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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

0.G.,
Supreme Court

Petitioner, No. S259011

V.
Court of Appeal

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF No. B295555
VENTURA CO.,
Respondent; Ventura County

Superior Court
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF No. 2018017144

CALIFORNIA

Real Party in Interest.

e N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

TO THE HONORABLE TANI CANTIL-SAKAUYE, PRESIDING
JUSTICE, AND TO THE HONORABLE ASSOCIATE JUSTICES
OF THE CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT:

Please take notice that petitioner hereby moves this Court,
pursuant to rules 8.252(a) and 8.520(g) of the California Rules of
Court, and Evidence Code sections 452 and 453, to take judicial
notice of booklets of data compiled by the California Department
of Justice (DOJ) in the “Juvenile Justice in California” reports
published annually in 2017 - 2019.

Evidence Code section 452, subdivision (c) allows the Court

to judicially notice official acts of the executive of any state. The
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DOJ is a statewide law enforcement agency and the legal
department of the California’s executive branch. The DOdJ
officially publishes a mandated annual report containing specific
information on juvenile populations in the criminal justice
system.

The data contained in the recent DOJ reports is relevant to
the pending litigation as statistics from these collections are
referenced by Real Party in Interest and several of the amici
curiae in arguments related to the total number and racial
1dentity of minors transferred to adult court in California. (Real
Party in Interest’s Answer to Amici Curiae, pp. 32-22, Amicus of
Attorney General, p. 29, Amicus of Criminal Justice Legal
Foundation (CJLF), p. 19, Amicus of Pacific Juvenile Defender
Center & Independent Juvenile Defender Program, pp. 27-28,
Amicus of Equal Justice Initiative, p. 61.) These statistics were
not judicially noticed by the reviewing court. Amici curiae and
Real Party in Interest provided citations to the pages in the DOJ
reports in their briefs, and the Attorney General provided a link
to the reports on the DOJ website, but the booklets were not

lodged with this Court or hyperlinked. The full documents
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contain tables and data relevant to this Court’s review of the
1ssue pending related to transfer of minors to adult court who
commit crimes at ages 14 and 15.

Importantly, the conclusion of Real Party in Interest and
others, that no minor who committed his offense at age 14 or 15
has been transferred and prosecuted in adult court since the
passage of Proposition 57 (Answer to Amici Curiae, pp. 32-22,
CJLF, p. 19, citing Table 27 in 2017 and 2018 booklets), is
contradicted by other data in the same DOdJ report booklets.
Table 27 in both booklets (Exhibit 1: 2017 DOJ report, p. 86;
Exhibit 2: 2018 DOJ report, pg. 86) describe the “Outcome” of
fitness hearings, categorized by ages 14, 15, 16, 17 and “all other.”
The “all other” category reveals that Table 27 cannot be a
description of the minor’s age at the time of the transferrable
offense since only minors who committed offenses between ages
14-17 were eligible for transfer. Instead, Table 27 appears to
report the minor’s age at the time of the fitness/transfer ruling,
which may occur years after the commission of the controlling
offense.

Elsewhere in the attached booklets, the DOJ sets forth data
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relevant to the pending matter. In 2017, three minors arrested at
age 14' and 18 minors arrested at age 15 were transferred to
adult court and prosecuted as adults. (Exhibit 1: 2017 DOJ
report, p. 46, Table 31.) Similarly, in 2018, five minors arrested
at 14 and nine minors arrested at 15 were prosecuted as adults.
(Exhibit 2: 2018 DOJ report, p. 46, Table 31.)

For the foregoing reasons, and in support of accuracy in this
Court’s assessment of the issues in petitioner’s case, petitioner
respectfully requests this Court take judicial notice of the
attached official reports.

