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The Department Of the ,Youth AuthOrity entered 1980 with two majorad~ 
mirlistrative changes in . ~ffect. The, !~.uth Autho:rity, Board wis legi~latively, 
separated' from the Department, '''creating an administratively independent . 
Youthful Offender Parole Board with its own chairman. Governor Brown estab­
lished a new Cabinet-level Youth and Aault Correctional Agency to which he 
assigned the Youth Authority and other Boards and Departments concerned 
with youth and .adult corrections. " " 

The,Youth AuthOrity, along with the,Department of Correction,s and the 
Federal Bureau ofPtisons, co-hosted the llOth Congress of Correction of the 
American Corr#tiOnafA~~l;\f:i~n last August in San Diego. , 

. ~~ d~~pmen"'. i1lo.,g~th .other '!lajor !"'fivlties .~~ the ~"";' • .ire 
deSCrIbed ,;a'this ann. ual report, which also prQV1desa statistical deSCrIption of 
Youth _A~ho~ty progra~ns and population .trends, and & profile:z'O~,;the young \\ 
people-~onumtted to this Department." ~ 

The ~arra:tive section ~t the beginning 'of' this report is necessa;ily brief. 
Request~£oradditionalinformatioll are welcome. Please address your inquiry, 
to the Informatien Officer, Department of the YouthAuthorit)T, 4241 Willia'n:\.s-' 
bourgh Drive, Sacramento, California 95823. " , 

DIRECTOR, CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY 

(. 
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sectt<tn 
ROLE,OF THE YOUTH AUTHORITY 

u 

The Department's basic mission, as specified in the 
Youth 4uthority Act of 1941, is to protect society 
more effectively by substituting for retributive pun­
ishmentmethods of training and ,I;reatment directed 
toward, the correction and rehabilitation of young 
persons found guilty of public offenses. ' , 

Responsibilities are carried out through five oper­
ating Branche~Institutions and Camps; Parole " 
Services; Prevention and Conunuirity Corrections; 
Planning, Research, Evaluation llIldDevelopment; 
and Management Services.,. ' 

Several other functions are a part of the Director's 
Office. AmQng themis a Human Relations/Affirma­
tive Action Section,.which administers a cOJllprehen­
sive service delivery system to insure and increase 
the likelihood of fair and equitable treatment for all 
employees, job applicants and wards, regardless of 
,~ex, race,colo:t;" 'r~ligion, n~tional origin, disability", 
age or marital status: Other functions which are a 

, part of the Director's, Office are Legislative Coordi~ 
nation~oLegal Counsel, the Law Enforcement Com­
mumcations Team (LECT) , and Public Information. 

The year 1980 began with a major aclminiStrative 
and legislative change impacting the Deprutment of 
the Youth Authority. ,Governor Brown created anew, 
cabinet-level agency-the Youth and Adult Correc~ 
tional ,t{gency-:-in which:he placed the Youth Au­
thority, the Department of Corrections, ,and other 
boards and. commissiohs concerned ,with corrections 
in Califonlia.' The' change gave these correctional 
bOards and departments moredirect,aceess to the 
state aclmiDistratioo' by placing them in an agency 
whose secretary, .former 130ard of Prison Terms 
Charman and State Senator Howai-d Way,'is amem-
ber of the GoVernor's Cabinet. ' " 

The begimrlng of 1980 a1§0 saw the establishment 
of the Youthful OffeiiderP~bleBoai-d as ,an adminis~ 
trativeunit separate from ,the Department ofth,e . . ,. ,. 

,4 

Youth Authority, replacing the former Youth Au-
thority Board. , 

The Departmentgave major emphasis during 1980 
to planning for a continuing increase in institutional 
populations, which surpassed total capacity at the 
end of the year by approximately 150 beds. Virtually 
all available living units were opened, including a 
new conservation camp; Fenner Canyon in Los An-

, geles County, in April 1980. 
The population, trend is expected' to continue to 

climb for at least the next two years. There are no 
funds available to build or acquire additional institu­
tional space, nor, is there reason' to believe it would 
be advantageous to do so. Research studies have 
shown ~epeatedJ.y that longer lengths of stay do not 
result in better performance on parole. It should be 
noted, t90, that the average length of stay in Califor­
nia, Youth Authority institlltions is among the highest 
in the nation for youthful and juvenile offenders and 
has increased from less than 10 months to approxi-
~mately 13 mO,llths since 1977. , 
" The year also saw a significant increase in the num-
berof wards on parole.' , ' 
" At 1980's ,close, there were three major court mat­

ters pending which concerned the Department: (1) 
People v. Austin (1980) 111 Cal App3d 148, would' 
require that criminal court commitments receive the 
equivalent of state prison "good .. time and program 
particip~tion time; (2) the Youth Authority is ap­
pealing a court order requiring the removal of 
female staff from aSsignments that would allow the 
observation of male wards in states of undress at the 
Karl Holton School in Stockton; and (3) ,'.litigation 
ensued between the Department ,and CSEA con­
cerning the right of parole agents to be armed while 
on duty. The Youth Authority, after extensive public 
hearings on the, issue, decided, to maintain its no-
firearms stance. ',' , ' 

,!i 
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THEYEAR'STRENDS 

I, ' . '<~ " - . 

INSTITUTIONS AND OAMPSBRANCH 
The Institutions and Camps Branch admirusters 

the Department's institutional services in ten institu~ 
tions l:Uldsix conservation camps. The institutions 
include two principal reception center-clinics: The 
Northern' ReceHtion' Center-Clinic in Sacramento 
and the Southern Reception Center-Clinic in Nor­
walk In addition, the Youth Trairiing School in 
Chino includes a reception cen~er unit for adult 
coUrt cases from nearby counties ill Southern Califor­
nia. 

With women constituting less than four percent of 
the total ward population, all female commitments to 
the Youth Authority are housed at the Ventura 
School, a coeducational institution. Other institu­
tions,which have all-male ward populations, are the 
Youth Tr~g School in Chino, the Fred C. Nelles 
School in Whittier, the EI Paso de' Robles School in 
Paso Robles, thePrestoIl School in lone and three 
institutions which are a part of the Northern Califor­
nia Youth Center near Stockton-the O.H. Close and 
Karl Holton Schools and the De Witt Nelson Training 
Center. ' " 

The conservation camps include Washington 
Ridge near Nevada City, Pine Grove near Jackson, 
Mt. Bullion near Mariposa, Ben Lomol1d near Santa 
Cruz, Oak Glen near Yucai,pa, and Fenner Canyon, 
near Palmdale in Los Angeles County, which opened 
in, March ·1980. Two additional conservation camp 
programs are operated as part of institutions-at the 
DeWitt NelsonTraining Center and EI Paso de Ro-
bles School.' "" 

The camps provide work experience for more than 
575 wards,' who ,perform vitally neooed conservation 
projects in mountain and foothill areas, including fire 
fighting and flood control In 1980, camp wards spent., 
,over 250,000 man~hours on the fire lines,'and played 
an important partin control!ing serion,s ,fire out­
breaks in all parts of the State. The man-hour total 
was a record for the second year ina row. 
Program Activities: 'The Department's 'treatment 
and training approach is to develop program services 
for wards on an individual case basis so that they have 
the best possible chance of returning to the commu­
nity as law-abiding, and prOductive' citlzens.Pro-' 

grams offered include remedial and high school 
education, vocational training, college courses, job 
training" counseling, and' activities designed to meet 
special, treatment needs, including ~rug abuse and 
medical-psychiatric programs. <) , 

Institutional populapons of the Youth Authority 
increased rapidly during 1980, with the ward popula~ 
tion in,. institutions and camps reaching 5,320 at the 
year's end. 
, A new population Management Section wascreat-

t, "edin the Case Services Division to.effectively meet 
population needs. The section will utilize a l1ew sys­
tem to classify, place and manage the flow of wards 
intovariou~ programs. Scheduled to go into effect 
during 1981, this system is designed to make the best 
use of program resources in facilities that are becom­
ingiricreasingly crowded., Two parallel systems will 
be used to improve deployment and programming of 

,the ward population. The program designation sys­
tem will collect data essential for identifying wards' 
needs and deSignate three or more alternative pro­
grams which best meet the needs of any given ward. 
The, popUlation management system will, systemati­
cally place all wards iii 'available programs that best 
meet their needs. 

The Ben Lomond Cadet Corps Program, estab­
lished two years ago, has been successful in reaching 
its objectives of instilling good citizenship, teamwork 
and leadership in the, participants. , 

Special parole re-entry programs (PREP) were es­
tablished in living unit~.at two ,institutions-Karl Hol~ 
ton and Ventura-where wards' who are' carefully 
screened on the basis of readiness to return to, the 
commwrltyare prepared for return to parole ,90 days 
earlier than they otherwise would be. A third parole 
re-entry program became ope:rational at the Fred C. 
Nelles School in January 1981. 

The Department is nlodifying and augmenting its 
education programs to come into full compliance 
with federal and state mandates concerning the edu-

" cation of handicapped stUdents. Nearly, half of the 
ward population is in need of special assistance to 
overcome learning deficiencies caused by physical, 
mental.Or emotional handicaps. 

5. 

'.l1, 



\\ 

1\'-

I 

(. 
I ' 

'. ',' ,,' 

Special attention is being &given to vocational edu­
cation programs to make them mOre compatible 
With the needs of industry. A statewide Vocational 
Education Advisory Committee was appointed to 
help the Department upgrade its job training pro­
grams for youthful offenders. The 1B-member com­
mittee is composed of private business persons and 
state, county and federal officials. 

Some vocational programs have been dropped, 
many have been extensively modified, and in all 
cases curricula have been revised to reflect current 
industry practices and standards. Ajob survival skills 
curriculum, wIth emphasis on job-seeking and keep­
ing skills, hiisbeen developed and will become the 
standard for all Youth Authoritfeducation programs. 

College programs for wards who are ready, to be­
gin their higher education continued during the 
year. Approximately 400 attended community col­
lege rJasses at four of the institutions. 

The Department is continuing intensive treat­
ment Services for wards With backgrounds of psychi­
atric problems. Three such full-service programs are 
now in existence-at the Northern and Southern 
Reception Center-Clinics and the Preston. Scqool. 
They accommodate a total of 115 wards. A less inten­
sive degree of special counseling services also is of­
fered in other special programs at three 
institutions-the Ventura, Preston and Youth Train-
ing Schools. ' 

Crisis Intervention basic training continued 
throughouU980, along with refresher courses which 
are given \\'ithin 24 months after completion of the 
basic course, Other courses iIiclude updating of Com­
,mand Operations and Supervisory training. 

During 1980, a task force began to study the De­
partmenfs Ward Grievance Procedure, which has 
done, much during recent years to defuse institution­
al tensions and which has been acclaimed by the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) as 
an exemplary project. The study group is looking into 
ways of helping the program achieve its objectives 
even more effectively. During the year, basic and 
advanced training programs were begun for griev-
ance committee chairpersons. . 

PAROLE SERVICES BRANCH 
, Staff of the Parole SerVices Branch supervise wards 
following their release from institutions. Parole staff 
work from 32 unit offices and 19 sub~ffices through­
out the, State. For administrative purposes, parole 
services are. divided into four regions, two in South­
ern California. and two in the North. 
. FollOwing the Youthful Offender Parole Board's 
appI'ova}of a ward's performance in an institutional 
program, parole staff prepare a re-entry plan which 
usually Provid, es for Ithe ward to retur:Q to his home 
community, attend~sch901~ obtain employment or:::: 

ii 

participate in an appropriate treatment program 
which may include drug abuse or psychiatriC(. place­
ment services. Youth Authority parole agents super­
vise the wards' activities, helping . them toward 
achieving constructive citizenship upon parole. Vio­
lations of parole conditions or new alleged law viola­
tions may result in the ward's case being considered 
by the Youthful Offender Parole Board. Parole staff 
make recommendatiONS to the Board which, fQIlow­
ing a formal hearing, may order a ward's parole 
revoked, return to the institution, parole plans modi­
fied, or parole continued unchanged. 

The Parole Services Branch was reorganized in 
late 1979, with updating taking place throughout 
1980. Intensive service and supervision are provided 
during each parolee's first 90 days back in the com­
munity. During thefirst 30 days, when the impact of 
leaving the institution is most crucial, the ward re­
ceives maximum assistance and supervision. "" 

Three major service areas for wards have been 
identified-ward program services, publi,c protec­
tion services and interstate services. The, ward pro­
gram services component consists of community 
assessment, re-entry services and case man~gement. 
Units specializing in re-entry services are located in 
San Francisco, Oakland/East Bay, central Los Ange­
les and San DIego. Wards paroled to these areas are 
handled for their first 90 days by a re-entry unit and 
are then reassigned to a case management unit. In 
the remainder of Los Angeles County and in other 
areas of the State, re-entry and case management 
functions are provided by si:Qe:le parole. units. 

In addition, a special inters'Rlte unit arranged for 
the mutual supervision of cases being paroled among 
the various states." \:::'. 

Parole program resources include two community 
residential facilities operated by the Department. 
These are the Social, Personal and Community Expe­
rience (S.P.A.C.E.) Program in Los Angeles and the 
Park Centre Program in San Diego. The S.P.A.C.E. 
Program,provides an opportunity for wards about to 
be paroled to Los Angeles County to be placed in a 
local supervised residential setting, receive intensive 
pre-release job counseling, educational gUidance and." 
work experience in the local community, prior to 
their release. Once paroled, the wards assigned to 
the S.P.A.C.E. Program continue to receive supervi-
sion from that program's parole agents. ' 

The Park Centre .Program provides residential 
services and intensive staff supervision for wards be­
ing paroled in the San Diego area. Parole staff also 
contract with private residential or treatment pro~ 
grams throughout the state, provide supervision ~d 
report to the Youthful pffend~arole Board on the 
wards' progress' in their progt1Uns and arrange fbI' 
their transition back into thecommumty, under 
strict supervision, when it is deemed appropriate. 

,') 
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The Ga}!g Violence .Reduction Project brings "ari-
0ll:s East Los Angeles gangs together in a forum to 
reduce gang .violence .and provide.constructive 
projects for gangs~o work on in. their communities, 
Gang members and staff have the responsibility of 
developing resolutions and solutions to reduce gan:g 
conflict. Gang members are encouraged to take part. 
in projectf'designed to benefit the commuIiity and 
allow gang members. the opportunity to' offer con~ 
structive service to their communijies. The project 
staff assists gang members in achieVing educational 
and vocational goals through education and traiDing 
facilities within the community. " 

Parole population, like institution population, in­
creased during 1980. The year began With 6,,,{05 pa~ 
rolees and ended with 6,972. The average daily 
parole caseload was 6,769, up from6,564 in 1979. The 
mean length of stay on parole was 1B.4 months. 

Program Activities 
Parole staff continued to maintain a close liaison 

with the Institutions and Camps Branch to encour­
age an 'unbroken treatment strategy through the 
ward's entire period of coriunitment to the Youth 
Authority, w4jle;in institution,~ and on parole. A pa-
role and institutions committee is operational in both 
Northern. and Southern California to 'smooth .com­
munications between staff of the, two branches. 

Safety training was a high priority for the Bran.ch 
d:uring the year. A "Survey of Parole Staff andPa­
rolees" was conducted by Opinion Research Corpo­
ration. With the survey results and the. report of a 
Parole Safety Tasl;c Force, some 272 parole agents 
received. tr~g at the Youth Authority Academy at 

. ModestO·oin Methqds of Arrest, Search, Seizure and 
Transportation. In addition, 100 clerical personn~l 
were trained in suchare'as as,'OfficeSafety, Manage­
ment of Assaultive B.ehavior, Crisis Intervention/ 
Defusing Tactics and Self-Defense~ Also during the 
year, parole agents and clerical personnel were 
tr, ain, ed ,and, certified in· the. Use ~\f A, erosol Tear, G,' as. 
Other training includes Crisis thtervention Viola­
tion, Intervention Trainingand~1 Substance' Abuse 
Trainin . . ''==' ' " 

g . , • ( 
VolUllteer attorneys are involved with parol~es 

through the Volunteers in Parole Program, operated 
by the Coun,ty Bar Associations in Los Angeles,' San 
Diego, Sacramento, San Francisco and Santa ·Clara 
Counties, which have matched approXimately 400 
volUnteer attorneys and wards,. During fiscal yem-
1979-80 there was a cumulative total of 166 matches 
With 101 ongoing matches recorded; This involved 
7,194 volUnteer hours, 18 group O\ltings, 52 commu, 
nity presentations; and 82.5 hours of street law 

. taught, . , " • '" ' . 

PllEVENTIONAND 'COMMUNITY 
,CORRECTIONS BRANCH 

The Prevention and CommunitY 'Corrections 
Branch wRrks closely with county probation" aud 

other governmental' and private agencies and orga­
nizations concerned with criminal justice, juvenile 
law enforcement~ and delinquency prevention at the 
local level. The Branch carries out its legislative man­
date through two divisions: the Division of Field 
Services and the.Division of Support Services. 
. The DiVision of Field Services adminsters the $63 

,million County Justice System Subvention ,Program 
as well as other funds authorized by. the Legislature 
for prevention and correctional programs, and assists 
19cal pUblic and private entities in maintaining effec­
tive criminal justice system programs. The Division 
also revie~s, monitors, and evaluates funded, pro­
graInS, and enforces standards for juvenile halls, 
camP,s, ranches, and schools, and for jails that detain 
minors over 24 hours. " ' 

The Division of Support Services provides techni­
cal support to the Office of the Director Office of the 
Branch Deputy Director, and to the Di~sion ofField 
Servic~s. It' also est~blishes standards for the opera­
tion 9fjuvenile halls,~amps, ranches and schools,j~s 
and lockups~ Youth 'Services Bureaus and delin­
quency prevention programs., Policies, procedures 
and guidelines for State and Federal funded' local 
juve~~/ criminal corrections are also developed. It 
administers a proposal process for delinquency pre~ 
vention projects, with the Director's State Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Commission se~ 
lecting proponents. Liaison' between the Youth' Au­
thority and other state agencies, organizations and ' 
associations is also provided, along with trainin'g for 
probation and local justice personnel. . 

