0 763 
TWO 2,;554 671 353 312 ~o 2,189 370 8 1 784 

-. THREE - ------ -------1, 407 1:31 273 -- 353 - - 1.3 -- -- 1 j 711 ---4 0 T----9"° 0------ 8 24 0---
FOUR 742 434 160 242 1 1,139 355 6 1 630 
FIVE 385 268 lOS 186 1 702 215 6 0 442 -.----- -- ... ~ SIX OR MORe -- 329 268 115 181 - .. 2-0 ---------783 0.---:542----15 -----0----- 540 - --------

fA) BASE GRoUP CON~ISTS OF oEFFNDANTS IDENTIPIED IN TITLE OF REPO~T, ---. --------

. :. 

-

• 

-) 

" 

\ 

l' 

I 



, , 

- ._---_ .. - .--""-- -' -- .. - - -_._- -_._- - -- --------. ----- --- - ---------------------. -------------.---------- -~- •• -. ---_._ •. .....j 

CA(IFnRNIA DFPARTMENT nF JUSTIC~ 
- 01VIS!o"l or LAW ENFORCEMENT DerEt~DANTS DISPOSED OF p,r CALlF'OR!'llA - SUPERIOR-COURTS Itr-f97f NARCW'05;'-i978--~: 

S~RSEQUENT SUPERioR CQURT nISPOSITIONS THROUGrl 1976 REPORT 3 . aUREAU OF CRIMINAL STATTSTlcS 
offENDFR BASED CORRF.CTlnNAL ACTIVITY .. _______ .. _"" ___ ~_~R_~ ~qn ~'~S BY _Ql SP~S 11l.Q..N ___ . ________ . ________ P-'A.c..G.::..:E:-_-::1C-... ____ _ 

----- -- ®&lHJ~~~ --~ ---.--
ALL DISM"fSSE'O 

TOTAL CDC eYA eRe MDSO PRUBA Tl ON JAIL fINE OTHER ACQUITTED 

-,OTAl -eASE GRnUp (Al --- --6.~. 552 --- 4'.549 --- 1 ;631"- 1~-946-'--"342---~5i 570~-;aol 

NO SlJ8SEt;lUE'JT 

-662-----.,,0---.1'2,(71)" .---

---F'EloNY -cO~!VTCnO-Ng-----'h; 30(F 

NUMB~R or SU3SEQUENT 
--TF.LONY 'CO'IVICTIONS- .- . 27;939 ----6:26:C-7----·9.3'2--2~69;·--ln2--r5;136---2;7·1i 72 1 

O'-JE -
TWO 

--'T H R E E..,..--·:-----
FOUR 
FIVE 
S I X OR MORE' ----. 

NOSUaSEQUE"lr 
~""cO\jVI crr O~JS' 
-N 

12,685 
4.303 
·1.374 

389 
134 

47 

~.727 3A9 853 70 7,497 1,104 43 1 
2.039 278 914 23 4,454 884 14 0 

----_. ;46 ----- 156 529' "--2;'028--- 450.----..:-6'----0'-----------
350 69 258 ' 2 686 187 4 0 
135 19 108 0 320 84 4 0 

.- 64 --._-- 21·----30 ---._.()- 151 33 1 -~---------

NU~8~R or SURSEQUENT 
cri'lVrCTIO~!S '--29.111'-- 6~261---' 932-'-- 2'~'692---1C2·-~15.136 28742- 12'-----r------

O\JE 12. 931 2;E68 377 83' 69 7,295 1.069 42 1 
THO 4,480 2.044 283 ~96 24 4,496 864- 15 0 

- --.- ~ THKEE ----- 1. 4~7 -- . ;66 --'--"11i0-'---'---547 ·---6--2;118----485 6 0---------- --------. 
FOLIR 420 376 69 202 3 715 196 4 0 
FIVE 

--------S!X OR MORE 
145 137 22 lia 0 334 90 4 0 

57 --- - 70 --- .---.- 21--""--' 37- ---'--- 0---'--176 --·--"38----1 -0---·-··-----------·--_ 

NO SUaSEQUE~lT 
- --D i SPOs IT I rHS .-- --.-.- -,.-4 0.698-"--''''- --.-------.---- ------------