Exhibit 1: Juvenile Justice in California, DOJ Report of 2017
Exhibit 2: Juvenile Justice in California, DOJ Report of 2018

Exhibit 3: Juvenile Justice in California, DOJ Report of 2019

Dated: October 26, 2020 Respectfully submitted,

Jennifer Hansen
Attorney for Petitioner

! While age at arrest is more meaningful as an indicator of age
at the time of the crime than age at time of transfer, there are
nevertheless situations where arrests do not happen until years
after the commission of the offense. Thus, even the data as to
adult dispositions related to age at time of arrest is not a
completely true indicator of the number of children transferred
for crimes committed when they were 14 or 15 years old.
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Exhibit 1: Juvenile Justice in California, DOJ Report of 2017
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Xavier Becerra, Attorney General
California Department Of Justice
California Justice Information Services Division

Bureau Of Criminal Identification And Investigative Services
Criminal Justice Statistics Center
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California Justice Information Services Division
Bureau Of Criminal Identification And Investigative Services
Criminal Justice Statistics Center

Xavier Becerra, Attorney General '
2 O I 7 California Department Of Justice
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The Role of the Criminal Justice
Statistics Center

is to:

Collect, analyze, and report statistical data that provide
valid measures of crime and the criminal justice process.

Examine these data on an ongoing basis to better
describe crime and the criminal justice system.

Promote the responsible presentation and use of crime
statistics.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Xavier Becerra, Attorney General
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E xecutive Summary

Juvenile Justice in California 2017 provides insight into the juvenile justice process by reporting
the number of arrests, referrals to probation departments, petitions filed, and dispositions for
juveniles tried in juvenile and adult courts. Law enforcement agencies provide information to
the Department of Justice (DOJ) on the number of arrests. Probation departments and superior
courts provide information to the DOJ on the types of offenses and administrative actions taken
by juvenile and adult courts.

The California DOJ is required to collect and report statistics on juvenile justice in California.
Juvenile Justice in California 2017 reflects data extracted from the Monthly Arrest and Citation
Register (MACR), the Juvenile Court and Probation Statistical System (JCPSS), and a file
containing dispositions of adult-level felony arrests. Appendix 1 describes the evolution of
this system. Referral and petition statistics were submitted to the JCPSS by 56 of California’s
58 counties, representing over 99 percent of the state’s juvenile population. Lassen and Sierra
counties are not included in the referral and petition sections of this report.

Juvenile Justice in California 2017 presents juvenile justice statistics in four sections: Arrests,
Referrals, Petitions, and Adult Court Dispositions. The arrest data were reported by law
enforcement agencies and referral data were reported by probation departments. Comparisons
between arrest data and referral data should not be made because of differences in the way data
were reported between the two sources. See Appendix 2 for more detail.

e The Arrests section presents information on the number of juveniles arrested, the types of
arrest charges, and the demographic characteristics of the juveniles.

e The Referrals section presents information on the number of juveniles referred to county
probation departments, who referred the juveniles to the probation departments,
the type of referral, the demographic characteristics of the juveniles referred, and the
probation department dispositions.

e The Petitions section presents information on cases where a petition was filed, including
the number of petitions filed, the types of petitions filed, the demographic characteristics
of the juveniles, and the dispositions for those petitions handled in juvenile court.

e The Adult Court Dispositions section presents information on juveniles whose cases were

processed in adult court, including the number and characteristics of the juveniles, and
the adult court dispositions.
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Juvenile Justice in California, 2017

Below is a summary of highlights from each of the sections.

Arrests

The Arrests section provides data on reported juvenile arrests made by law enforcement
agencies in 2017.

More than half of the juveniles (53.4 percent) were arrested for a misdemeanor offense.
Nearly a third (34.4 percent) were arrested for a felony offense, and the remainder (12.1
percent) were arrested for a status offense. (Table 1)

Eight out of ten juveniles arrested (80.1 percent) were referred to county juvenile
probation departments. (Table 1)

Referrals

The Referrals section provides data on juveniles who were brought to the attention of the county
probation departmentsin 2017.