.' The' major task of the Branch dUring 1980 was the 
administration of the CountyJusticeSystem Subven­
tion Prograrn .. The program repll,J.ced state fUnding 
provisions for county probation departments' soecial 
supervision programs and juvenile homes, raitches 
and, camps; maintenance, operations and' construc­
tion subv~ntions. The program became effective July 
1~ l{f7B, WIth the enactment of Assembly Billsll90 and 
2091. The Youth. Authority prescribes polici~s and 
procedures to be followed for administerillg tile Pro­
gram, including application certification, pl'ogram 
monitoring and evaluation, and methods of account­
ing for' and c;ertifying proper use of funds. Pat'ncular 
attention' has been focused. up6n providing stability 
to the program by increasing the amount of technical 
assistanceoffertOld to local jurisdictions. ,. 

A staff task force and External Advisory Commit­
tee of state and labal associations and departments 
was formed to conduct an in-depth examination and 
review of the Coanty Justice System Subvention Pro­
gram. This effort led to streamlining the program's 
policies and procedures contained in the California 
Administrative, Code and simplifying the program's 
application guidelines. The report also contributed 
heaVily to the proylsions of SB 685 (Presley-"':Chap­
ter .1114, Statutes ·of 1980) which provided (a) an 
optional alternative base cQ!llmitment rate for those 
countieJ with commitment rates to state correctional 
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institutions of 30,0 juvenile and adult offenders or less 
per. ·100,000 population; (b) amendments to ~s~ist 
the Youth Authority in more accurately determmmg 
county f~diD.g entitlements; (~) carryover of 
unused program funds one additional year beyond 
the appropriation year; and (d) cost-of-living adjust­
ments should other programs receive a discretionary 
increase. 

A Statehouse Conference on Children and Youth 
was held Ap~il 16-19, 1980. Over ·1500 county 'dele­
gates, both youth and adults, participated in this ef­
fort. The conference was the culmination!Jf a process 
which began when Governor Brown named a pri­
vate, non-profit agency-the California Council on 
Children and' Youth-to coordinate statewidlcl· in­
volvement of citizens which produced over 150 ac­
tion. plans to substantially improve the quality of life 
for children and youth in California during this dec-
ade. . 

Preliminary work began on a study on the Deten- .. _ 
tion of Minors in California's Jails, Lockups~ and<~·) 
Holding Facilities. The study is scheduled for com­
pletion ill summer, 1981, and is intended to provide 
an up-to-date picture of minors detained in Califor­
nia's jails. A 15-member study advisory conuilittee 
consisting of key professional associations, organiza­
tionsand departments concerned with the detention 
of minors provides advice, input, analysis of study 
data and recommendations. ~.' 

The Branch maint$led commupity corrections 
services to public and private agencies. Forty~four 
juvenile halls and 51 jails holding juveniles more than 
24 hours were inspected. These facilities, if declared 
unfit by the Youth Authority, and if not restored to 
state standards within i80 days, may not be used for 
detention of minors. Fifteen juvenile halls were noti­
fied of potential disapproval as a result of overcrowd­
mg. Thirteen were subsequently brou~ht up to 
standar:d; two were pending at the close of 1980. Six­
ty-tWo county juvenile camps were inspected, and all 
were in compliance with standards. 

The following delinquency prevention activities 
also were carried out: 

•. Forty-two county delinquency prevention com­
missi()ns were approved to receive reimbursement 
for .administrative expenses up to $1,000. 

• Grants totaling $200,000 were. awarded to sev­
eral delinquency prevention programs to encourage 
a statewide commitment to young people as a valued 
resource and asset to society. ., 

.• Staff monitored $697,588 shared ·by eight Youth 
Service Bureaus. 
". Pass-through grants, totaling $600,000 to the 
Sugar Ray and John Rossi Foundations were adminis-

" teredo . 
Delinquency prevention technical assistance was 

prOvided. to an average of 4O'programs and organiz!l­
tions each month above and beyond that routinely 
provided to funded programs and pass-through 
grant~. .' G .. 
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Technical assistance, consultation, and generalliai­
son were provided monthly to more than50 proba­
tion, law enforcement, professional organizations, 
and other justice system agencies and organizations. 

PLANNING, RESEARCH, EVALUAT.(ON .tiND. 
DEVELOPMENT BRANCH . 

The Planning Sectionparticipat~d in the Depart­
ment's sixth planning .cycle in 1980, the results of 
which are included in the Department's plan sched­
uled for publication in the spring; Section staff coor­
dinated the Department's program analysis process~ 
with five analyses conducted. This process resulted 
in the development of projects to establish an inten­
sive treatment unit, three specialized GOUnseling 
units and a system for preventive maintenance of all 
Youth Authonty facilities. Staff also assisted or con­
ducted several major policy analyses and assisted in 
the development of two new program·.plans. 

The Program Monitoring and Evaluation System 
staff were involved in 17 projects in 1980. Some of 
these included: a Departmental study of security and 
treatment; Nelles . School program development; 
food service program plans at Preston and Ventura 
Schools; vocational education at p/Jston School; per­
formance standards for supervising parole agents; 
training at Karl Holton School; P&CC Branch·plan­
ning process; and Juniper Lodge at Preston. 

The Program Review Section completed. the re­
view of three programs: Park Centre (aresidental 
treatment. parole program); medical services; and 
the parole violation process. Each of the studies re­
st\\ltedin numerous recommendations intended to 

.' unprove these programs, many of which haveal­
ready been implemented. 

The 'Program and Resources Development Divi-, 
sion has assisted the l)epartment in obtaining over 
$47 million in external funding for new projects since· 
1974. , 

During 1980, the following programS were funded: 
Vocational'Reading Power ESEA IVC; .Foster Grand­
parents; Chicano Resource. Center; Methods of Anal­
ysis for Evaluating Data (Alternatives to ANCOVA); 
Success on Parole, Supplement I; Library Services 
Construction Act; Educational. Assessment f9r Hand­
icapped Students in YA Institutions (2nd year); Vo­
cational Education, Title II; Indian Youth Diversion; 
Facilitie's Acquisition and Construction; YA Truck 
Driver Training; and Foster Grandparents (Nelles ". 
School and DeWitt Nelson Training Center) . ·,1 

The Division of Research cOJJ.tinued its major func­
tions of mainbtining a managEl.meot information sys­
tem and conducting research on prevention and)' 
correctional issues.' ~ 

The Offender Based Institutional Tracking System 
(OBITS), completed in 1978, continued to provide 
managers and the Youthful Offenc:ler Parole ~d· 
with current information on ward characterfsi:lCf and 
movem·ents. 

. .. 

,'/ 

Sfuc.lies completed durmg the year included· the ''! 

following: A one-year federally-fundedistudy of the 
Board's, use of time-setting guideline$ was com­
pleted. As a result, the Board now routinely receives 
information which ",allows" them .. to . monitor their 
time-setting decisions. The Division awarded ,a con­
tract fo~· an independent· evaluation of the~ cOUnty 
justice sllbventionprogram. Preliminary results· in­
dicated that subvention. funds were mainly being 
used for juvenile rather than adult ser~ices, and to 
offset the impact of Proposition 13 and inflation. 

The success on parole study, funded by the N~­
tional Institute of Corrections, found that economic 
resources on parole was the mostunportantfactor in 
predicting success, followed by attitudes toward 
one's parole agent and parole program as well as 
school involvement, attitudes, and achievements. 

Under contract, Opinion Research Corporation 
. conducted a survey of parole staff and parolees. Job 
satisfaction, supervision, and other issues were in­
cluded. The vast majority of parole agents agreed 
that Youth Authority parole has a dual objective: to 
protecHhe community by providing services to pa-
,rolees. . 
, Information for P9licy and program plru'ming was 
also developed froma survey of institutional staff to· . 
determine whafproportion of wards they judged to 
be in need of intensive psychiatric treatment (8%), 
special counseling (24%), or a program for intracta-
ble wards (!3%). ", . 

Evaluative research studies provided information' 
on the impact of severa,.! policies ;md programs. Re- ,­
ducing the number of beds in an open dormitory at 
the DeWitt Nelson Training Center resulted in few~ 
er violent incidents and escapes .. Preliminary infor­
mation on the Planne,iF Reentry Program showed 
that reducing the lengihof inStitutional stay for se­
lected wards resulted. in b\~d saving~ without ad­
versely effecting public s!lfety. ' .,. 
'A data system was developed to count the number 

of wards in need of special education because of 
handicapping conditions. Educational progress for 
wards was monitOred for math, reading, and lan-
guage achievement. . o' 

The Gang Violence Reducti9n Project evaluation 
showed that there was 11 continued reduction of 
homicides between gangs participating ih this East 
Los Angeles Project but that the project was not able 
to impact rivalries between project and non-project 
gangs. 0 

MANAGEMENT SERVICES BRANCH 
Ongoing staff services for the entire Department 

are provided by the Management Service~ .Branch, 
which is comprised of three divisions-Administra­
tive Services, Personnel Mana~ment, and Training 
-and . ~e departmental Budget and Safety Offices. 

"Bureaus within the Administrative Services Division 
include fulancial Services, Nutrition Services, Man-

c 

agement Analysis, Busiriess Services, Facilities Plan­
ning,and Data Proc~ssing. 

The Branch provided services during 1980 to the 
Department's 4,386 employees, operating under a 

. total budget of $230,115,681 for the 1980-81 fiscal 
year. This included $15;;~043,198 for s.tate support, 
$74,362,715 for loc~ assistance, $2,029,926for capital 
outlay and $679,812 of Federal funds .. 

The Training Division continued the. operation of 
'the Department's Training Academy. Newly-hired 
group supervisors and youth counselors receive 
three week!l qfintensivetraining at·the Modesto fa­
cilitydn the techniques required to maintain disci­
pline inim 'institutional .'. setting, stressing· a 
humanistic approach in providing treatment for the 
youthful offender. In addition, the new staffers are 
provided training required by Section 832· of the Pe­
nal Code. Approxhnately 275 employees completed 
the curriculum during 1980. Added to the Academy's 
program during 1980 was a one-week class iIi Parole 

, Agent Safety Training; during which field parole 
agents received mstruction in techniques for arrest, 
search, seizure and transportation of parolees. 

A centralized, computerized Training Information 
System was implemented in July 1980, which has the 
capability of providing oontrol agencies, departmen­
hi! management and staff witli comprehensive train­
ing data. 

The Division of Personnel Management has con­
tinued, through the Manpower Coordination Pro-

, gram, the successful transition of CETAemployees 
into nonsubsidized positions. As of the end of 1980, 
the Department had transitioned a total of 254 par­
ticipants, andhad the highest CETA transition rate 
within State government. However, at the same 
time, the future? of CETA programming became 
. ch;lUded cd~!:£.4'unding uncertainties. 

On behalf: of the Department, personnel staff have 
worked with the Attorney General's Office in nego­
tiating a partial settlement of a law suit filed against 
the Department by the Federal Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission. A partial consent decree, 
filed in U.S, District Court in October, eliminated the 
upper age requirement for entry in the Group 
Supervisor, Youth Counselor and Parole Agent I 
classes. As a result, physical ability evaluation will 
become part of the medical examination process. 

On"July 1, 1980, the Safety Office began a pilot 
workers' comf)ensation program at the Northern 
California Youth Center aimed at benefitting em­
ployees and red1,lcing,the cost of occupat\~mal inju­
ries. The new program provides temporary modified 
duty for employees unable to return to their usual 
work after an occupational injury. Medical control 
(designation of authorized trearulg doctors) has also 
been implemented, and the new system also includes 
improved follow-up procedures on workers' com­
pensation claims and a more visible safety program. 
The project was later expanded to the Ventura 
School. " . , 
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The Safety Office also began planning a Back care 
. prpgramfor all departmental staff. Occupafionf,ll 

back injUries represent 2Oto.25 percent of alI injuries 
and cost the Department about $1,000,000 @llually. 
The prOgram was developed by the State"Compensa­
tion Insurance Fuildand has resulted in decreases in 
occupational back,~juries from 35 to 70 percent 
where used. 

Among the accomplishments of the Facilities'Plan­
ning Bureau dm:ing the year was the establishment 
of an energy conservation program, the goal of which 
is to promote conservation by installing more effi­
cient equipment, closely monitoring energy con-

. sumption, auditing the Department's physical 

" 

facilities,and increasing staff awareness of energy 
conservation::methods. . , , ,. 

The Management ~alysis Bureau undertook the 
m.rall revisioll of the Youth AftthoritY A~stra­
tive Manual early in 1980, and the year ended with 
the issuance of the new YAM in December; 

The Financial Analysis Bureau pfocessed 16 active 
grants totalling in excess of $4.'7 million. These in- G 

eluded education (E.S.E.A.), U.S.'Food Program, de­
linquency . diversion, . youth . service bureaus,. and 
:::research. Accounting and financial analysis [,services 
were also provided for the County Justice' System 
Subvention Program which involved more than·$63, 
million for the current fiscal year. ' 
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1. F1RST COMMITMENTS:'· 
There were 3,968 first commitments tot. the of juvenile court c()mmitments h~s not 
Youth Authority during 1980, a 9 percent,chang~dby any appreciable degree in recent 
increase from the 3,640 for 1979. First com- years, and neither has there been an apprecia:-
mitments since the low in 1972 have been ble change in the age of criminal court com-
increas'lng,each year with the exception of rhitm~nts. 
1979, which decreased slightly. The years , 
1975 and 1980 re~orded the .two »large~.!.~~~,]RST COMMITMENT OFFENSES: 
creases. The 1980 mtake was the ~ge"st SInce. ' . ",. . . 
the 1960s. The early 1960's saw commitments The m' s.( common reason for'-commltment 
to the Youth Authority inc?ease from ap- to the You"t~utho.rity was for the offensec?f 
proximately 4,600 in 197(1)'" to. 6.,:200~1~~' ; (,~,~ge~f"'\ TW~ll!Y-~~x .Pfe:.c. ent. 0Tfhall commlt­
then, as a result of tIy Pro~tron. ~'u~s.!4X • t,I1~nt~\F1re lOr\t ISO lense. e next two 
le~islation that went i?~o effec~~~~~).'~,6J~O\D~. ;1m., 9~~},9>(llHon offenses. were b~rglary, and 
1I).1tments began. to dichne lAd .. ;each~d~"~ 10,V .... ~~.~~! .. t .apf\(. batte~f .. VIOlent ty. pe o~fen~e. s 
of 2,728 in 1972. ~~. V ,~ ~ d_~~o~~l~~f~fbb~rYl\as~ault and battery, Vlg-

~!',,\ ~. je~t rape\ ad kldna\>pmg) made np 50 per-
2 .. AREA OF FIRS(1' CO~ \ ~ ~TS: ~ ce~,of.~l '/Vouth ~luthority com{Ilitme~ts, 
Sixty-three percen"~l~~ all fIrst 9,~\n t?{Ile~ns w.bi~h ~s (rttore than double the proportIOn 
to the Youth Autlrity duriqg 1980 'were 't:~~ \ ~'b.rrimitte for these offenses in 
frOID the Southern aliforni,/a'~ w. itI{ 4\ "'lA9?0. ~~~~. ff~etti~g fac~or. s are the cases re-. 
percent from Los A . geles c'ount~~~an' ~':-telv~rom Jhe J' vemle courts for W&I 
FraI?-Cisc.O B.ay.areac.o~rib»fed 19 perc. ent~, Clde viola@¥>\ (.ss~ ,~tus offenses) that are. n. 0 
. all first commItments, hUe the Sacramento·· ldj},ger e.'9mmlbt"ed' to the Youth AuthOrIty, 
Valley area co. ntribute ,6 percent, and the ana~ the decline' in drug offense commit-

'JSan Joaquitt Valley area 8\percent. Numeri- \ mdnts. / " 
cally in order, th~ counties'w.[q the largest 6. LENGrt: OF STAY:' . ", 
number of commitments to tlle\~ outh Au- ,n • Q./. ' . 
thority \vbre Los Angeles; Santa Clara)_Sa~.!l.siil<tiftlOnal le~?th ,?f stay 6n 1980 was 12.9 
Diego; Alameda; Orange; Sacramento; San ~onths, uB so~~~l:lat. from thc.12.0. m~nths 
Francisco' Kern' and San Bernardino m the prevlou~ year. Smce 1970, InstitutIOnal 

" . length of stay has varied from a low of. 10.6 
3. COURT OF FIRST COMMITMENTS: months in 1970 up to a high of 12.9 months 
Commitments to the Youth authority can in 1980. This reBresents the longest length of 
originate from either the juvenile or the adult stay in Youth Authority history and re.flects 
c,Ourts, and fO,r 1980 the proportion was di- changing commitment offense patterns and 
vided 55 percent from juvenile courts and 45 law changes . 
percent from criminal courts. These figures 7. LONG TERM TRENDs'. " 
reflect a reversal of the trend. towards in­
creasing juvenile court commitments in 
more recent years. Between 1976 and 1978 
the trend was for increasing juvenile court 
and decreasing criminal court commitments. 

4. AGE OF FIRST COMMITMENTS: 
The average age of all first commitments to 
the Youth Authority in 1980 wa~ 17~ years, 
unchanged from the previous year. The age 

Youth Authority institutional population in 
1980 reached a high of 5,320 as of December 
31, w~rch was 8 percent higher than>the 
population at the b~ginning of the year. Pa- " 
role population, on thet;>ther hand, has been 
decreasing over the past decade ~th a low of' 
6,699 at the end of 1978. It increased minutely 

'; <,~ 

by the end of 1979 (6,705) and then rosb,to, 
6,972 at the end of 1980. 
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A Califr~ AutiiorilY Male: A California Youth r~' ale •. 
ms HOMEENvfRONMENT: HER HOME E~()N~ , . . 

1. Forty-four percent came' from neigh- 1. Forty-seven perce1,).t came from neigh-
borhoodsthat Were, below average borhoods that were below average 
eC9,nomically, 49 percen~ came from av- economically, 47 percent came from av-' 
erage ,neighborhoods~ 'and' 7 percent erageneighborhoods, ,arid 5 percent " 
from above average neighborhoods; , from above average neighborh()ods. , 

2. Thirty-fiye percent,Jived in neighbor- 2. Thirty-six percent lived in neighbor-
,hoods VJifh a high level of delinquency, hoods with a high level of d~linquep.cy",; 

S;' and 35 percent in moderatelydelin- and 32 percent in moderatelydelin-
quent neighborhoods.'.Only 7 ,percent quent neighborhoods. Only 6 ,percent 
lived', in neighborhoods considered lived in neighborhoods considered 
nondelinquent. nondelinquent. 