NUMBER OF SU8SEQUENT 
o T S P 0 S I TI 0 \j S - -- -'--'" . 3 5 • 9 a 1 .- - . 6 ~ 261 . - --

Q\j~ 13.212 2~223 
TWO 5.241 1.S1S 

-----. THREE--" ----- 2;124 -······1.133 
FOUR 766 5~2 
FIVE 336 280 

--.---- .. -. . SIX OR MORE --- - 175 185 

946' .-. -

337 
274 
165 

83 
53 
34 

2;705 -
685 
al0 
589 -
3:5Cf 
187 

95 

------103 ~ -'-15,699 3;295---106 1-- 6,865----------
_ 64 6,623 1.128 62 0 2,090 

25 4,504 955 21 0 1,975 
- ---"'10 ---2,487 656---11----'1'--1,320·---- -'-

3 1.131 278 6 0 702 
o 563 157 2 0 438 
1--'--39l,----1'2r 4 0 "340---------··: 

(Al 8A§E GROUP CONSISTS OF DEFFNDANTS IDENTIfIED IN TITLE OF REPORT. 

~&\lli1@LL~ --.-----------
, 

(, 

- , 
• 

-) 

... 

\ 



\ f_-

c 

iodii-

HOW YOU CAN HELP 

INITIATE A IUS 8715 fOR EACH FELONY "ND 
BETAINABLE MISDEMEANOR ARREST. 

COMPLE'fE THE JUS 8715 ACCURATELY, LEGIBLY, 
AND ENTIRELY. 

FORWARD THE IUS 8715 TO THE NEXT 
OPERATIONAL LEVEL. 

SEND ALL fiNAL DISPOSITIONS TO 001. 

REVIEW YOUR COUNTY'S JUS 8715 SYSTEM FOR 
"BOTT LE NECKS ". 

USE THE OBTS DATA IN YOUR AG~NCY. 

COOPERATE WITH OTHER AGENCIES iN YOUR 
COUNTY IN REPORTING CRIMINAL 

JUSTICE DATA. 

2Q~ 
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OBTS WORKSHOP CRITIQUE 

AU persons attending the OBTS workshop are requested to evaluate the training session. These critiques will be used by the 
,. ,Bureau of Criminal Statistics to evaluate the scope of the material presented, the effectiveness of the presentation, the overall 
.::, .'i response by user agencies, and ways in which future workshops can be improved. 

j 

" 

("" 
\~ 

'~. 

OBTS Workshop Number _______ _ Name (Optional) _____________________ _ 

Location ___ . _________ _ Agency ___________________ ~----

Date ___________ . __ _ Area Code ___ Phone Number _______________ _ 

L Workshop Content: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

The coverage of the subject matter was . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
The material was presented. clearly and understandably ..... . 
The time allocated to <lach section of the workshop was ..... . 
The discussion at 'the workshop was ............... . 
The facilities for holding the workshop were ... . . . . . . . . . 
My overall evaluation of the workshop is ............. . 

n. Instructor: 

Evaluate the instructor's overall effectiveness on the basis of the following 
criteria: Organization, preparation, communication, teaching skills, and 
attitude .................................. . 

III. Visual Aids: 

1. 
2. 
3. 

Wall charts .............. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Handout materials ........................ . 
Slide presentation ........................ . 

IV. General Comments: (Use reverse side ifmare room is needed for respan:re) 

(Please circle appropriate rating) 
Poor Fair Average Good Excellent 

1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 2 3 4 5 

1 2 3 4 5 

(Please circle appropriate rating) 
Waste Of Did not Supported Excellent 

of some hurt' lecture and 
time htllp lecture well helpful 

1 
1 
1 

2 
2 
2 

3 
3 
3 

4 
4 
4 

5 
5 
5' 

1. Does your agency use OBTS data? _Yes _No. If "Yes," please give specific examples: ___________ _ 

2. How can OBTS data be used in your agency in the future? _____________________ _ 

3. What area was most interesting and/or helpful to you? ______________________ _ 

4. What area was least interesting and/or helpful to you? _____ -'-________________ _ 

S. How would you improve the content of the workshop or the presentation of material? ____________ _ 

6. Additional comments or questions you want answered: 
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