Nearly nine out of ten juveniles referred to county probation departments (87.5 percent)
were referred by law enforcement agencies. (Table 9)

Nearly three out of ten (29.3 percent) of juveniles referred to county probation
departments were detained. (Table 14)

More than one-third (34.3 percent) of the juvenile cases referred to county probation
departments were closed at intake, indicating that no further action was taken. (Table 14)

In over half (53.3 percent) of the referrals to the county probation departments, a petition
was filed in juvenile court. (Table 14)
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Executive Summary

Petitions

The Petitions section provides data on juvenile cases that proceeded to the juvenile court for
formal processing in 2017.

e Of the juveniles handled formally by the juvenile court, six out of ten (62.0 percent) were
made wards of the court. (Table 20)

e One-sixth (17.7 percent) of the petitions for formal juvenile court adjudication were
dismissed. (Table 20)

Adult Court Dispositions

The Adult Court Dispositions section provides data on juveniles processed through the adult
court system.

e Of the juveniles tried in adult court, 61.1 percent were convicted. (Table 30)

Note:

In November of 2016, California voters passed Proposition 57, which ended the
process of juveniles being transferred directly (direct filed) to adult court by county
prosecutors. The new law was effective immediately, making 2016 the final year, and

a partial year, where direct file data would need to be tracked as part of the Juvenile
Justice in California publication. Proposition 57 did leave in place the process of
juveniles being transferred to adult court by a juvenile court judge via fitness hearings.
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t-a-Glance

Juvenile Justice System, 2017

Juvenile Arrests Juvenile Probation

Referral Sources

Law
Referred to Enforcement
Probation 62,808
45,052 87.5%
80.1%
Public
Counseled and Agency/
Released Individual
10,343 4,034
18.4% 5.6%
Turned Over to Other
Other Agency Sources
854 890
1.5% 1.2%
Transfers
1,292
1.8%
Schools,
Parents,
Private Agency/
Individual
2,767
3.9%

Source: Tables 1,9, 14, 20, and 30.

Notes: In November of 2016, California voters passed Proposition 57 which ended the process of juveniles being transferred directly (direct filed)
to adult court by county prosecutors. For additional information, see Appendix 2.

Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Transferred includes traffic court and deported.

2ln 2017, probation departments reported information on 158 transfers to the adult system. The adult court disposition information discussed
here is for the 190 dispositions received in 2017.
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Wardship
23,689
62.0%

Dismissed
6,762
17.7%

Diversion,
Deferred Entry
of Judgment,
or Transferred'
2,294
6.0%

Informal
Probation
2,860
7.5%

Non-Ward
Probation
2,469
6.5%

Remanded to
Adult Court
158
0.4%

Own or
Relative’s
Home
12,536
52.9%

Secure
County
Facility
7,094
29.9%

Non-Secure
County
Facility

513
2.2%

Other Public
or Private
Agency
2,908
12.3%

Division of
Juvenile Justice
(DJJ)

224
0.9%

Other
414
1.7%

e Arrest data were reported to the DOJ by law enforcement agencies
and referral data were reported by probation departments. Data
comparisons should not be made because of differences in the way
data are reported between sources. See Appendix 2 for more detail.

e Typically, referrals are made to the probation department in the
juvenile’s county of residence. The majority of referrals in this report
came from police and sheriff’s departments (87.5 percent). (Table 9)

e Probation departments decide how to process referred cases. A case
may be closed or transferred; a juvenile may be placed on informal
probation or in a diversion program; or a petition may be sought for a
court hearing.

o Most formal juvenile court hearings resulted in the juvenile being
made a ward of the court (62.0 percent). Most wards were allowed
to go home under the supervision of the probation department (52.9
percent). (Table 20)

e Juveniles can be transferred to the adult criminal justice system for
prosecution if a juvenile court judge finds the juvenile is unfit for
juvenile court. Approximately six out of ten dispositions received in
adult courtin 2017 resulted in a conviction (61.1 percent). (Table 30)

Juveniles to Adult Court Adult Prison/

DJJ
83
71.6%
Convicted
116 Probation
61.1% 3
2.6%
Acquitted
0
0.0% Probation
with Jail
22
Dismissed 19.0%
48
25.3%
Jail
Certified to 60
Juvenile Court 5.2%
26
13.7%
Other
2
1.7%

v
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Juvenile Justice in California, 2017
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Arrests

A juvenile may be arrested for either violating a criminal statute or committing a status offense.
Status offenses are acts that are offenses only when committed by a juvenile, such as curfew
violations, truancy, running away, and incorrigibility.