3. A significant proportion (37 percent) 3.A significant proportion (52 percent) 
came, from homes where all or part of . came from homes where all or part of 
the family income came from publi~ as- the family income came from pl,lblic as-
sistance. 0 ' sistance. 

0' 

ms FAMILY: HER ~AMILY: , ,.', "",' 
1. Twenty-nine percent came from un- 1. Nmeteen percent came from unbroken 

broken homes. One natural parent was homes. One natural parent was present 
present in an additional 62 percent of in an additiona170 percent of the homes; 
the ,~omes. . 2. Over one-half of the wards had at least' 

).l,,=~J. Over one-half of the wards had at least one parent or one brother or sister who 
one parent or one brother or sister ,who had a delinquent or criminal record. " 

c' 

had a delinquent or criminal record. 3. Four percent were married at the time 
,3. Only three percent were married at the of commitment, and 20 percent had 

time o{~commitment, and eight percent children."" 
had children. 

HIS DELINQUENT BEHA VlOR: HER DELINQUENT BEHA VIOR:" 
i. Twenty-four percent had five or more rJ· Nineteen Dercent had five or more con-:-

convictions or sustained petitions' prior victions or sustained petitions prior to " 
to commitment to the ,Youth Authority. commitment to the Youth Authority. 
Sixty-two percent had been previously, Forty-two percent had been previously 
committed to a toc!!l or state facility. \\ . committed to a local or state facility. 

2. The major. probletp area for 40 percent;) 2. The major problem a~ea for 36 percent 
, was undeslr~bl<: peer influences.\:;i\ was mental a?d emotlOn~1 problems. ' 

HIS eMPLOYMENT/SCHOOLING: il HER eMPLOYMENT/SCHOOLING: 
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1. Of t,hose in the labor force, 19 perc~nt'\\,,%:P)f those inthe labor"force, teo percent 
were employed full time while 68 per- ' 'were ,employed full time while 83, per-
cent were unemployed. c' cent were unemployed. '-' 

2. Nineteen percent .weI;e last enrolled in 2. Thirty-<;me percentw:ere last enrolled in 
the ninth grade or below. Twenty per- the ninth grade or ~~W1Thirteen per-
cent had reached the twelfth grade or cent had reached the twelfth grade or 
had graduated from high school. had graduated from high school. CI, " 
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The precedirig, two pages have 'summarized the 
statistiGal,highlights of, the data, which can be found 
irl more detail in the subsequent, tables and charts. 
Also presented waS a statisticaLprofile of the average 
Youth Authority male and female commitment. The 
profile.'reported on four (areas of ward adjustmerit: 
home, family, delinquent behavior, and employ-
mEmt! schooling. , ' 

Table 1 shows data in, ,a long-term historical per­
spective going back to the 1960 calendar year. This 

.' sectt<tn 

table shows the impact. of the Probation Subsidy 
legislation upon the Youth Authority beginning with 
1966 andcontiriuing through the final year of the 
program, 1978. A new subvention program became 
operative onJply 1, 1978, which was based upon com­
mitment patterns for four fiscal years begInning with 
1973-74 andendiilg with 1976-77.'1.'0 reflect this time 
period, the balance of the tables in this l\~port will 
generally cover the current yearpE!riod, or a period 
from 1970 through 1980. 

COMMITMENTS TO THE 
CALIFORNIA YOUTH 
AUTHORITY 

FIRST COMMITMENTS: 
Table 1 and Chart II present all historical perspec­

tive of commitments to the Youth Authority over the 
past two decades from 1960 through 1980. For 1960, 
commitments to the Youth Authority totaled 4,602 
for /;l, commitment rate per 100,000 youth population 
of 174.7; Commitments continued to increase 
through 1965, at which point 6,190 wards were com­
mitted which resulted, in a commitment rate very 
similar to the rate in 1960. This WilS due to the con­
stant increase, in youth population'during that peri­
od. With the onset of the Probation Subsidy program 
in 1966, commitments began to decline and eventu­
,ally reached a low pointin 1972 of2,728, or a commit­
'ment rate per 100,000 youth population of65.7. Since 
1972, commitments, have increased once again to a 
total of 3,968 for 1980 which was a rate of97.0 per 
100,990 population. 

Ifis apparent by looking at Table 1, that the de­
crease brought about by the Probation Subsidy pro­
giarn was primarily in the juvenile court area, and 
there is no indication that the Subsidy program af­
fected the Youth Authority's criminal court commit­
ments t!? any appreciable degree. 

A A m'Jor ~pact, ,of the SubSide y legi, slation was its 
effect I}n· female commitments. For calendar year 
1965, t:h.ere were 980 female commitments to the 
Youth Authority and thisc:lropped to 154 commit­
ments in 1980. The commitment rate for females de-

creased from 55:0 per 100,000 youth population to 8.0. 

AREA AND COUNTY OF COMMITMENT: 
Table 2 shows the number of wards 'committed to 

the Youth Authority by each individual county and 
the,. rate of commitment per l00,OOQ youth popula­
tion. The youth population is the 10-20 year age 
group for total commitments; 10-17 for juvenile 
court commitments; and 18-20 for criminal court 
commitments. Los Angeles County committed over 
forty~two percent of all commitments received by 
the Youth Authority while the Southern California 
area, whlchcomprises 10 out of the 58 California 
counties, contributed 63 percent of all commitments. 
As would be expected, the larger metropolitan coun­
ties committed the greatest number of wards to the 
Youth Authority, butwhen these gross numbers are 
translated into rates p('r 100,000 youth pop'ulation, ,a 
somewhat diffEll:ent picture emerges. Although 
manyof then~erically larger counties still main-

'tain a high rate of commitment, (i.e., Los Angeles, 
(133) San Francisco, (168» there are rural counties 
which produce higher rates per capita. For instance, 
the county with the highest rate of commitment per ' 
100,000 YQuth popul~tion was Madera with a rate of 
256 followed byKings County with a rate of 197. Four 
counties in the state, Alpine, Glenn, Mono and Trin-

, ity, did not commit any wards to the Youth Authority 
during ,1980. 
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Total 

First 
commit-

Tablel 
FIRST COMMITMENTS TO 'mECALIFO~YOum AUTHORITY, 1960-1980 
BY SEX. COMMl1TING COURT: AND RATE PER loo.{}()() YOUTH POPULATION 1 . , 

0. C' 
"r:j: . ~!;'; Males 

, , 
:~ 

Jllvenile court Criminal court Total Juvenile, court Criminal court 

First First First First First 
commit- , commit- commit- , commit-j',coDimit-

Yeu ments " Rate" ments Rate b m~Dts Rate· ments Rate" ments Rate b ments Rat~· 

1960 .... "" .. ".".~."" .. 4,602 
1961 .. """""" .... "".; .. 5,137 
1962 .......................... 5,1\14 
1963 ............. ; ............ 5,733 .' 
1964 ..................... " ... 5,488 
1965 ......................... ; 6,190 
1966 .... " ... " ............... " 5,470 
1967 .... 1 .. " ... " ............ 4,998 , 
1968~ .................. "' .... 4,690 
1969 ................ " ........ 4,494 
1970 .. """":" .. """,, ... 3,'/46 
1971" ...... """" .... ",, .. 3,218 ,~. 
1972 .. "" ... """""" .. ". 2,728 
1973 .. "" ...... "" .. ,,""" 2,757 \1 

1974" ........... " ........... 3,002 
1975 ................ " ........ 3,404 
1976 ..... "" .......... " ..... 3,559 
1977 .......................... 3,626 
1978 .......................... 3,776 
1979 .... " ......... " ......... 3,640 
1980 .................... " .... 3,968 

: 10-20 y~r asegroup 
10-17 year ase group 

• 18-20 year ,age group 

174.7 
190.6 
174.0 
179.5 
162.9 
174.8 
148.0 
129.4 
119.1 
112.2 
9i.3 
78.2 
65.7 
66.0 
71.6 
80.9 
84.3 

\\85.9 
i!90.0 

87.5 
96.6 

3,350 158.6 ,1,252 
3,852 172.8 1,485 
3,739 158.5 1,455 
4,371 173.7 1,362 
4,171 156.2 1,317 

" 4,648 168.6 1,542 
4,lJO 146.2 1,340 
3,m ' 122.9 1,427 
3,164 U16.3 1,526 
2,779 91.4 1,115 
2,204 11.5 1,542 
1,651 53.2 1,567 

:' 1,462 47.2 1,266 
1,464 47.1 1,293 
1,527 49.0 1,475 
1,829 58.5 1,575 
1,754 56.3 1,805 
2,OlJ 65.2 1,6lJ 

,2,196 72.2 1,580 
2,058 68.9 1,582 
2,189 74.7 1,779 

239.8 },929 ,301.8 2,705 mol 1,224 m.1 
260.2 4;625 H4.2 3,177 281.6 1,+48 565.6 
232.4 4,431 299.8 3,028 253.6 1;403 494.0 

cc 201.2 4,889 308.6 3,575 280,6 1,314 423.9 
189.0 4,6~1 278.2 3,393 251.0 1,258 393.1 
196.7 5,210 296.2 3,750 ·268.6 1,460 402.2 
1SJ.7 4,58~, 249.3 3,305 230.8 1,278 314.8 
149.3 4,127 219.5 2,850 193.4 1,367 305.8 
158.5 3,973 202.6 2,530 167.5 1,443 320.0 

~ 177.9 3,860 193.7 2,242 145.4 1,618" 358.8 
157.7 3,319 162.9 1,855 118.5 1464 320.8 
m.o 2,880 140.2 1,197 88.4 1;48]. 112.9 
120.5 2,476 119.2 1,267 80.3 1,209 241.3 
12003 2,534 121.0 1,296 81.9 1,238 242.3 
137.2 2,790 132.4 1,367 86.1 1,423 274.2 , 
145.4 3,224 152.1 1,114 107.5 1,510 287.1 
163.3 ~,377 158.7 1,6H 102.7 1,744 324.2 
142.0 3,457 162.5 1,904 120.9 1,553 281.3 
136.7 3,614 171.1 2,082 134.1 I,m 273.6 
134.8 3,487 166.8 1,956 128.4 1,531 270.0 
150.9 3,~14 184.8 2,088 139.7 1,726 303.3 

(~ 

Females 

Juvenile and 
criminal courts 

First 
commit-
ments Rate" 

673 50.5 
712 SO.3 
763 50.6 
844 52;4 
8J7 49.4 
980 55.0 
887 ' 47.7 
781 40.2 
717 ' 36.2 
634 31.5 
427 21.0 
338 16.4 
252 1t1 
223 10.7 
212 10.2 
180 8.6 
182 8.7 
169 8.1 
162 7.8 
153 7.4 
154 7.5 

chart II FIRST COMMITMENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 19~1980 
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, . Table 2. ,., 
AREA AND COU. NTI:OF.COM. Ml1;M. ENT'oF FIRST C.' ()M.MOl~ENTSTO THE Y()UTiJ:.A. umORITY,l980 

BY SEX. COMMl1TING COURT; AND RATE PER/IJoo.OOO YOUTH POPULATION . 
~. • "', d 

Youth 
population • 

. All first 
commi~ents 

Juvenile .. ; . 
court . 

Criminal ' 

Area II\d county 

Total ~ .......................................... ; .. .. 
Southern California .................. , ..... ; ... .. 

Los Angeles ............... , ................... : .. .. 
Imperia) .......... ,.; ........... , .................... . 
Kern ............................ ; ........................ . 

~r:::m;;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
San Bernardino .......................... ; ...... . 
San. Diego ....................... , ................... . 
San Luis Obispo .............................. .. 

, Santa Barbara ............... ; .................. .. 
, Vefitun ...... ; ...... i'; .. , •..• ,;j ............... , .• ~; •• 

San Francisco Bay area ........ , .............. . 
, Alameda ..... ~ .. ~ ........ 1' ........... :: •• ~.,~ •• ; .... , •• 

San .·rincisco ............ ,.; ....... '.; .......... .. 

~ri~ .. ~.::::.::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::: 
~M;i;··:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Santa· Clara ......... , ............... ~ ............... . 
Solano .~ ............................................... . 
Sonoma ................. ; ............ : ..... ; .......... . 

AgeS 
10-17 

2,929,SlO 
1,767,790 

911,290 
15,890 
52,090 

256,740 
79,260. 

108,510 
215,470 

14,620 
J5400 
78;5~0 

6J8,OOO 
. 135,690 
,5J,290 

" 89,400 
27,460 
12,450 
72,300 

, 18J,I40 
28,800 
J5,470 

Sacramento. Valley................................ 175,550 
Butte ....... ;............................................ 14,550 
Colusa ............................................. ,.... 1,770 
Glenn ........................... ;...................... 2,870 
PlaCer ..... ;; .................................... ,........ 15,710 
Sacramento ....... : .............. ;., ........... ~ I "'" . 93,710 
Shasta ............ : ......................... : ........ '::."" 14,650 
Su.tter ................. , ............. , ...... i ........... ,. 7,370, 
Tehama ................ , .................. ,............ 4,850 

. Yolo ............ :.~, ................. ;.................... 13,390 
Yuba ........................... ; ... ;.: ................ :. 6,680 

San Joaquin Vailey................................., 222,550 
Fresno .................... ; ....... : ... " ... ,............ - 69,560 

~:E~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~:: 
Mew:d ...................... i......................... 18,1S0 
San loaquin ........ ; .......................... ,.... 4J,970 
Stamslaus ........ ; ........... :....................... 37,240 
Tulare ............ ' ... ;"................................ 34,770 

22 other counties ..................... , .......... .. 

~!!d~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Calaveras ................. ; ........... : .............. .. 
Del Norte .... , ...................................... . 
.E1 Dorado ...................... : ....... , ............ . 
Humboldt ... , ................ , ...................... . 

I!t::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Lassen ................................. ~.: .......... : .. . 

~::~~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Modoc .......... , ........ ;: ....... , .... : ............... . 
Mono ....... ;, .......................................... , 

~~:.l:...:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Plumas .......... , .......................... :, ... ;:., ... . 
San Benito ............................. ; .... ;, ..... . 
Santa Cruz.~I.h ..•...•. ! ............. ;; ....... ~"' ••• 
Siem,;.hh.; •.•. , ............ , .. ~I~ •... , .... , •.. ~ ... t ... . 

~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;::;:::::::::::: 

125,620 
110 

1,990 
2,120 
2,170 

10,140 
13,340 
2,120 
J,550 
2,280 
l,lJO 
8,7)0 
I,OJO 
.860 

34,130 
5,+20 
1,850 
3,190. 

20,910 
. J60 

: 4,660 
'1,550. 
3,980 

, 1,179,\30 
702,170 
347,930 

4,880 
20,190 

102,490 
31,540 
42,730 
94,040 
11,920 
19,680 
26,170 

Total' 

3,968 
2490 
1:675 

15 
114 
147 
lOS 
112 
200 

5 
39 
75 

Malc) Female 

, J;814" li4 
2,401 89 
1,614 61 

15. 
1068 
142 5 
i03 5 
109 3 
197 3 

S 
3S 4 
75 

255,730 756 729 
158 
126 
78 

27 
6 ." 58,840 .', 164 

U,280 IJ2 
32,070 81 
9,390 '5 
6,020 .IS 

S 
,14, 

24,69059 57 
208 
49 
34 

75,400 214 
10,640 50 
U,400 J6 

,80,550 
9,820 

640 
1,000 
5,SlO, 

40,150 " 
5,400 
2,960 

,,2,010 
, lO,S2Q 

2,540 

86,)20 " 
28,ll0 
3,720 
2,680 
7,2JO 

18,480 
13,960 
12,140 

54,360 
50 

970 
820 
790 

~;;~~ 

236 
22 
1 

15 
144,.: 

11 
7 
5 

12 
19 

()3!~ 
--fz9 

f i7 
16 
68 
57 
50 

m 
n 
1 

IS: 
141 

11 
7 
5 

12 
18 

294 
66 
26 
24 
16 
64 
53 
45 

170 159 

1 1 
7 60 
3 J 
,9 9 
5 5 
3 3 
3 J 
2 2' 
2 0 2 

18 18 
2 2 

"'6 
3 

1 
2 
6 
1 
2 

5 
1 

22 
3 
3 
3 

4 
4 
5 

11 

Total Male F,emale TQ~q 

2ls9 2OS8 101 1,779 
1'3561;295 61 1,134 

:88811 84741 I ", 787 
6, 6 - 9 

98 91 7 16 
90 85 5 57 
68 63 5 40 
28 27 184 

124 124 76 
4 4 1 

20, 18 19 
30 3.0 45 

385 
1M 
76 
2S 
i 
9 

44 
85 
2J 
1.8 

157 
11 
1 

9 
104 

7 
5 
3 
B 
9 

18J 
38 
19 
9 
6 

48 

~ 

J67 
98 
71 
25 
1 
9 

43. 
82 
22 
16 

1SJ 
10 
1 

9 
lOr 

7 
5 
3 
8 
9 

170 
36 
17 
9 
6 

46 
11 
25 

103 

18 
6 
5 

1 
J 
1 
2 

4 
.1 

B 
2 
2 

2 
3 
4 

J7l 
60 
56 

=. S6 
4 
6 

15 
129 
27 
18 

79 
11 

6 
40 
4 
2 
i 
4 

,10 

13) 
31 
10 
18 
10 
20 
23 
21 

62 

1,726 
1,1.06 

767 
9 

i5 
57 
40 
82 
73 
1 

17 
45 

362 
60 
55 
53 
4 
5 

14 
126 
27 
18 

78 
11 

6 
40 

,4 
2 
2 
4 
9 

124 
JO 
9 

15 
10 

u 18 
22 
20 

56 108 

1 
6 
2 
.4 
3 
2 
J 

1 
5 
2 
4 
3 
2 
3 

1 1 

r 
14 
1 

2 
14 
J 

1 1 
5 ,,5 
2 2 
1 1 

4 
1 

4 
1 

850 
1,210 

980 
660, 

3,210 
360 
:410 

U,SOO 64 
6 
1 
9 

58 6 38 J8 26, 20 
1,820 

710 
1,200 

10,690 
170 

1,840 
\520 
l,nO 

24 
1 

,~, I', 
5 

Ii (' 
1 I 
8 

" 21 
1 
5 

-_ ' of '. 4, 2 2) 
..:;" ·'''~-C-rl:;:..... ::<',!~m'""i= =:.!!~~~ ~.!~:.~~...;"-

.9 8 1 
'14 11 3 10 10 

1 1 
4 4 1 1 

5 

(. Rat~,per 100,000 0 

.,. ", y()uth JIOl'ulation b 

Juvenile Criminal 
F~lIIiIe ,t~ court court 

53 
28 

• 20. 

9 

1 
3. 

1 
J 
3 

1 

~~9 
1 
1 
J 

2 
1 
1 

6 

96.6 
100.8 
m.O 
72.2 

157.7 
40.9 
97.5 
74.1 
64.6 
.18.8, 
,70.8 
71.2. 

74.7 150,9 
76.7 161.5 
97.4 226.2 
17.8 184.4 

188.1 ' 79:2 
35.155.6 
85.8 126.8 
25.8 196.6 
57.5 80.8 

,27.4 8.4 
56.5 "" '96.5 
38.2 )68.1 

'84'.6 60.3 145.1 
'102:0 
22105 

,174.6 
, 42.6 

84.3 ~76.6 
, 168:0 142.6 

66.7 ' 28.0 
13.6,' 3.6 ' 

.81.272.3 
60.8 60.9 
82.8 46.4 

126.8 c' 79.9 
73.7 '50.7 

922 89.4 
90.3 75.6 

, 70.7 
107.6 
,54.9 
61.8 

57.3 
111.0 
47.8 
67.8 

99.7 
60.8 

111.1 0 

253.8 ; 
1343 

98.1 
112.0 

108:9 
99.6 
H.1 
f7.6 

50.2 59.7 38.0 

102.3 
70.6 

197.1 
255.9 
63.0 

IOS.9 
111.3 
106.6 

\14.5 

- 1,- ~~ 

82.2 154.l 
54.6 ' 1103 

172~9 268.8 
114.4 671.6 

33.1 U8.3 
109.2 108.2 
91.3 164.8 
83,4 173.0 

86.0 114.1 

61.J 39.4 llO.4 
26.5 2J.9 22.5 

150.8 "160.4 124.6 

6 234.4' 11U 192.6 
- i q 

75.967.0 93.5 

- -
- I',' ._ 

',' ~' . , 

• C!Ma1l1)' popula~~ we",Csti~~ ltOlI\inlormatioll provided by.'f1tpartmellt of Fillll\ce. ,. ,: ".. ' \' , ..', '..' . ' • 
b llatea Ire bued on .. ~tupa of 10-20 for toeal commitmellll; 10-17;/for juvellile courtcommitmellll; alld 18-20Co.; cri,,!lDal coun comlllltmenlS. Rata are omitted for coulI.tia With 

leu than 10,000 populti.iion ill the 1~20 year .. JfOup. . 
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CHARACTERISTICS·OF FIRST 
COMMITMENTS 

COMMrrnlVG COURT: 
Commitments to the Youth Authority can ori~­

nl;lte from any court (juvenile, superior, municipal, 
orjustice) andTable 3 s~pws the proportions of com­
mitments by the type of court. The two mlijor court 
divisions are. the juvenile court and the criminal 
court. The criminal {!ourts, in.turn, are divided into 
superior courts .and lower courts. 'The lower courts 
are, in turn, .divided into municipal courts and justice 
court,~. Table 3 and the accompanying Chart III show 
that for the 1980 calendar year, 55.2 percent of all 
commitments to the Youth Authority were from the 
juvenile courts and 44.8 percent were from the crimi­
:p,al courts. Of those committed from the criminal 
courts, almost all were superior court commitments, 
with only 21'commitments out of 1,779 being com­
mitted {rom the lower courts; The proportion of ju­
venile court commitments has fluctuated over the 
decade falling to le1js than 50 percent in 1976. It rose 
to 58 percent in 1918 and over the last two years has 
again declin~d to 55 percent. 

SEX: 
Only 154 females were committed to' the 'X,OQth 

Authority during the calendar year 1980, which 
represented 3.9 percent of allcommitments.B~c~ in 
the peak years of Youth Authority intake (1965-66) , 
approximately 16 percent of all commitments were 
females. But since the mlijority of female commit­
ments come from: the juvenile courts, the decline in 
the number of females committed is consistent with 
the decline of juvenile court commitments generally. 

AGE: 
The average age of the first commitment to the 

Youth Authority was 17.5 years, with juvenile court 
commitments averaging 16.3 years, and criminal 
court commitments 18.9 years. Males at mst commit­
ment were slightly older than females-l1.S to 16.9. 
These data are shown in Table 4, which gives the 
individual age break~Qwn by COUrt of commitment. 

Table 3 
COMMnTlNG COURT OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO mE YOUTll AUTHORITY, 197~1980 

Juvenile cOun Criminal coun 

Total Total Total Superior courts Lower ciJurts 

Year Number Percent Number Percent Males Females Number Percent Males Females Males Females 

1970 ........... ; .......... ; •• , .................. ~ ........................... 3,746 100.0 2,204 58.8 1,855 349 1,542 41.2 1,319 57 145 21 
1971. ....................................................................... 3,218 100.0 1,651 51.3 l,l97 254 1;567 48.7 l,l83 64 100 20 

:~~:::::::::::::;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,728 100.0 1,462 53.6 1,267 195 1,266. 46.4 1,100 '. 38 109 19 
2,757 100.0 1,~ 53.1 1,296 168 1,293 46.9 1,162 40 76 IS 

1~1:::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3,002 '100.0 1,527 50,9 1,367 160 1,.75 49.1 1,319 4] 104 9 
3,404 100.0 1,829 53.7 1,714 115 1,575 463 1,393 56 117 9 

1976 ...................... ; ................................................. 3,559 100.0 1,754 49.3 1,633 121 1,805 . 50.7 1,6SS SS 89 6 
1977 ............................................................... ; ... : .... l,626 100.0 2,Oll SS.5 1,904 109 1,61l #.5 1,489 SS 64 5 
1978 .... ; .................... ; ....... ; ................ ;; .................... l,776 100.0 2,196 58.2 2,082 114 1,580 41.8 1,490 4l 42 5 
1979 ...... ; ......................................... ; ........... ; ........... 3,640 100.0 2,058 56.5 1,956 102 1,582 43.5 1,501 49 28 2 
.1980 ......................................................................... 3,968 100.0 2,189 SS.2 2,088 101 1,779." #.8 1,707 51 19 2 

." '., 
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chart III COMMITTING COURT OF FIRST. COMMITMl:NTS 
TO THE YOUTH AUTHORI1:Y, 1970 AND 1980 

D 

_ SUPERIOR COURT LOWER COURT 

70 r-~'"---:-~....,...--------,'""-----,'-----~......:.----,---......., 

1970 1980 

CALENDAR YEAR 

i) '. 

Table 5 shows the changing age of Youth Authority 
commitments since 1910, byc()urt and sex. There has 
been a minimal change in the age of first commit­
mentsinGe 1970, with possibly the greatest differen­
tial being, in the age of female commitments. The 
average age of commitment for males has fluctuated 
between 17,3 and 17.7 since 1970, whereas female 
commitments had an average age of 16.9 years in 

1980, as opposed to 16.2 years in 1970; This again 
reflects the changing characteristics of female wards 
from a predominately juvenile court intake to one 
that has a.larger proportion of input from the crimi­
nal court. Generally, the age range for juvenile cQurt 
Gommitments has been about 16.3 years and for 
criminal court commitments approximately 19.0 
years. 
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Table 4 . . 0 

AGE AT ADMISSION OF FmST COMMITMENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1980 
BY SEX AND COMM11TING COURT 

!geat 
admission 

Total .......................... ; ........ , .. ' ............. . 

I IIi! 
n years or over ...... : ......... , ...... ; .............. ;. 

Mean. age ................................... ;; .............. ~ 

Standud deviation· .... ; .......... ; .................. .. 

Males .. 

I·· .' 
Juvenile.Clllltt Crimillal cOurt Total Juvenile court Criminal coun 

NUmber PerCent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number. PerCent Number Percent 

3,968 ,100.0 
3 0:1 

19 OJ 
136 J.4 
m 8.9 
657 ' 16.5 
920 23.2 
708 17.8 
643 16.2 ' 
407 10J 
122 3.1 

,17.5 

1.7. " I'· 

2,189 
3 

19 
1J6 
,m 
624 
81J 
232 

8 

1 

163 

1.1 

100.0 
0.1 
0.9 
6.2 

16.1 
28.5 
37.1 
10.6. 
0.4 

0.1 ' 

1,779 100.0 

33 1.8 
107 6.0 
476 26.8 
635 35.7 
407 22.9 
1216.8 

18.9 

1.1 

Table 5 

3,814 100.0 
3 0.1 • 

15 0.5 
121 3.2 
338 8.8 
622 16.3 
890 23.3 
690 IS.1 
623 16.3 
393 10.3 
119 3.1 

17.5 

1.7 ' ' 

.'. 

2,08S 100.0 
3 0.1 

15 0.7 
121 5.8 
H8 16.2 
591 " 28'), 
784 37.5 
227 ' 10.9 
.8 0.4 

-. 
1 0;) 

1) 

16.3 

1.1 

1,726 ,100.0 

31 I.S 
106 6.2 
463 26.8 
615 3U 
393 ' .. 22.8 
.118 6.8 '.1 

IS.9, 

1.1 

FeJl!IIes' 

.' . Juvenile ind 
'crim~r courts , 

Number :Per:ent '.' 

.1S4 100.0 

4 2.6 
15 9.7 
15 9.7 
35 

" 
22.7 

30 .19.5 
IS 11.7 
20 i3.0 
14 9.1 
l 2,0 

'" 

16.9 

1,9 

MEAN AGE AT ADMISSION OF F1RST COMMn'MENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1910-1980 
BY SEXANIi COMMl7TING'COURT ' 

~." (In Years) 

Year 

1970." ..... , .............. , ........... " .............. :.; .................... .. 
1971.; ................ ; ............. ; .............. : ........................... . 
1972 ........ , ......... , ....................................................... .. 
1973 ................................... ; ...................................... .. 
1974 ......................... ; ..................................... ~ ......... . 
1975 .. ~ ............. ; .......... -"';; .... ~ .................. ; ............... ,. 
1976: ............... ; .......... ; ........................... ; ....... ;; ........... ' 
i971; ..... : .. ; ..... ; ... ::: ....... : ... ; ...... :: ..... : ••• ; ..... ;; ......... ; ...... . 
.1978 ........................ : ••.. " ............................ ; .............. ;. 
1979 .......... ; .............. ;; .. : ..... : .. :.: ................. ; ............... .. 
1980 ....... _ .......................... · ........................ ,; ...... ; .. .. 

Total 

17.2 
. I7.5 
, 17." 

17.5 
17.6 
1H 
17.7 ,. 
17,5 
17 ••. 
17.5 
17J 

Juvenile Court Criminal ,COlltt 

15.9 
16.0 
16.0 
16.1 
16.1 
16.2 
16.3 
16.3 
16.3 '. 
16.r 
16;) 

19.0 
19.0 
19.1 
19.1 
]9.1 
19.0 
19.0 
19.0 

, 18.9 
19.0 
18.9 

Males 

Juvenile court 

16.0 
16.0 
16.1 
16.2 
16.1 
16.2 
16.3 
16.3 
16.3 
16.3 
16.1, 

Fe~les 

Criminal court 
Juvenile and ' 

criminal courts 

19.1 16.2 
19.0 16.5 
19.1 16.~ 
19.1 16.6 

'19.1 16.6 • 
19.0 16:9 
]9.0 17.1" 
19.0 17.0 
18.9 17.0 
19.0 ' 17.1 ' 
18.9 16.9 

v 

chart IV AGE AT ADMISSION OF FIRST COMMITMENTS 
lOTHE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1980 

~. 16 years & younger 

/. . 29.4% ' 

23.2% 

29.5% 
"-- 18 years 

17.8% 

ETHNIC GROUP: 
The ethnic composition of first commitments to 

the Youth Authority is shown. in detail in Table 6 for 
the calendar year 1980, and in comparisort with other 
years starting from 1970 in Table 7 .. During 1980, mi­
nority commitments made up almost two-thirds of all 
i~ommitments with 29 percent being Spanish sp~ak" 
ing/surnamed, 35 percent Black, and the baliillce 
from other ethnic groups such as ASian, Native 
American, Filipino, etc. White lemale commitments 
were 39p~rcent of the female commitments whereas 

a 

, 
White male commitments were only 33 percent of 

,the male commitments. 0 

Since 1970, the proportion of Whites committed to 
the Youth Authority has decreased from a high of 55 
percent to the current low of 34 percent. Conversely, 
ethnic minorities have increased from 45 percent to 
66 percent. The Spanish speaking/surnamed group 
has gone from 17 percent to 29 percent, whereas the 
Black ethnic group has increased from 25 percent to 
35 percent. . 

o 
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Table 6 . 
ETHNIC GROUP OF FIRST COMMITME~ TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1980 

BY SEX AND COMMI1TING COURT " , 

Etbnic group 

Total.. ........... : .... ; ....................................................... 
'Wbite .............. : ..................................................... 
. Stclisb speakingl surname ...... , ....................... 