This section contains information on the 56,249 juvenile arrests reported by law enforcement
agencies in 2017. This section also includes information on the characteristics of juvenile arrests
and arrestees, and the final law enforcement dispositions of those arrests. Although some arrests
involve more than one offense, only the most serious are shown in this report. Arrest data for all
58 counties were extracted from the MACR.

The law enforcement disposition of a juvenile arrest is affected by several variables: investigative
findings and the facts surrounding the alleged offense; prior arrest record; seriousness of the
offense; determined need for admonishment; recourse to other authority; and other factors
determined by the individual case.

Law enforcement agencies have three methods for the disposition of a juvenile arrest:

e Refer to probation departments for further processing. Some are handled at the
probation level, and others are sent to juvenile and criminal courts for final disposition.

e Handle within the department, where juveniles are counseled and released.

e Turn over to another agency.

Notes: References to race/ethnicity will be made throughout this report. The subjectivity of the classification and labeling process must
be considered in the analysis of race/ethnic group data. As commonly used, race refers to large populations that share certain
physical characteristics, such as skin color. Because these physical characteristics can vary greatly within groups, as well as
between groups, determination of race is frequently, by necessity, subjective. Ethnicity refers to cultural heritage and can cross
racial lines. For example, the ethnic designation Hispanic can include persons of any race. Most commonly, self-identification of
race/ethnicity is used in the classification and labeling process.

Percentages throughout this section may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
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Juvenile Justice in California, 2017

Level of Offense

Juvenile Arrests, 2017 In 2017, of the 56,249 juvenile arrests reported:
By Level of Offense
e Felony arrests accounted for 34.4 percent

STATUS (19,373).
OFFENSES
12.1% FELONY e Misdemeanor arrests accounted for 53.4
34.4% percent (30,046).
e Status offense arrests accounted for 12.1
percent (6,830).
Source: Table 1.
Juvenile Arrests, 2017 In 2017, of the 41,017 arrests of males:

Gender of Arrestee by Level of Offense
e Felony arrests accounted for 39.4 percent

(16,166).
MALE 50.6%
e Misdemeanor arrests accounted for 50.6
FEMALE 60.9% percent (20,770).
0 20 40 60 80 100 e Status arrests accounted for 9.9 percent
PERCENT (4,081).
FELONY MISDEMEANOR  STATUS
OFFENSES
In 2017, of the 15,232 arrests of females:
Source: Table 1. e Felony arrests accounted for 21.1 percent

(3,207).

e Misdemeanor arrests accounted for 60.9
percent (9,276).

e Status arrests accounted for 18.0 percent
(2,749).

2
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Arrests

Level of Offense

Juvenile Arrests, 2017 In 2017:
Age Group of Arrestee

By Level of Offense e Juveniles in each age group were arrested for

similar proportions of felony, misdemeanor,

7.99 and status offenses.
UNDER 12 55.9% %o

12-14 56.6%

15-17 52.2%

0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
FELONY MISDEMEANOR ~ STATUS
OFFENSES
Source: Table 1.
Juvenile Arrests, 2017 In 2017, of the three defined race/ethnic groups:

Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee

By Level of Offense e A greater percentage of whites were arrested

for a misdemeanor (59.2 percent) or a status
offense (13.8 percent).

WHITE 59.2%
e A greater percentage of blacks were arrested
HISPANIC 53.4% for a felony (44.7 percent).
BLACK 45.3%
OTHER 61.0%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT

FELONY MISDEMEANOR ~ STATUS
OFFENSES

Source: Table 1.

3
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Juvenile Justice in California, 2017

DRUG
OFFENSES

3.5%

Source: Table 3.

MALE

FEMALE

VIOLENT

OFFENSES

Source: Table 3.

Felony Arrests

Felony Arrests, 2017
By Category

ALL
OTHER
OFFENSES
26.7%

PROPERTY
OFFENSES
32.2%

Felony Arrests, 2017
Gender of Arrestee by Category

In 2017, of the 19,373 juvenile felony arrests
reported:

37.6 percent (7,291) were for violent offenses.

32.2 percent (6,236) were for property
offenses.