·L:··:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Native ADierican.; ............... ',:.: ........................... 

~~~~n~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
, .' ' 

chart 

White 

Spanish 
Spk.lSum. 

Black. 

Other 

v 

o 

, 

C". Males 

Juvenile court. ' Total " ' 

Juvenile court , Criminal court Total 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number,. Percent 

3,968 ',100.0 2,189 100.0 1,779 100;0 3,814 100.0 2,088 100.0 
1,336 33.7 727 33J 609 34.2 1,276 ,n.5 684 32.8 
1,137 28.6 641 293 496 27.9, 1091 28.6 613 29.4 
1,406 35.4 771 I', 3~.2 635 35.7 1:364 35.8 7+1 35.6 

25 0.6 II OS 14 0.8 25 0:6 11 0.5 
30 U.B 20 0.9 10 0.6 26 0.7 17 O.B 
7 0.2 6 0.3 I 7 0.2 6 OJ 

27 ,0.7 13 0.6 14 0,8 25- 0.6 H 0.6 

ETHNIC GROUP OF FIRST COMMITMENTS 
, TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, i1970~ND 1980. . . . . . . . . ;':D 

1970 . _1980 

10 20 30 ~ 50 

PERCENT 

Crimilllli court' 

Number Percent 

1,726 100.0 
592 34.3 
478 27.7 
620 35.9 

14 0.8 
9 0.5 
.1 0.1 

12 0.7 

" " 

60 

Fe!ilales., 

Juvenile and 
criminal courts 

Number Percent 

1S4 100.0 
60 38.9 
46 29.9 
42 27.3 

4 2.6 

J.j 

70 

~~ 
~ 

~' 

.v 

() 

<!', ',' ",Table 7 , " 
Q~C GROUP OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TOmE YOUTH AUTIlOruTir,l97O:-1980 

Total White 
Spanish Speaking 

Surname ,Black Other 

Year Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1970' .... ; ......... ~ ....... , ...... , .............. : .. ; .......................... . 3;746 100.0 .2,077 
1971 ............ :: ......................... ; ................................. ; 3,218 100.0 1,673 
1972 ...................................... : ................... :, ........ ; ..... 2,7~B 100.0 1,326 

'1973 ........................ : .................................... : ............. 2,157 ~~:~ ,~ 1,228 
197 ............................. ; ........................ ; ................. ~:. 3,002 1,420 
1975 ................................... : ................................. ; .. ;. 3,404 100.0 1,385 
1976 .... , ........................................................... ; ..... :., •. J,S59 100.0 1,442 
1977 ,; ............................... " .............................. ;~ ....... ,~626 100.0 1,427 
1978, ......................................................................... 3,776 100.0 1,483 
1979, .......................... ;; ..................... ; •• : ..... ,.:.:; ........ 3,640 100.0 1,286 
1980 .................... ; ......... : .... :: .................. ; ....... , ••• : ........ 3,968 100.0 1,336 

0 f! 

OFFENSE: 
The offense at the tUne of commitment· to the 

Youfh Authority is shown. in Table 8. The most 
prominent commitment offenses were burglary and 
robbery (26 percent each) followed by assault .and 
battery (15 percent) . These three offense groups 
contributed 66 percent of all commitments. When 
two other offense groups (theft and auto theft) are 
ada~. for an additional 16 percent, thus representing 
five iilistinctive offense groups, the grand total is 82 
percent. As would' be eJq>ectedthere were differ­
ences in t~e offense group patterns between the ju­
venile court commitments and' the criminal.court 
commitments with one majoJ,:' difference being in the 
robbery offense category. Nineteen percent"of all 
commitments from the juvenile court were for the 
offense of robbery as opposed to 35 percent from the 
criminal court. Conversely, ten percent of all juve- C'.\ 

nile 'court offenses were for auto theft as opposed. to < 

only. four percent from the criminal court. The 
predominant offense for females was assault and bat­
tery followed by robbery. This is quite a different 
pattern from' that shown in earlier years, wherein a 
large percentage were Welfare and Institution Code 
commitments. ' 

The ·differencesincommitment offense over the 
decade appear in Table 9 .and in the accompanyUlg 

0' 

55.4 657 17.5 927 24.8 B5 " 23 
52.0 612 19.0 832 25.9 101 3.l 
48.6 534 ,. 19.6 800 29.3 68 2.5 
44S 520 18.9 934 33.9 75 2.7 
47.3 593 19.8 904 ,.30.1 85 2.8 
40.7 728 21.4 1,171 34.4 120 3;5 
40.5 825 23.2 1,200 H.7 92 2;6, 
39.3 ',927 25.6 1,161 32.0 111 3.1 
39.3 1,008 26.7 1,196 31.7 89 2.3 
35.3 1,032 28.4 1,231 33.8 91 2.5 
33.7 1,137 2B.6 ' 1,406 35.4 89 2.3 

("'? 

Chart VI. (Note:. The offense groups have been 
changed somewhat and caution is urged ifcompared 
to prior years' reports.) In 1970, 23 percent were 
committed for offenses against' persons and by 1975 
this percentage had increased to 45 percent; in 1980 
this proportion offirst<commitm,ent offenses ~as 50 
percent. On the other hand, only 31 percent of the 

(7 
,/ 

< 1970 commitments, were for property-type offenses 
rising to 39 percentiri 1975, whereas 44 percent were 
committed for these offenses in 1980. The two of­
fense groups that provided the counterbalance for 
this shift were narcotics and drugs and other offenses < 

(which includeW. & J;Code offenses). These two 
offense groups represented close to 46 percent of all 
commitments in 1970 but dropped to· 7 percent in 
1980. The shift in sentencing ;patterns is due to a 

" number of situa,tions that occurred' during this time 
period. One was' the Probation Sub!!idy < legislation, 
which was continuing to have an effect on the Youth 
Authority. Another was the general decline in the 
interest of committing other offenders to State insti­
tutions, and the third was the emphasis on keeping 
"status offenders" out of !!ecured detention facilities. 
Since January I, 1977, the Welfare and Institutions" 
Code prohibits commitments. to the .Youth Authority 
for,"status offenses." 
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.Table 8 
COMMITMENT OFFENSE OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO rHE YOUTH AUTHORlTY,'l980 

BY SEXAND COMMI1TINC COURT , 

" Males 

-Ci f 
Total 

1,\, 

Juvenile court Criminal.court Total Juvenile court Criminal court 
, 

Offense -", Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
". . .. ~ \ 

, TotaL .......................... , .............. , .......... , .. = -3,968 

Murder ................................. : ............................ 113· 
Manslaughter ................................ : ............ i .... 76 
Robbery ......................................... : .................. 1,025 
Assault and battery .... ,. .................................. 589 
Burglary ................................................. , ........ 1,015 

Theft (except auto) ...................................... 359 
Auto theft ........................................................ 278 
Forgery and checks ........................................ 34 
Rape (violent) ' ................................................ 129 
N arco~cs and drugs ..... , ............... , ... ~ ........... 93 

Arson ...... ;~ ........................................................ 39' 
~pe f~om county facilities ............... ,,, .... ' 17 
Kidna~lDg ...................................................... .48 
Other e1ony .................................................... 123 
Other misdemeanor .. t ....... :.: ......................... 30 

1:1 , 
-~'~'--~'J o 

chart VI 
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a.. 

"5 ...: 
C> 
w 
en 
Z 
w ... ... 

Offenses 

0. Narcotic and 
DOIg Offenses 

Other 
Offenses 

o ., 

100.0 .2,189 100.0 1,779 100.0 3,814 100.0 2,088 100.0' 1,726 

2.9 69 3,2 44 2.5 107 2.8 64 3.1 43 
1.9 21 1.0 55 J.1 73 1.9 20 1.0 53 

25.8 409 18.7 616 34.6 993 26.0 390 I 18.7 603 
14.8 391 17.9 198 11.1 548 14.4 359 17.2 189 
25.6 581 26.5 434 24.4 995 26.1 571 27.3 424 

9.0. 227 10.4 IJ2 7.4 3J9 8.90 214 10.2 125 
7.0 2@ 9.5 69 3.9 27l 7.1 202 9.7 69 
0.9 15 0.7 19 1.1 26 0.7 11 0.5 15 
3.3 /M 3.0 63 3.5 127 3.3 64 3.1 63 
2.3 ~·i17 1;7 56 3.1 ,87 2.3 34 1.6 53 

1.0 23 1.0 16 0.9 38 1.0 22 1.1 16 
0.4 16 0.7 I 0.1 ' 17 0.4 '16 0.8 I 
1.2 21 1.0 27 1.5 46 1.2 21 1.0 25 
3.1 79 3.6 44 2.5 12O 3.2 77 3.6 43 
0.8 25 1.1 5 OJ 27 0.7 23 1.1 4 

,,dl 

OFFENSE GROUP OF FIRST COMMITMENTS TO 
THE YOUTH AUTHORITY, 1970 AND 1980 

1970 _1980 

10 20 

PERCENT 

100.0 

2.5 
3.1 

34.9 
11.0 
2,4.6 

1.2 
4.0 .' 
0.9 
3.6 
3.1 

0.9 
0.1 
1.4 
2.5 
0.2 

~'emales 

Juvenile and 
criminal courts 

Number Percent 

154 100.0 

6 3.9 
.3 1.9 
32 20.8 
41 26.6 
20 13:0 

20 ItO 
7 4.6 " 8 S.2 
2 1.J " 

,6 3.9 

I 0.7 
- -, 
2 1.3 
3 1.9 
3 1.9 

\) 

60 

I I 

" Table 9" " 
COMMITMENT OFFENSE OF FIRST CoMMITMENTS TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY 19'10 1975 and 1980 

I' , " ., , 

1970 1) 1975 1980 
~------~----~~,~--------.-----~-+~------~--------

Number Percent" ' Number,PereeDt . Number 

ToW, all offenses .................................... ,., .......... , ........... :; ....... ;......................... 3,7~ 

Offenses .gainst pe~ns .......................... ; ... : .. ; ........ : ..................... ,; ..... ; ........... :. 860 

Homicide ......................................................................................................... . 
Robbery ................................... : ...................................................................... .. 
Assault and bittery ...................................................................................... .. 
Rape (violent) ~.,; ............................................................................................ . 
Kiclna~g •..•.... ;jj •............................................ j •••• fi~: ... '.; ... '.~ .. ~.j.~ ......... j ... ,; ••• 

Offenses .gaiOst property ............... , ......................................................... ; ..... ; •• 
",. 

fit':I~~~~~~~1~f 
NircotiCs and dregs ..... ' .................................... ; ........ " ..................................... .. 

.82 
405 
306 0 

58 
9 

1,149 

50B 
264 
283 
62 
32 

72J 

All other offenses ................ ; ...................... ;.; ........ : ........ : ..... ;.............................. '1,014 

,', ~CHIEVEMENT TEST CRADE: 
Each newly committed ward to the Youth Author­

ity receives a battery of diagnostic .tests at the recep­
tion center-clinic and these tests form the basis for 
determining the program to which. the ward should 
be assigned. One of the major test batteries, shown 
in Table lOis the Test of Adult ,Basic Education 
(TABE). Thiste~thas four basicp~ts:reading vo­
cabulary, reading comprehension, arithmetic reason­
ing, and aIjtfunetic. fundamentals. ApproXimately 94 
percent of all wards entering the clinics as first ad-

~. . " 

.' 100.0 .. 3,1114 1011.0 . 3,968 

22.9 1,526 ~t~ 1,980 

2.2 156 ".6 ..'}89 
10.8 857 25.2 1,025 
8.2 426 12.5 589 
1.5 76 2.2 129 
0.2 11 OJ 48 

'030.7 I,m 391 

13.6 
7.0 
7.5 
1.7 
0.9 ' 

19.3 

27.1 

141 21.8 
286 ,. 8.4 
.236 6.9 

50 1.5 
20 0.6 

If4., 4.5 

39111.5 

1,725 

.1,015 
359 
278 
34 
39 

93 

,170 

Percent 

100.0 

49.9 

4.8 
25.8 
14.8 

3.3 
1.2 

43.5 

25.6 
9.0 
7.0 
0.9 
1.0 

2.3 

4.3 

., .' . 

missions were test~d during 1980, and of those tested 
the mean grade level for reading was almost at sev-

. enth grade. For anthmetic reasoning and fundamen­
tals the mean grade level was just over the sixth 
grade. The mean age for wards tested was 17.5 years. 
Thus wards were generally further behind in terms 
of their grade level for arithmetic skills than they 
were for reading; however, in both instances they 
tested far 'below expected achievement test grades 
for this age group. 

Table 10 
ACIlIEVEMENTTFSl' GRADES OF FIRST COMMiTMENTS TO YOUTH AUTHORITY RECEPTION CENTERS, 1980 

BYTYPEOF·TEST . 

Achievement 
testp1de 

Total.. ................................................................. ! ....... .. 

Not reponCd '~ .......... ! ..... ; .............. : .. : ................... .. 

TOtal reponed ............. ~ ... : ............... _ ................... ; ... . 
Below giIde ] ........... ; .. uo ....................................... ; .. ; 

Grades' 1-S ........ , ................................ ~; ...................... . 
• G~6-8 ................................................................. . 

Grades 1).11 .............................................................. .. 
Grades '12 and above .............................................. .. 

t!.~.~dcYia~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mean .................................................................... ~ .. '":j 

o 

TARE 
Reading 

Vocabuliry 

Number, 

3,968 

m 
3,737 

257 
1,209 
1,370 

173 .. 
128' 

&9 
2.8 

17.S 

Percent 

100.0 

5.8 

100.0 
6.9 

32.3 
36.7 
20.7 
J.4 

'. 

" 

'0 .' 

TARE 
Reading 

Comprehension 

Number 

3,968 

235 

3,m 
243 

1,299 
1,412 

628 
151 

'. 

6.8 
2:7 

17.5 

Percent. 

100.0 

5.9 . 

100.0 
6.5 

34,8 
37.8 
16.8 
".1 

TAlE 'rABE 
Arithmetic Arithmetic 
R,easoning Fundamentals 

Number Percent Number, fercent 

3,968 100.0 3,968 100.0 

255 6.4 258 6.5 

. 3,m tOO.O . 3,710 . , 100.0 
93 25 166 i,5 

, 1;466 39.5 1,497 40.3 
1,675' 45.1 I,m 46.2 

416 11.2 272 70J 
63 \;7 62 1.7 

(,; ,(I 
.() 6;5 6.3 

2.1 2.1 
17.5 17.5 

23 
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MOVEMENT OF POPULATION 

YOUTHS UNDER COMMITMENT 
Tabl~ 11 shows the total number of youths under 

.~ommitment to the Youth Authority as of December 
'31/ 1979 .and 1980. The total Youth Authority popula­
tion between these two dates increased by over 700; 

':'there was an eight percent increase in institutional 
population during the year. There was a slight in­
crease in the parole population (four percent). The 
December 31, 1980 institutional population was 5,270 
compared to 4,859 a year earlier and'the parole popu­
lation .increased to 6,972 up over 200 cases from the 
6,705 of the previous year. Approximately 42 pel-cent 
of the total YApopulation were in institutions at the 
end of 1980. 

, /) 

PA1!OLE RETURNS TO INSTITUTIONS 
DUring 1980, 1,094 wards were returned to Youth' 

Authority institutions as parole violators. Forty-eight 
percent of these were returned by the Youthful Of­
fender Parole Board without experiencing a new 
court commitment and the balance 9f 52 percent 
were returned with a new court commitment. Table 
12 shows the numbers of parole violators returned to 
,institutions from 1970 through 1980. Generally, the 
number of parole violators was declining each year 
through 1976 when the number began to stabilize. 

'Table 11 
YOUTHS UNDER COMMlTMENT TO THE YOUTH AUTHORITY ON DECEMBER 31, 1979 AND 1980 

is BY TYPE OF CUSTODY 

cJ 

o,~ ______ ,-______ -+ ________ ~ ______ _ 1979 1980 

Type of custody Number Percent Number Percent 

Total.: ..................... ; ........ : ............................................................ :: ......................................................................... .. 

In institutions ....................... : ................................ , .................... , .......................................................................................... .. 

11,878 100.0 12,584 100.0 

4,859 40.9 
~ 

5,270 41.9 

~~=~?:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
4,~5 40.8 5,246 41.7 

14 0.1 24 0.2 
(56) (50) 

Off .institution b .............................................. ~ ........................................ ; .... " ........................ :: ........... : ................................ .. 294 2S 316 2S 

On parole ........... ~ ........................................ ) ....................................................... ~ .................................................................... . 6,705 56.4 6,972 55.4 

~~~~~~~:~~:~:~~~~~~~ 
6,413 54.0 6,647 52.8 
6,326 53.2 6,S4I 52.0 

87. 0.7 106 iI.8 {,) 

292 205 325 2.6 

Off puoIe c'. ................................................... , ................................................... , .................... : ............................................... .. 20 0.2 26 0.2 
(I 

~ Parole .- in institutioDJ are not CO\ID!ed in institutional or ~d totals u they appear in parole total. 
lncIuda exapo, furIoup, CMltofOoCOUri, counry jail and DOH. " 

C Parole reyollecl-<lwaitiu, diac:harae or fttUnI to institution. . 

" 
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Tabl~';12 
PAROLEVIOLATOR RETURNS ADMITTED TO INSTlTUTIONS;il970-1980 

BY TYPE OF RETURN 

Parole return without new commitment Parole return with new commitment 

Total 
" 

Number Percent 
----------------------r-~~--

Year 

197(l'f.: .... ;........................................................................ 2,826 
1971 ................ ,~............................................................... 2,226 
1972 ............... ::............................................................... 1,929 
1973 .............................. :................................................. . 1,698 
1974 ................................................................................ 1,615 
1975................................................................................ 1,415 
1976 ............................................ , ............... ,................... 1,111 
1977 ....................... ; ............. ;:......................................... 1,111 
1978 .. , ................... , ............................................... "'....... 1,142 
1979 ....... ,,, .................................................................... :. 1,081 
1980 ....................................................... :......................... ' 1,094 

o 

INSTITUTIONAL ADMISSIONS 
AND.DEPARTURES 

. 100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

Total 

Number 

1,937 . 
1,397 
1,163 
1,096 

. 1,046 
" 856 

496 
396 
458 
444 
S3I 

Table 13 shows the beginning and ending year 
populations of Youth Authority institutions with de­
tail as to the types of admissions and departures dur­
ing the year. Ward population both in Youth 
Authority institutions and Department of Correc-
tions was 4,915 at the beginning of 1980 and increased 
to 5,320 at the end ,of 1980. Almost 17,000 wards en­
tered theinstit:utions during the year, while 16,500 
departed. One major result of'the increase in poppla­
tion during the year was that many' of the training 
schools approached or reached their ,budgeted 
capacity and it was necessary to open a number of 
additional living units to handle the increased popu­
l~tion.;'~ 

A VEBAGE DAILY POPULATION 
As mentioned earliei',the population in Youth Au­

thority institutions incr~ased dramatically during 
1980 from what it was in 1979. As shown in 'fable 14, \) 

Percent Males Fem~.!es 

68,5 1,654 283 
62.8 1,212 185 
603 1,049 114 
64:5 991 105 
~.8 959 87 

.. 60S 006 60 ) 

44.6 461 3S 
35.6' m 23 
40.1 44l IS 
41.1 430 I4 
48S SI4 17 

Total 

Number Per~ent 

889 310S 
829 37.2 
766 39.7 
602 35.5 
569 35.2 
H9 39S 
6IS H.4 
7IS .64.4 
684 59.9 
637 58.9 
563 SIS 

i': 

Males 

842" 
783 
738 .-vJ"·"l -

'o.., __ .A/ 
697 
663 
616 
S42 

Fel!1ales 

.47 
46 
28. ":~ 

24 
17 
14 
23 
18 
21 
21 
21 

the average daily population of Youth Authority in­
,stitutions increased from 4,924 in 1979 to 5,179 in 
.1980. This was by no mea,ns a record in Youth Author­
ity population, in that th~re were 5,915 wards in insti­
tutions in 1970, with even greater numbers in years 
previous to that. C?f th~,ave~age population of 5,179, 
677 wards were In reception qenters, 3,900 male 
wards were in training schools.l4nd 405 were in for­
estry camps. Only eleven wardfwere in Department 
of Corrections institutions. In years previous the De­
partment of Corrections held a large .number of 
Youth Authority wards in their institutions, but in_, 
more recent years this practice has largely been curS'­
tailed. There was a decrease in the number of female 
commitments to the Youth Authority as ref]~ct~d in 
the average daily population of girls schools~:;in 1970, 
these schools had an average population of 505 as 
cQntrasted to 186 in 1980. This continues for a third 
year the year-to-year increase after the low of 101 in 
1977. . 
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Table'I3 
INSTITUTIONAL ADMISSIONS AND DEPARTUREs OF YOUTH AUTHORlTYWARDS '1980" , 

D . \\ Admissions . Departures . 
Returns Parole 

0 
. ', .' Pop. '. First '. ;'. 

.; 

start Admis- Es-. Tnns-· OIlif. O.S. '. Tians-
Instit.Jtion of yeat Total sions Parole cape fers Other' Total supv. supv. fers Escape 

Total ............. , .... ;.:,: .................. ~ ..... : ...... • 4,915. 16,907 3~968 1,094 i 97 $,252 
/, 

3,496 16,502 4,222 m 8,252 m~ 
'~\ 

Males ............ ; ................................... 4,736 16,453 3,814 1,056 96 8,172 3,m 16,060 4,056 120 8,m 331 
Females ............................... i ............ 179 454 154 38 I. 80 181. #2 166 13 80 2 

" 
CYA Institutions· .......... , ..................... 4,901 16,866 . 3,968'; 1,094 91 8,2Il : " 3,496 16,471 4,215 m 8,232 m 

Males ....... ; .................................... : .• 4,725 16,416 ],814 1,056 96 8,135 "],315 16,034 , 4,0S! 120 8,155 331 
Females .......... : ................................. 176 450 1S4 ]8 I 76 181 437 . 16i 13 77 2 

~, 

700 1,708 5,63\ Reception Centers ................. , ....... ; .... 635 7,761 3,855 799 1,086 2,001 130 6 U 

NRCC-Males ....... :: ........................ m 3,242 . 1,516 40) 9 .454 860 3,173 72 5 2,348 5 
NRCC-Females .............. , ............. - 2:!~ - 4 - I 20 ' 25 2 - 2 -
SRCC-Males ......................... , ........ m 3,604 1,903 .308 II 436 946 3,585 5I, I 2,560 6 
SRCC-Females .............................. - ., J r: - - -, -. I I '- - - -
VRCC-Males' ................ ; ............... 24 236 13 16 - IS7 3~ 260 2 - 22S -
VRCC-F~males .... : ..... ; ................. 18 75 41 .~ - 2 .24 93 3 - 64 -
YTSC-Males ........................... ; ...... 38 578 362 60 - 36 12~ 571 .., - #0 -

SChools & Camps ................................ 4,266 9,105 113 295 17 7,125 1,495. 8,763 4,085 127 2,593 Q J22 

Males ~~ .............................................. 4,108 8,756 - 269 76 7,052 1,359 8,#5 3,926 114 2,582 320 
Females ., .......................................... 158 349 113 26 I" 73 136 318 " 159 13 II 2 

Nelles ................................. ; .............. 436 566 - I 9 5~ 56 561 ~lJI 9 113 12 
Close .................................... : ............. 343 593 - 4 4 S25 60 547 1lI 

, 
18 137 12 

El Paso de Robles .......................... 446 668 - 6 8 564 !l9 670 329 \ II 2# 14 

~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ]85 710 .., 8 5 642 55 697 415 9 197 17 m 641 - 22 IS 526 78 611 306 10. 182 SI 
" - , .. 

1,336' Pttston ......... ; ............. : ...... :; .............. 495 1,381. - 20 II 1,169 181 ,:, 420 13 683 28 
You,h Traaning.Sch .. : ...... : ......... : .. 1,026 1,795 - 188 9 1,306 '292· 1,7#' 978 IS 434 9 

. Ventura-Males .............. ; ............... 285 585 - 7 1 $34 43 542 310 ,; .16 161 5 
Ven~Females .......................... 1S8 m 113 26 l. 66 121 303 156 13 9 J 
SPACE-Males .;;.: .............. ~ ......... 17 483 - ·~2 3 m 345 479 69 - 42 22 
SPACE-Females·· .......................... '- 16 - - .., 7 9 IS 3 - . 2 I 

Ben l<9olond .. ~ .... , ........... ; .............. : .. 6Z, 236 - ' , 2 173 6i 230 82 3 32 25 
Mt Bullion ..... :~ ...... : ............ , ........... 7I 210 - 3 - ISS 52 214 73 2 18 20 
Oak Glen ... : ...................................... 75 ill .- 4 4 197 6 209 91 - '69 41' 
Pine Grove ., .................. ; ........ , ........ , 59 213 - 1 ,S 11)2 15 199 62 4 108 17 
,Washington Ridge .......................... 67 208 - 3 - 182 23 205 81 3 '"26 24 
FeJlller Canyon .............. ~ ............... 14 256 - - - 254 . ' '2· ..201 48 I 126 23 

C.D.C..Institution..~\ ........................ 14 4i 4\ 31 
0;) 

7 20 I - - ... - I - -
'Males ........... : .. : .. \{ ....................... ' 

\) :i;:'; 
11 37 - - , - 37 { - 26 5 - 17 -Females ... ; ................................... : .... 1 4 - :;': ,,,. .- 47 - 5 2 - 3 -

• includes furlousb. out·~urt, ~est, and dischlrge It de~nu~"", 
c' , .{} '[;;~ 

I) (j e::. .. 

26 

j) 

" 

, . 
Pop. 

0 en~ 
Other~ of~r 

3,562 5,320 

3,]81 5,129 
181 191 

],558 5,296 

],371 5,107 
181 189 

1,922 688 

74] 301 
21 -

967 342 
I .., 

33 -
26 -

I3I 45 

1,636, 4,608 

1,503 4,419 
m 189 

76 #1 
69 . 389 
72 144 
59 398 
62 3S2 

192 540 
308 1,017 
50 328 .. 

124 188 
346 21' 

9 , I 

88 '73 
91 67 
8 77 
8 .. 73 

71 70' 
'''3 69 

c· 4 24 

.. 22 
;.. 2 

.,; , 

,/ 

0;\ 
\) 

, ,Table I~ 

't. ;" 

,~ 1~~~~0~ 
(:3 

AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION OF YO~ AUTHORITY 'wARDS IN INSTITUTIONS, 1970-1980 

Institution 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 

TotaL ..................................................... 5,9IS 5,105 4,196 4,208 4,537 4,602 4,432 4,003 4,~O5 4,924 
CY A Rece!'tioil Centers ........................ 620 647 614 S90 662 699 654 679 700 688 
NR~Males .................... (J ................ 190 218 219 206 226 247 23S 2# 248 258 
NRCC-Females .................................. 40 32 26 34 43 37 24 23 . 22 II 

. SRCC-Males.m .................................... 326 340 m 303 337 3SI 300 306 324 324 
YRCC-Males ....................................... - - - - 19 24 21 23 26 33 
VRCC-Females .................................. 64 57 36 47 .37 40 41 37 35 17 
VTSC-Males .......................................... - - - .., - - 33 46 45 45 

CYA Schools-Males ............................. : 3,687 3,411 2,945 2,990 3,260 3,362 3,290 2,908 3,200 3,699 
Fricot ...................................................... 164 29 - - - - - - .- -
Fred C. Nelles ...................................... 486 437 393 363 388 386 349 321 374 428 
O. H. Close ............................................ 35? 3# 347 334 343 347 340 3# 354 368 
EI Paso de Robles ...................... ; ....... ,. 363 269 29 - 138 352 387 333 409 423 
Karl Holton ........................................ ;. 383 378 363 381 385 386 379 33S 366 399 
DeWitt Nelson ...................................... - 2 233 319 378 378 3SS 291 326 339 
Preston .................................... : ............... 719 690 , 377 384 421 399 386 3S7 380 471 
Youth Training SChool ....... ~ .............. 1,178 1,176 995 1,041 976 892 886 726 783 967 
Ventura· ..... ~ ........................................... 5 54 138 147 194 198 189 183 189 282 
Los Guilucos ............................. : .......... - 32 70 12 .- - - - - -
SCDC ...................................................... - - - 8 21 5 - - - -
SPACE .................................................... -. - - I 16 19 19 18 19 22 

CYA Ca~~Males ................................ " 283 306 290 350 367 348 328 305 341 3SS 
Ben Lomond ................. ; ........................ 74 79 71 70 74 69 68 61 70 73 
Mt.Bullion ............................................ 70 76 67 72 75 69 65 62 69 70 
Pine Grove .......... ;; ................................ 68 73 63 68 71 69 68 65 70 67 
Washington Ridge ................................ 71 78 " 67 69 71 70 64 59 66 67 
Oak Glen ........................................... , .... - - 22 71 76 71 63 58 66 74 
Fenner Canyon ..... : .............................. - - - - - '- - - - 4 

CYA Schools-Femafes ....... : .................. 505 379. 286 224 202 165 1# 101 129 160 
. Los Guilucos ......... : .............................. 171 143 92 14 - - - - - -
Ventura .................................................. 328 236 194 209 200 163 142 100 128 IS9 
SCDC ...................................................... - - - I - - - - - -
SPACE .................................................... - - - - 2 2 2 1 I I 

0 
Department of Corrections .................... 820 362 61 54 46 28 16 10 3S 22 

\1 

1980 

5,179 
617 
275 

I 
340 

13 
6 

43 

3,900 
-

450 
369 
449 
399 
3# 
514 

1,0# 
309 
-
-

22 
. 

405 
70 
71 
75 
67 
68 
54 

186 
-

185 
-
I 

II 
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chart VII AVERAGE DAILY POPULATIONQF WARDS 
= IN INSTITUTIONS, 1970:1980 . 
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secttO'n 
THE LENGTH ,OF 
IN~TITUTIONAL ·STAY 

,SCHOOLS~)P CAMPS:. ( . 
One of thA' major determiner,s of insQ,/;utional 

populationis !'low long warcls stay.ih iristitutions. The 
ins~!;i'nlti()hal !P'n.gth of stay, has been gradually in­
cr(5jlSing~'b:'1llg the last three years and as a result 
ins~nal population has also increased. As shown 
in Table 15, the length of stay duting 1980 was 12.9 
months up from 12.0 months the previous year. This 
is the highest length of stay in the decade shown in 
the table; in fact, it is the highest length of stay in the 
history of the Youth Authority. The Youth Authority 
institution with the longest length of stay Was Pres­
. ton (16:8 m0l!ths)and the shortest length of stay was 

28 

in Youth Authority camps (10.9 months). 
Institutioriallength of stay is affected by many fac­

tors, some of which are due to changing characteris­
tics of Youth Authority wards. Other factors include 
changes in Youthful Offender Parole Board policy, 
which affect the amount oftime·that is being set at 
initial appearance hearings. The recent increase in 
length of stay was a direct result pf cl,langes in Youth­
ful Offender Parole Board policy rather than changes 
ill the characteristic~ of the wards. These policy 

.0 changes have affected the method of setting parole 
. release dates. 

~ 

, 
'~ 

" ,I 

'Table 15 
MEAN LENGTH OF STAY .OF WARDS IN l'OUTH AUTHORiTY AND DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

. . .. INSTITUTI()NSPRIORTO RELEASE ON PAROLE,1976-1980 . 
BY INSTrtiJTIONOF RELEASE 

~ u (In Months) . 0 

Institug6n of release • 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

Total b ............. \ ......................................................... , ...... 10.6 H.5 H.1 H.6 liJ 12.7 12.0 10.9 HJ 12.0 12.9 
Mdes ...................................................................... ; ..... 10.8 H.7 H.2 11.6 12:4 12.7 12.0 10.9 IIJ 12.0 13.0 !) 

Females ........................................................................ 9.0 10.0 10.1 H.2 11.6 11.2 H.2 iO.8 11.8 12.1 12.5 

CY A Institutions b.; ...................................................... 10.2 H.2 11.0 H.6 12J .12.7. 12,0 10.9 HJ 12.0 12.9 
Schools and Camps (Males) ....... ~ ......................... :;. 10.5 H." 11.0 11.6 12.4 12.7 i2.0 10.9 n.2 12.0 12.9 

Fred C. 'Nelles ..................................................... ; .. 9.2 1001 8.8 9.2 IOJ 10.8 1M H.1 11.9 12.5 14.0 
O. H: Close ... ; .... ~ ............ ;, .... : .................................. 10.2 10.5 9.7 10.2 10.9 .10.1 10J 8.7 9.9 10.5 H.6 
EI Paso de Robles ................................ 0' ........ : ....... 10.1 11.3 14.2 1l.4 12.5 11.0 H.O 11.4 12.7 13:2. 
Karl Holton ... ; .. ; ................................... : ................. 10.4 10.9 10.8 11.5 1204 11.2 HJ IOJ lOS 11.1 103 
DeWitt NelSon; ...................................... : ................ 9.8, • 11.6 12.9 .13.3 U,2 .10.2 11J 12.7 12.7 
Preston.; ................ : ................................................... 10.9 12.4 . 13.4 15.4 18.0 18.1 16.0 15.3 14.9 16.4 16.8 
Youth Training SchQOI ......................... :; ............. 12.4 13.3 13.4 14.6 ' 15.1 15.2. 14.1 11.7 H.6 12.1 13.7 
Ventura ......................... : .......................................... {'12.2 H.1 12.6 11.9 13.5 13.1 n.5 12.1 113 12.0. 
Camps ................................................ , ......... ; ........... 7,8 8.0. 8.0 83 8.6 9.1 9.0 8.4 8.6 9.1 10.9 

\:1' p 
Schools (Females) ................ : .... ; .................. , ............. 8.7 9.9 103· 11.1 H.4 11.9 11.0 10.4 11.2 12.0 ,12.5 

Ventura ......................... ; ........... ii ................. ; ........... S.2 9.7 10,4 11;8 1L4 n.? 11.0 10.4 11.2 12.0. 12.5 
n 

o . 
CDC Institutions ....................... , ........................ ; ............. 15.5 16.1 18.2 14.8 13.1 11.6 19.4, IS.8 20.7 14.4 14.2 

• Includes. time in clinic... . 
blncludesall irutiturionsoperaring during periods'shown. 

.0 

• . Q . 
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Ii PAROLEP()PULATION 
MOVEMENT AND LENGTH OF: 
STAYONP,AROLE ',' 

~.~ ---~~ 

, ", " 

PAROLE POPULATIO~v;.MOVEMENT: 
. :.'" . ---~~."'S\ _' , ~ 

Parole. movements durin~!pe calendar year are -'\, '." " further i'ncarceration. The type of removal from pa-
role, wllbther the ward was on a first admission or a 
readtr,.A'sion status, is shown in Table 17. Of the 4,236 
wa¢s discharged from parole, 43 percent were non-,. 
v101ators at the time of discharge whereas 57 percent ' 
vfere violators. It is to be noted that first parolees 

summarized in Table 16. Ove;r the year the parole 
caseload, increased by 267 case~ This marks the sec-' 
ond year where there was an increase in the parole 
caseload; reversing the' downward trend that existed 
in the 1970s. The decrease throughout the·1970s was 
due.to.a combination of factors, one of which was the 
continuing' decline of parole cases as' a result of the 
Probation Subsidy program and the other was due to 
recent legislation wmch·affected the amount of time 
that a ward could be under the jurisdictio:Q. of the 
Youth Authority. 

~
~ere more successful in being discharged asnonvi-

j
1olators than those who had previously been ,revoked. 
. The violators were either returned to a Youth Au­
thority jnstitution (26 percent) or 'discharged from 

WARDS REMOVED FROM PAROL~: 
There were 4,236 wards removed fro~ parole sta­

tus during 1980, some of which were removed' by 
discharge and others by return to the institution for 

Youth/Authority jurisdiction (31 percent). Of those 
violatfors who were discharged from Youth Authority 
jurisdiction, a large proportion were either commit­
ted to the Department ,of Corrections or to a local 
correctional facility or were missing at the time of 
discharge (see also Table 20). Due to age limitations 
on how long the Youth Authority may retainjurisdic-

Table (L6 
YOUTH AUTHORITY'PAROLE' MOVEMENTS, 1979 and 1980 
. BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION . 

Percent 
Parole Movements 1979 1980 change 

6,699 6,705 to.1 
4,520 4,645 t2.8 
4,272 4,355 tl.9 

137 161 +17.5 
111 129 +16.2 'i~~~~¥~~~~~::~~;:~~~~~~~~~:~; 

4,514 4.378 -3.0 
1,104 1,110 to.5 
3,410 3,268 -4.2 Re~ltf~;:;:;~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

TOTAL PAROLES, end of year ............. ",'" ............................... :: ....................................................................................................................... . 6,705 6,972 +4.0 

CALIFORNIA SUPERVISION, beginning of year ......................................................................................... , ....... ; .................................... .. 6,468. 6,413 -0.9 

4,405 4,495 t2.0 
4,353 4,442 +2,0 

52 53 +1.9 
RW:~ed~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
. Transferred to California supervision from out-of·state supervision ................................................................................................... . 

4,460 4,261 -4.5 
1,092 1,086 -0.5 
3,264 3,084 -5.5 

104 91 -12.5 1$§~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~::~;~~,~:~~~~~ 
CALIFORNIA SUPERVISION, end of year ....................................... ; .......................................................................................................... .. 6,413 6,647 \:1t3.6 

OUT :OF-ST ATE SUPERVISION, beginning of year ............................................... ; ................. : .................................................... : ........... .. 23J 292 t26.4 

271 294 +8.5 
167 203 +21.6 
104 91 -12.5 

RV:~:~:::::::::~I;~::::::;:::::::::::::::;::;::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
ra . rom I ornla supervIsIon to oJlt-of·state supervision .............................. , .................................. '! ............................... .. 

210 261 +24.3 
12 24 tlOO.O 

146 184 t26.0 
52 53 +1.9 .5€~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~:~.?~~~:~ 

OUT:OF-ST.t\TE SUPERVISION, end of year ................................................................................ , ............................................................ . 292 325 tl1.3 

"Includes releases to parol. from furloug~! out·to-court. DOH. Co. Jail or escape status. 
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'Table 17 
WARDS REMOVED I<'ROM PAROLE, 1980 

BY TYPE OF REMOVAL AND ADMISSION STATUS 
," '. ,', 

., AdmisSion status 

Total First admission RMllmission 

Type ofrelOOval Number Per~nt Number Percent Number Percent 

Total wards removed from parole ... , ......... ; .................................................... , .................... . 

Non.~r.tors ~ ................. ~ ....... , ...... : ...................... : ..... , ............................... : .... .. 
ViolatOrs .... ; .. : .. :: .......... ; ......................................................................................................... . 

Revoked for tetum ................ : ................... : ..................................................................... .. 
.Discharged .. , ...... ·::· ...... :·: ...... ·:· .. l .... ··: ...... · .... · .... · .. · .. · .................. · .. · .......... : ...... : .............. .. 

Males-Total .......................... ;; ................... ; ..................... ~ ....................................................... . 

Non·violators ~" ........... , ..................................................................................... .. 

Vio!itors ................................................................................................................................ .. 
Revoked for tetum ................... ; ........ : ............................................................................... . 
Di5cbuged ........................ ~ ................................................................................................ . 

Fema1es-Total ....... : ........................................... : ................................ ,. .............. : ..................... . 

Non-,vioIaton ~ ....................................................... : ................ :: ............ ; ........... .. 

Violaton ................................................................................................................................ .. 
Revoked for tetum ......................................................................................................... .. 
Discharged ......................................................................................................................... . 

tion over a ward, it isne.cessary to discharge wards 
even though they are on missing status.. . 

Table 18 shows the proportion of war<ls removed 
fr()m parole by the. type of remoVal for each year 
since 1970. Generally, the proportion of wards 
removed from parole by. violation· decreased from a 
high of 63 percent in 1970 down to .about 52 percent 
in 1975. . . . 

During the early part of the period, the total 
removed from parole also decreased. reflecting Ii de­
creasing parole caseload(seeTable 27). Since 19'76 
the total number of violator:;) removed has remained 
rather constant, yet the percentages have fluctuated 
because of court' decisio:Q.s and legislative law 
. changes affecting the Youth Authority length of juris-

4,236. 

1,805 

2,431 
1,110 
J,321 

4,034 

1,676 

2,358 
1,072 
1,286 

202 

129 

73 
38 
)S 

100.0 3,i22 100.0 1,014 100.0 

42.6 1,466 455 339 33.4 

1,756 5n 675, 66.6 
892 27.7 218 2I.S 

57.4 
26.2 
31.2 864 26.8 457 45.1 

1(lO.i1 3,054 100.0 980 100.0 

41.5 . 1,357. 44.4 319 32.6 

1,697 55.6 661 67.4 
862 281 210 21.4 ' 
83S 27.4 451 46.0 

S8.S 
26.6 
31.9 

100.0 168 100.0 34 100.0 

63.9 109 64.9 20 58.8 
{~ 

36.1 59 35.1 14 41.2 
18.8 30 17.8 8 235 
17.3 29 17.,3 6 17.7 

diction. These actions .created early parole .. dis­
charges (1976 and 1978), which in turn. aff~cted the 
percentages oithe violators vs. nonviolatots. 

LENGTH OF'STAY ON PAROLE: 
The average length of stay for wards removeq 

from parole. during 19~ waS just slightly over 18 
months (Table 19). Between 1970 and 1980, parole 
length of stay increased to almost 26 months be(ore 
starting to decline in 1975. For nonviolators who are • 
removed-from parole the average length of stay was . 
slightly lmder.two years, whereas for those revoked 
and returned to institutions, the average stay prior to 

. return was approximately one year .. 

. 
Table 18 

WARDS REMOVED FROM PAROLE, 1970-1980 
BY TYPE OF REMOVAL 

Tob1" Non·violators Total 

Year ' Number percent Number Percent Number' Percent 

100.0 2,748 37.1 4,661 62.9 
100.0 2,995 4?3 3,925 56.7 
100.0 2,878 44.4 3,600 55.6 
100.0 2,731 44.9 3,357 _ 5S.1 
100.0 2,496 44.7 3,089 SSo3 

• 100.0 2;451 48.3 2,620 51.7 
100.0 2,978 54.7 2,464 4503 
100.0 2,llS 46.6, 2,421 53.4 
100.0 2,42) 48.4 2,587 51.6 
100.0 1,915 44.0 2,434 56.0 
100.0 1,805 42.6 2,431 57.4 

1970...................................................................... 7,409 
1971- ...................................................................... 6,920 
1972 .......... :........................................................... 6,478 
197) .......... : .... : ............................................ ;......... 6,088 
1974 ........................ :............................................. . S,5)5 
1975 ........... ;;......................................................... '5,071 
1976 ........... :x"...................................................... 5,442 
1977 ..... ···ir~·· .... •• .. • .. ·•• .. ·· .. •· .. • .... · .. ••· .. ··.' .. · .... ·• .. ·· ,4

5
,'OSJ106 

1978 ....... ,(;); ........................................................ .. 
1979...................................................................... 4,349 
1980..................................................................... 4,236 

ViolatorS 

Revoked Discharged 

Number Percent Number Percent 

2,830 38.2 l,m 24.7 
2,221 32J 1,704 24.6 
1,939 29.9 1,661 25.7 
1,702 27.9 1,655 27.2 
1,637 2903 1,452 26.0 
1,414 27.9 'l,206 23.8 
1,109 20.4 1,355 24.9 

-1,127 24.9_ 1,294 285 
I,m 23.0 1,436 28.6 
1,105 ' 25.4 1,329 30.6 
1,110 26.2 1,321 31.2 
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Table 19 
Mjl:ANLENGriloFsTA.YQN PAROLE FOR WARDS REMQVEDFROM pAROLE,197()""198O 

BY TYPE OF REMOVAL 
(In Mpnths) . 

Type of removal 

. Violators removed from parole 

. Year. 

mL::::::::::::::::;::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::: 
1972 ......................... ; ... ; ............... ~ ................ ; .................... : ...... : ...... ; .. ,.; ......................... .. 
197.3.. •• , ...... ; ......................... , ........... : .............. : ............................... ; ...... ; ............. ; ..... : ..... . 

mt::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~,::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
. 1976 ................. ~ ......... , .................................................... ;.; ................. : ................ : .......... .. 

1977., .............................................. : ................................... : .......... ;: ............. ; ........ :: ........ .. 

mL::;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Total 

21.2 
22.9 
24.2 
25.9 
25.8 
24.9 
21S 
19.2 
20.2 
18.6 
18.4 

Non-violators 
removed 

from parole 

27.9 
. 28.4 

29.4 
lOS·" 
31.4 
30.1 
24.4 
22.4 
23.4 
21.1 
21.5 

Total Revoked 

17.2 12.2 
18.7 12.7 
20.0 13.9 
22.2 15.2 
21.2 I4S 
19.4 13.9 
17.9 12.0 
16,5 I1.4 
17.2 11.8 
16.7 I1.9 
16.2 11.4 
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Q Table 20· 
QlSl'OSITION 01" VIOLATlO~ ACTI()NS, 1980 

_ BY TYPE OF VIOLATION () 

I~ 
,/ .' T f .( ......... . 

( T"_"_::=~::___ 
\ Technical violation (AWOL) .:: .......... , ........................... ;i ..... . 

Total 

Number' Percent 

5,314 100.0 

489 100.0 

Technical violation (other) .............. : ................................... .. 460 . 100.0 
= 

Law violation-,-not conviCted: 

400 < 100.0 
458 100.0 

Not~rosecuted or not guilty .i .................... : ..... : ................ . 
Pen mg trial or released to Y.A ..................................... .. 

Law violation-convicted: 

640 100.0 
769 100.0 
867 100.0 

1,231 100.0 

Probation, fine, suspended sentence' ............................... . 

~:!b;ti~~·~~d·~il:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Prison, reformatory or CY A. ....................... :.; .................. .. 

);,' 

DISPOSITION OF VlOLA..TIOlV ACTIONS: 
As shown in Tabl~20, there were 5,314 ward~ who 

underwent a violation action during 1980, and of 
these 54 percent were continued on parole, 21 per­
cent were revoked and returned to an institution, 
and 25 percent were discharged as a result of a viola­
tion.'}'be type of violation is also shown in this table 

C9ntillued ' 
on parole 

Number Percent 

2,883 . 54.2 
~ 

293 59.9 

346 '75.2 

343 85.8 
253 55.2 

558 87.2 
SS2 71.8 
538 62.1 

Revoked or 
Recommitted 

Number Percent 

1,110 20.9 

52 1G.6 

III 24.1 

$7 14.2 
1 0.2 

56 8.7 
171 22.2 
99 11.4 

563 45.7 

)). 
<, 

Discharged 

Number 

1,321 

144 

204 

. 26 
46 

230 
668 

44.6 

4.1 
6.0 

26.5 
54.3 

and it ranges from purely technical violations to com­
mitments to. Stay~ prison. The largest proportion of 
violation actions invoh~.<~d new offenses for which the 
wards were convicted and either given local sent­
ences., returned to the Youth, Authority, or sent to an 
!I.dult penal institution. 

Table 21 
PAROLE VIOLATION OFFENSES OF. WARDS REMOVED FROM VIOLATION STATUS, 1980 

BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION . 

Continued Revoked or 
Total on parole recommitted Discharged 

Parole violation offense Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total .................................................................................... 5,314 100.0 2,883 54.2 1,110 20.9 1,321 24.9 
Q!( () 

Murder .... ~ ...... t •••• i ....... i ••••••••••• ~ ....... , ......................... ; ••• , •• \ •••••••••• 56 100.0 7 12.5 S 8.9 44 78.6 

. ~~~~.~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 32 100.0 3 9.4 2 6.2 27 84.4 
105 100.0 74 18.3 82 20.2 249 61.5 

:Assault and battery .................................................................. m 100.0 307 55.6 123 22.2 123 22.2 
Bu~ry ...................................................................................... 195 100.0 248 31.2 245 30.8 302 38.0 
The (except auto) ................................................... , .............. 647 100.0 393 60.7 134 20.7 120 18.6 

Auto tbeft.; ............................. , ................ i ......................... , ........ , Jl5 Q 100.0 (r 124 39.4 98 31.1 93 29.5 

~~lk::.:~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 71 100.0 30 42.3 15 21.1 26 36.6 
93 100.0 35 37.6 20 2lS 38 10.9 

Narcotics and dru~ .................................................................. m 100.0 222 68.9 ... 13.7 56 17.4 
Road ,nd driving ws ...................................................... , ..... 3 ... 100 .• 0 295 85.8 32 .9.3 17 M 

0 

=~I····;;;;;;;j;t .. :;:·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::. '131 100.0 73 55.7 39. 29.8 19 14.5 
lSI 100.0 127 84.1 19 12.6 5 3J 

Tech~AWOL ......................................... , ........................ '.f9(J 100.0 293 59.8 52. 10.6 145 29.6 
Techni~r ..... ; ............................ ; ................................... 461 100.0 346 75.1 112 24.3 3 0.6 
Other ................................................ , ......................... : ................. "'8 100.0 306 68.3 88 19.6 54 12.1 

I'{\ 
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P4.BOLE VIOLATiON OFFENSES: 
, Table 21 shows the parole ,violation offenses ·of the 
5,314 wards removed from violation. status. dUring 
1980. The type of disposition remains the same as that 0 

,shown in.theptevious table;. The most common viola­
tion offense. was burglary and also one. of the more . 
common commitment offenses. The type of disposi­
tion varies considerably depending upon the parole 
violation offense. Of those wards .who were charged 
with robbery~ only 18 percent were eventually con­
tinued on,. parole with the' balance returned to a 
Youth Authority institution or' discharged to some 
other type of custody. In contrast, a large majority of 
these charged with roadancl driving law violations 
were continued on parole (86 percent) with only 14 
pe~~ent.being revoked or discharged. Generally, 

sectio-n • 

'wards with less serious parole violation offenses are 
returned to parole status wbilethos~fwit1l moreseri­
ous offenses are returned to the institutions by the' 
Youthful Offender Parole Board, recommitted to the 
Youth AuthoritY, or Qisc:hared to ~ adult facility as 
a result of court actioh.liowevef{the degree of seri­
ousnessof an offense is not al:-1~Y;!l,;lapparent, simply 
by the table. For example, altb;6ugh slightly more 
than half of wards charged with ~~\sault offenses were 
continued on, parole, it is often the case that many of 

'these offenses turn out to be qUite minor in nature. 
In some cases the charges very well'may have been 
dropped or the ward may have been fOulldnot guil-
ty. . , 

PAROLE PERFORMANCE 

o 

approach is that it can be calculated at any point in 
time. 

Parole performance can be measured in an.umber 
of ~ays; however ,the two most common approaches 
are the cross"sectional and the longitudllial. The 
cross-sectional approach was presented in the previ­
ous section and this method takes all wards removed 
from parole during a 'calendar year period and dis­
tributes them according to the method of removal. 
This approach does not take into account any 
changes that may have occurred in the past that 
would affect the total number being removed during 
that period nor 40es~t equalize the exposure period 
on parole. The major'advantage of the cross-sectional 

'\.. The longitudinal approach to par~le violation ?r 

takes a· release cohort and follows this cohort for a 
predetermined period of time. Themajor disadvan­
tage with this approach is that it reqUJ::e~eod2~ of 
'time before data can be accumulated mia analyzed. 
The data shown in this section (Tableh 22-25) are 
based on a two-year parole expOSure period with the 
latest parole release cohort used being 1978. Table 22 

, 

Year Number 
of re-

release leased 

1970 .... 6,737 
1971 •... 6.2S1 
1972 .... 4.960 
1973 .... 4.055 
1974 .... ..300 
1975 .... 4.45~ 
1976 •••• 5.080 
1977 .... 4.502 
1978 .... 4,005 

34 

, shows the paroie pe:r:formance of each parole release 
coJ:lOrt from 1970 through 1978. The violation rates 

Table 22 
VIOLATION STATUS OF WARDS llELEASED TO PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1970-1978 . 

(Showing percent removed for violation within 24 months oFparole exposure) 

, Males ."' 
Females • 

Total Total Juvenile court Criminal ~ourt 
Juvenile and 

criminal courts 
. 

Revoked or Revoked or .Revoked or " Revoked or Revoked or 
discharged Number discharged Number discharged Number discharged Number discharged 

re- . re- re- re-. Number Percent leased Number Percent leased Number Percent leased Number Percent leased Number Percent , 
2,817 41.8 5.854 2.568 43.9 3.727 1.9()5 51.1 2.127 . 663 31.2 883 249 

0 
28.2 2.505 . '40.1 5.629 2.m 41.8 3.262 1.592 48.8 2.367 759 32.1 622 154 24.8' 2.121 42.8 4.478 1.988 ..... 4 2.m 1,254 53.2 2,121 734 34.6 482 I. 133 27.6 1,813 44.7 3.697 1,717 , ~:1 1;870 1.044, 55.8 1.827 673 36.8 3S8 ~96 26.8 1.853 4J.l 3.934 1,752 2.042 1.072 . )2.5 1,892 680 35.9 366 101 27 .• 6 1.801 40.4 4.182 1.782· 41.4 2.067 1.019 <f9.3 2.llS 7ll 33.6 276 71<, 25.7 2.Jl6 45.6 4.Jl8 2.240 46.5 2.382 1;249 52.4 2,437 99'1' 40.7 261 76 29.1 

2,046 4H 4.294 2.001 46.6 2.174 1.140 52.4 2,120 86) 40.6 208 45 21.6 1,783 • 44.5 3,829 l.m 45.4 2.026 1.019 50.3 1,80r 718 39.8 176 46 26.1 

.-

Ta~le 23 
TIME ON ~AROLE PRIOR TO REMOVAL FORWARDS RELEASED TOPAROLE SUPERVISION, 1978 

(Showing percent removed for violation within 24month'Sofparole exposure) 
., 

'. 

-- Juvenile Criminal 
'1} Total court court 

.. cc""'Time onparol~' Cumu- Cumu- Cumu- Cumu· Cumu- Cumu-
to nearest month lalive lalive lalive lalive !alive lalive 
prior to removal number percent number percent number percent 

Less than Yz month .............. - - - - -
. 1 month ............................ 8 0,2 " 0.2 " 2 months ........................... 3S. 0.9 22 1.0 13 

3 months ........................... 83 2,J 56 2.6 27 
4 months .. ~ ...................... 154 3:8 104 o 4.8 50 
5 months .......................... 250 6.2 170 7.9 80 
6 months .......................... 3SS 8.9 239 11.1 116 
7 months· , ......................... 468 11.7 JlO 14.5 158 
8 months .......................... 591 14.8 382 17.8 209 
9 months .......................... 705 17.6 458 21.4 247 

10 months .......................... 833 20,8 HI 25.2 292 
11. months .......................... 953 23.8 fin 28.4 3+1 
12 months ..... " ................... 1.057 26.4 665 31.0 392 
13 months .......................... 1.1+1 .},K6 715 33.3 429 
14 months .......................... 1.214 ( 30.3 748 34.9 466 
15 months .......................... 1.288 . 32.2 -188 36.7 500 
16 months .......................... 1,370 ' 34.2 839 39.1 m 
17 months {~ .• "' ............ 1,+13 36.0 881 41.1 562 ::0 

18 months .......... : .. : ............ l,l03 31.5 917 42.8 586 
19 months .......................... I,S39 38.4 9JS 43.6 604 
20 months .......................... 1,599 39.9 962 +1.8 637 
21 months ..................... , .... 1.6S3 4JJ 993 j.I6J 660 
22 months .......................... 1.692 42.2 1,015 '47.3 677 
23 months .......................... 1.737 43.4 1.041 48.5 696 
24 months .......................... 1.783 +1.5 '] 1,058 49.3 72S 

Total number of wards 
paroled ............................ 4,005 2.145 1.860 

n 

for each year ar~ shown together with the court 
breakdown. The lowest violation rate during the 
years shown was in 1971, 'fhen 40.1 percent of the 
cohort were removed by violation within the 24-
month period. The highest violation rate shown was 
in 1976, when 45.6 percent were removed by viola­
tion. The definition of a violation is either a revoca­
tion or a violational discharge by the' Youthful 
Offender Parole Board. Custody in a. local facility is 
not considered a violation unless the Youthful Of­
fender Parole Board takes action, to revoke parole or 
to discharge the ward because of that violation. 

-
0.2 
0.7 
1.5 
2.7 
4.3 
6.2 
8.5 

11.2 
13.3 
15.7 
18.5 
21.1 
23.1 
25.1 
26.9 
28.5 
30.2 
31S 
32.5 
34.2 
3S.5 
36.4 
37.4 
39.0 

Males Females 

. Juvenile Criminal Juveniie an~ 
Total court court criminal courts 

.. 
Cumu~ Cumu, Cumu, Cumu- Cumu- Cumu, Cl~l1U- Cumu-
lalive lative lalive lalive lative I~live lalive !alive 

number percent number percent number percent number percent 

- - - - - - - -
8 0.2 4 0.2 4 C·0.2 - -

34 0.9 21 1.0 13 0.7 1 0.6 
82 2.1 r-:,-S5 2.7 27 1.5 1 0.6 

149 3.9 ~99 4.9 SO 2.8 5 2.8 
243 6.3 . 164 8.1 79 4.4 7 4.0 
342 8.9 227 11.2 115 6.4 13 7.4 
452 11.8 295 14.6 lS7 8.7 16 9.1 
S72 14.9 364 18.0 208 liS 19 10.8 
683 "\7.8 437 21.6 246 13.6 22 12.5 
809 21.1 519 25.6 290 16.1 24 13.6 
928 24.2 586 28.9 342 19.0 25 14.2 

1.027 26.8 638 31.5 389 21.6 30 17.0 
l,lIl 29.0 685 33.8 426 23.6 33 18.8 
1,180 30.8 717 35.4 463 25.7 34 19.3 
l.m 32.7 7SS 37.3 497 27.6 36 20.5 
l.m 34.8 80S 39.7 528 29.3 37 21.0 
1.403 36.6 846 41.8 SS7 30.9 40 22.7 
1,~12 38.2 881 43.5 581 32.2 41 23.3 
1,498 39.1 ····899 +1.4 599 33.2 41 23.3 
1.558 40.7 926 45.7 .632 3S.1 41 23.3 
1,612 42.1 957 47.2 655 36J 41 23J 
1.650 4J.l 978 48.3 672 37.3 42 23.9 
1.692 +1.2 1.002 49.5 690 38.3 45 25.6 
1,737 45.4 1,019 50.3 718 39.8 46 26.1 

3.829 ·i 2.026 1.803 176 j 

Table 23 shows the length of stay on parole prior 
to violation by one-month intervals from 1 to 24. Of 
all the wards violating within the 24-month period, 
approximately one-half violated within 11 months, 
just about one-fourth violated within seven months. 
This points up the fact that the first year or so on 
parole is the more critical period as far as the viola-
tion rate is concerned. Co .... , 

Table 24 shows the violation rate by institution of 
release. A's can be seen from this table, wards 
released from certain.jnstitutions have higher viola­
tion rates than wards released from other institu­
tions. For instance, the overall violation rates for all 
male wards released from training schools was ap­
proximately 47 percent.· However, wards released 
from the Fred C. Nelles and O. H. Close~Schools had 
violation rates exceeding 50 percent as opposed to 

It is generally the case that younger wards have a . 
higher violation rate than older wards. This is borne 
out of Table 22 by the fact that the juvenile court 
violation tate is consistently higher than the violation 
rate for wards from the criminal court. It is also the 
case that the violation rate for females is always low­
er than the violation rate for males. In 1978, there 
were 26 percent violators for females as opposed to 
45 percent violators for males. 

"', violation rates in the 30 percent range at Ventura 
School and DeWitt Nelson. A large portion of the 
violation rate differentials between schools is due to 
the age range handled and program selectivity at 
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Table 24 
" ' VIOLATION STATUS OF WARDS RELEASED TO PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1978 

BY INSTITVTioN OF RELEASE AND COURT OF COMMITMENT 
(Showing percent removedfor violation Within 24 months of parole exposure) 

TOI2I Juvenile court Criminal court 

Number Number ' Percent Number Number Per~nt Number Percent, 'y 

reo 
leased 

TOl2l.. ........... : ................................................................................ .. 4,005 

Males ..................................................... ; .................................. . 3,829 
Females .................................................................................... .. 176 

CYA Institutions ......................................................................... . 3,9f1} 

~r~~:::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 269 
112 

NRCC-Females ................................................................. . 33 
SRCC-Males ...................................................................... .. 86 
VRCC-M.les ..................................................................... . 1 
VRCC-Females ............................................ : .................... . 33 
YTSC-Males ...................................................................... .. 4 

School5-Males ............. : ........................................................ .. 
Nelles ............................. ; ....................................................... . 

3,104 
316 

Close ....................................................................................... . 408 
EI PasQ de Robles ..... , ...................................... ; .................. .. 389 
Holton .................................................................................. .. 368 
DeWitt Nelson ........... : .... : ................................................. : .. . 302 
Preston ............................................. ; ..................................... . 309 
Youth Training SChool.~ ....... : ................ ;: .... ; ................... .. 
Ventura ....................................... : ........................................ .. 

844 
168 

~ts.:;;;:;;~~d:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 431 
96 

,~t BuDion ............................. :: ......................................... : .. . 
Oak Glen ............. ; ......... ; ................. : .................................... .. 

80 
sf 

PiDe Grove ........................................................................... . 91 
c:o Washingtot. Ridge ............................................................... . ,82 

Ventura-FeiDales ................................................................... . 105 
(c. 

COC Institutions ...... ;t. ................................................................ . 23 
COCMales .............................................................................. .. 22 
COC Feoiales ........................................................................... . I 

~!~.~~~~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Females .................................................................. ;.;; .............. .. 

73 
69 
4 

viola-
tors 

1,783 

1,737 ' 
46 

1,739 

106 
42 
12 
43 
I 
8, 

1,457 
182 
214 
174 
169 
119 
144 
396 

59 

152 
31 
26 
30 
H 
31 

24 

15 
15 

29 
27 
2 

viola-
tors 

44.5 

45.4 
26.1 

44.5 

39.4 
37.5 
36.4 
50.0 

100.0 
24.2 

46.9 
57.6 
52.5 
44.7 
45.9 
39.4 
46.6 
,46.9 
35.1 

35.3 
32.3 
32.5 0 
36.6 
37.4 
37.8 

22.9 

65.2 
68.2 

39.7 
39.1 
50.0 ' 

reo 
leased, 

2,145 

2,026 
119 

2,118 

160 
66 
29 
41 
I 

23 

1,760 
309 
378 
313 
205 
109 
97 

295 
54 

\32 
25 
27 
27 
31 
22 

66 

27 
26 
I 

,) 

viola-
tors 

1,058 

1,019 
39 

1,046 

77 
31 
12 
25 
I 
8 

905 
180 
209 
139 
105 
39 
54 

160 
19 

46 
9 
8 
8 

11 
10 

18 

12 
11 
I 

viola-
tors 

'49.3 

50.3 
32.8 

49.4 

48.1 
47.0 
41.4 
61.0 

100.0 
14.8 

51.4 
58.3 
55.3 
44.4 
51.2 
35.8 
55.7 
54.2 
35.2 

,H.8 
36.0 
29.6 
29.6 
35.5 
45.5 

27.3 

44.4 
42.3 

100.0 

1,791 

109 
46 
4 

45 

10 
4 

1,344 
7 

30 
76 

163 
193 
212 
549 
II4 

299 
71 
53 
55 
60 
60 

39 

23 
22 
1 

46 
43 
3 

viola- viola-
tors tors 

725 39.0 

71S 39.S 
7 12.3 

693 'f 38.7 

29 26.6 
11 23.9 

~18 40.0 

552 41.1 
2 28.6 
5 16.7 

,35 46.1 
64 39.3 
80 41.5 
90 42.5 

236 43.0 
40 35.1 

106 35.5 
22 31.0 
18 34.0 
22 40.0 
23 38.3 
21 35.0 

6 IS.4 

IS 65.2 
15. 68.2 

17 37.0 
16 37.2 
I 33.3 

____ ~~--~~----~~~-L~ __ ~---L----~ __ ~----L----L--__ L---_ 
"Includes ~I ..... from awairin~ delivery status and VA institutions not individually mentioned. 

jI 
1/ 

each school. Schools handling the younger age wards, 
tradition~y have the higher violation rate experi­
ence as opposed to' those handling, the older age 
wards., This. is particularly true for forestry camps 
where wards 'are generally older and ill' addition, 
have been selected for camp, for reasons that tend to 
accompany success on parole. 

Another factor that tends to predict sUGcess/fail­
ure on p.arole is the commitment offense. Wards 
committed to the Youth Authority for offenses 
against persons tend to do better on parole than. do 
wards committea for property-type offenses. This is 

36 

". ~ 

0 

o appa,ent in Table 25, where violation status is shown 
in the maj9r offense categories. In this table it is 
apparent that the more favorable violation.rates ex­
perienced belong to those committed to Youth Au­
thority for homicide and sex offenses. This is in con­
trast to the less favorable violation rates experienced 
for those committed for buglary and Welfare, and 
Institutions Code violations. Wards committed for 
Welfare and Institutions Code offenses ar€; generally 
among the youngest of all those committed and thus 
confirm the, correlation between age and violation 
risk. 
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Table 25 

60 ?) 

VIOLATION stATUS OF WAt\DS RELEASED TO PAROLE SUPERVISION, 1978 
i) BY COMMITMENT OFFENSE 

(Showing percent removed for violation within 24 months ofparole exposure) 

70 

Total '-' Juvenile court Criminal court 

Number Number Percent Number Number Percent Number Number 
reo viola- viola- reo viola- viola- reo viola-

,Offense leased tors tors leased tors tors leased. tors 

Totil.. .................................................. , ....................................................... , ................... 4,005 1,783 44.5 2,I4f 1,058 49.3 1,860 725 

Homicide .............................................................. ; .......................................... , ....... ; .. 167 43 25.7 113 29 25.7 =7. .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::Sr:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::':::::: 
893 340 38.1 392 170 43.4 
534 212 39,7 366 165 45.1 

~~~~.:::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::.::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,159 584 50.4 531 301 56.7 
746 398 53.4 427 239 56.0 

Sex offense ................ ; ........ , ............................. , .......................................................... U4 50 37.3 83 34 41.0 

~.&I~~ .. ~~~.~~.~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 112 37 33.0 37 17 45.9 
77 47 61.0 77 47 61.0 

Other ............................................................................................................................ 183 72 39.3 119 56 47.1 

54 14 
501 170 
168 47 
628 283 
319 159 

51 16 
75 20 

64 16 

"~ 
, '-:1' , . " 

. . ~, 

o 

" 

Percent 
viola-
tors 

39.0 

25.9 
33.9 
28.0 

, 
45.1 
49.8 
31.4 
26.7 

25.0 

; 
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s.ecttO'n' 
LONG-TERM TREND· 

INSTITUTIONAL TRENDS: 
The trend and movement of popqlation in iQ.stihi­

tions housing Youth Authority wards is shown in Ta. 
ble 26. This table shows the period between 1970 ar.d 
1980, . and reveals the generally decr.easing institu-

o 
tional population up until 1977. Beginning in 1978, 
the population rose sharply then continued the 
upswing through 1980 although the yearly increases 
were not as large in "1979 and 1980. 

Table 26 
MOVEMENT OF POPULATION IN INSTITUTIONS HOUSING YOUTH AUTHORITY WARDS·, 1970-1980 

Movement 1970 1971" 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 -. 1978 1979 ' 1980 

Population,linuary 1 ........... , .. ;" ... " .. :, ... ""~ 5,868 5,528 4,462 3,990 4,292 4,431 .~ 4,595 4,013 4,095 4,740 , 4,915 

Received ....... "" ...... "" ..................... ; .. " .... "",,. 13,656 11,693 9,685 8,716 9,009 9,170 8,950 8;619 8,650, 8,390 8,655 . 

Committed by court .""".":" .... ,, ...... ,,",,. 
, 

3,626 1,746 3,218 2,728 2,758 3,002 3,402 3;558 3;775 3,640 3,968 
Returned from parole " ... """ .. """.,,"""" 2,821 2,224 1,929 1,698 1,615 1,415 1,111 1,111 1,142 1,081 1,094 
Returned. froin estiJie""""": ... " .. " ... , .... ,, 775 736 694 380 1::354 163 142 120 106 " 99 96-
Parole detention " ............... " .. " .... "" .... ,, ... 3,346 3,033 2,642 2,621 2,253 1,840 1,490 I,m 1,246 1,039 1,063 
Other ......... " ...... " .... " ................... "" .... "" .. 2,968 2,482 1,692 1,259 1,785 2,350 2,649 2,507 2,381 2,531 2,434 

Released: ......................................................... 13,996 12,759 10,157 8,414 8,870 9,006 9,532 8,537 8,003 8,215 8,250 
i 

Paroled ................................... , .................... .6,628 6,123 4,871 3,976 4,201 .4,305 4,904 4,340 3,925 4,272 4,m 
To California supervision .......... ~ ....... 6,441 5,950\ 4,755 3,889 4,118 4,188 4,787 4,233 3,817 4;145 (' 4,222 
To out-of-state supervision , ............... 187 169 116 87 83 U7 117 107 108 127 m Escascr! ...................................................... 783 829 781 411 449 402 396 328 298 293 m 

Di or otherwise released .................. 3,281 2,768 1,846 1,424 1,951 2,432 2,736 2,6()4 2,539 2,586 2,494 
Parole detention ........................................ 3,304 3,039 2,659 2,603 2,269 1,867 1,496 1,265 1,241 1,064 1,069 

Population. December 31 ................ , ........... 5,528 4,462 3,990 4,292 4,431 4,595 4,013 4,095 4,740 4,915 5,320 
Net cbanct:uring year .............................. -340 ~I,066 -472 . +302 +139 +164 -582 +82 +645 F +175 +405 .' 
Percent ge from pri?r year ................ -5.8 -19.3 -10.6 +7.6 +3.2 +3.7 -12.7 +2.0 +15.8 +p +8.2 

" 

a Includes wards in Youth Authority .04' Dept. Df Corrections institutions, excluding. wards in tither state or local f.cilities. 

;/,-". 
;[. Q' 

1 
PAROLETRiZNDS: c) 

" \\ /' 
The trends JB; the Youth Authority parole popula-

~on reflect a similar situation ,to that of institutional 
population but did not reflect turnaround until 1980 
(4 percent incr~e) after remaining stable in 1979. 

During the period shown in Table 27, parole popula­
tion has dropped from 14,500 to 6,700 in 1979. Howev­
er, it then rose to almost 7,000, by the end of 1980. 

(., 

f! 

Table !!:1 
MOVEMENT OF YOUTH AUTHORITY PAR()LE POPULATION, 1970-1980 

Movement 1970 ICJ71 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 
"1'5' • 

On parole, Jan~y I ,:.~"": .•• "".,,,.,,,,,,,,,,, 14,463 13,935 13,359 11,852 9,847, ' 8,586 7,963 7,659 ~,704 ; 6,699 6,705 
:, 

Received on paro\c"."" .• " .. """"." ... "".; .•. 7,061 6,5~3 5,245 4,288 4,533 4;680 5,322 4,760 4,217· 4,520 4,645 

Removed from parole .... ".,,, .. ,, .. ,, ....... "''' 7,589 7,119 6,752 6,293 5,794 5,303 ' 5,626 4,715, 5,222 4,Sl4 4,378 
Ordered returned " ... """ .. """" ...... ,, .. ,,. ' 2,802 2,221 1,939 1,702 ,\,637 .. ,(\41'4 ' 1,109 . 1,127 1,IS1 1;104 1,110 
Di~" •. "" .• ''''' .. '''''''''''''.; .......... '''' 4,787 4,898 4,813 4,591 .,1S7 3,889 4,m 3,588. 4,071 3,410 3,268 

Not on violation .. """"""""""".".,," '2,956 3,194 3,m 2,?}6 2,705 2,68~ 3,162 2,294 2,635 2,OSI 1,947 
On violation" .. ::~ ....... "." ... " •.. " .... " .. ". 1,831 1,704 1,661 1,655 1,452 1,206. I,m i,294 1,436 (, 1,329 I,m 

On puol~, December 3 i:..~", .. " .... ,., .... ". 13,935 13,359 11,852 9,847 '8,586 7,%3 7,659 7,704 6,699 6,705 6,972 

'Net changl: during year "." ...... " ..... " ... ;" , -2,005 -304 
.. 

+45 -1,005 +6 °+267 -528 -576 -1,507 -1,261 ..,.623 

,Percent change from prior year ......... ". .,.3.7 -4.1 -11.1 -16.9 -IU -703 -3.8 +0.6 -110 +0.1' +4.0 , 
.', 
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RECEPTION CENTERS, 
NORTHERN RECEPTION 
CENTER-OLINIC 

Sacramento 

SOUTHERNREC~ON 
CENTER-CLINIC 

Norwalk 

youTH TRAINING 
SCHOOL-CLINIC 

Ontario 

INSTITUTIONS 
DeWITT NELSON TRAINING 
CENTER . 

Stockton 

EL PASO DE ROBLES SCHOOL 
Paso Robles 

FRED C, NELLES SCHOOL . ..., 
Whittier 

KARL HOLTON SCHOOL 
Stockton 

O. H. CLOSE SCHOOL 
Stockton . 

PRESTO~ SCHOOL 
.lone· 

VENTURA SCHOOL 
Camarillo 

YOUTH TRAINING SCHOOL 
Ontario ,-

SOCIAL, PERSONAL, 
AND COMMUNITY EXPERIENCE 
PROJEGr . 

Los Angeles. 

p3rol6 Orrle6~ 
REGION I 
SANFRAl~CISCO 

(HEADQUARTERS) 
2300 Stockton Street; Room 360 

~ BAY CASE MANAGEMENT 
103 East 14th Street 
Oakland 

EASf BAY REENTRY 
55 Santa Clara Avenl,!e, Suite 250 
Oakland ,-" . 

HAYWARD 
22628 Foothill Boulevard 

REDWOOD CITY 
28 Wilson Street 

(> 

SAN FRANCISCO CASE MANAGEMENT 
1855 Folsom Street 

.J 

SAN FRANCISCO REENTRY 
2908 Fulton Street .. 

SANTA CLARA VALLEY 
700 Cale Drive, Room 212 
Campbell 

SANT,A ROSA 
800 College Avenue 

REGION II 
SACRAMENTO 

(HEADQUARTERS) 
7100 Bowling Drive; Suite 560 

BAKERSFIELD (> 

131 Chester Ave.nue, Suite 1 

CHICO 
585 Manzaruta Avenue, Suite 10 

40 

. d' 

FOOTHILL 
5777 Madison A venue, Suite 390 

FRESNO 
3040 N. Fresno Street 

SACRAMENTO 
1608 T Street, Suite A 

STOCKTON 
4410 N.Pershing Avenue, Bldg .. C, Suite A 

/) 

REGII"lI~~~T.T . .,.;;f·· 
==~vf ... -.. ~-...;1· 
GLENti,4& . r" 

(HEADQUARTERS) 
143 ~. Glendale Avenue, Suite 301 

COVINA 
309· E. Rowland Street 

. DOWNEY 
11414~ Old Rivet School Road 

ESPERANZA 
3665 E. Whittier Boulevard . 
Los Angeles 

l;-:--.-." 

JEFFERSON 
4319 W. Jefferson Boulevard 
Los Angeles 

LONG BEACH 
325 Atlantic Avenue 

LOS ANGELES REENTRY·· 
" 2930 W. ImperialHWy., S~~~'l:1626 
~< Inglewood til, 

I.. I 

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY '1, 
ff737 Van Nuys Boulevardi: 
Panorama City 1. 

Ph~toelectronic composition 'by 
CAUPOIlNIA OFFICE OF STATE Pa!NllNC. 

/ 
CONSERVATION CAMPS 

. BEN LOMOND 
SantaCruz 

FENNER CANYON 
Valyermo 

MT.BULLION 
Mariposa 

OAK GLEN 
Yucaipa 

PINEGROYE 
Pine Grove . 

WASHINGTON RIDGE 
Nevada City 

SOCIAL, PERSONAL, . 
AND COMMUNITY EXPERIENCE 
PROJECT 

Los Angeles 

UJIMA 
1316 N. Bullis Road, Suite 6 
Compton 

WATrS 
9110 S. Central Avenue 
Los Angeles 

REGION IV 
TUSTIN 0 

(Headquarters) 
250 S. El Camino Real, Suite 210 

ORANGE COUNTY 
8311 Westminster Avenue, Suite 260 
Westminster 

PARK CENTRE 
4082 Centre Street 
San Diego 

RIVERSIDE 
3931 Orange Str.eet, Suite 29 .'< 

SAN BERNARDINO 
808 E. Mill Street, Suite·l50 

SAN DIEGO CASE MANAGEMENT 
3936 Hortensia Street 

SAN DIEGO REE;~TRY C 
3936 Hortensia S!:reet 

'. ~ 
SANTA BARBARA 

324 E. Carrillo Street, SUite C 

8ll2M-&'I9 Ul 3M LOA 

INSTITUTION AND CAMP LOCATIONS 

North~rnReception 
Center-Clinic 

O. H. Close School 

Karl Holton School 

DeWitt Nelson 
Training School 

$I$I(Irou 

El Paso De Robles School 

Washington Ridge 

Fred C. Nelles School 

Social, Personal, & 
Community Experience Project 

Fenner Canyon 

Youth Training School and 
Youth Training School-Clinic 

, 

.! 

, 
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