3.5 percent (676) were for drug offenses.

26.7 percent (5,170) were for all other felony
offenses.

In 2017, of the 16,166 felony arrests of males:

Violent offenses accounted for 36.7 percent
(5,927).

Property offenses accounted for 32.0 percent
(5,175).

In 2017, of the 3,207 felony arrests of females:

6%
32.0%
[
2.8%
33.1%
20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
PROPERTY DRUG ALLOTHER o
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES
[ ]

4
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Violent offenses accounted for 42.5 percent
(1,364).

Property offenses accounted for 33.1 percent
(1,061).



Arrests

Felony Arrests

Felony Arrests, 2017
Age Group of Arrestee by Category

In 2017:

e Juveniles in each age group were arrested for

similar proportions of violent and property

UNDER 12
29.8% offenses.
12-14 30.9%
15-17 32.6%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
VIOLENT PROPERTY DRUG ALL OTHER
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES
Source: Table 3.
Felony Arrests, 2017 In 2017:

Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee by Category

e A greater percentage of blacks were arrested
for a felony violent offense (44.3 percent)
WHITE 32.7% ' than any other race/ethnic group.
4.2% e Regardless of race/ethnic group, the smallest
HISPANIC 32.4% proportion of felony arrests were for drug
offenses.
1.0%
BLACK 32.2%
OTHER 29.2%, 4.0%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
VIOLENT PROPERTY  DRUG ALL OTHER
OFFENSES ~ OFFENSES  OFFENSES  OFFENSES

Source: Table 3.
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Juvenile Justice in California, 2017

Misdemeanor Arrests

Misdemeanor Arrests, 2017
By Category

ALL
OTHER
25.6%

MALICIOUS
MISCHIEF
13.1%

THEFT
14.6%

Source: Table 3.

Misdemeanor Arrests, 2017
Gender of Arrestee by Category

MALE 12.8% 18.9%
FEMALE 18.7% 16.6%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
ASSAULT DRUG AND
AND BATTERY ~ THEFT Al COHOL
MALICIOUS  ALL
MISCHIEF OTHER

Source: Table 3.

In 2017, of the 30,046 juvenile misdemeanor
arrests reported:

e 28.5 percent (8,555) were for assault and
battery.

e 14.6 percent (4,394) were for theft offenses.

e 18.2 percent (5,463) were for drug and
alcohol offenses.

e 13.1 percent (3,948) were for malicious
mischief offenses.

e 25.6 percent (7,686) were for all other
misdemeanor offenses.

In 2017:

e A greater percentage of males were
arrested for a misdemeanor drug or alcohol
offense than females (18.9 vs. 16.6 percent,
respectively).

e A greater percentage of females were
arrested for a misdemeanor theft
offense than males (18.7 vs. 12.8 percent,
respectively).



Arrests

Misdemeanor Arrests

Misdemeanor Arrests, 2017 In2017:

Age Group of Arrestee by Categor
9 P y gory e A greater percentage of juveniles in the

under 12 age group were arrested for

UNDER 12 .
13.6%6.7% misdemeanor assault and battery (38.5
percent) than any other age category.
12-14 12.8% 13.1%
1517 15.4% 20.4%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
ASSAULT DRUG AND
AND BATTERY ~ THEFT Al COHOL
MALICIOUS ALL
MISCHIEF OTHER
Source: Table 3.
Misdemeanor Arrests, 2017 In2017:

Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee by Category .
e A greater percentage of whites were arrested

for a misdemeanor drug or alcohol offense

WHITE 14.2% 23.2% (23.2 percent) than any other race/ethnic
group.
HISPANIC 13.2% 19.9% e A greater percentage of blacks were arrested

for a misdemeanor assault and battery
offense (35.9 percent) than any other race/

BLACK 17.9% 7.0% .
ethnic group.
OTHER 18.7% 16.9%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT

ASSAULT DRUG AND

AND BATTERY ~ THEFT  ALCOHOL

MALICIOUS ALL

MISCHIEF OTHER

Source: Table 3.
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Juvenile Justice in California, 2017

Status Offense Arrests

Status Offense Arrests, 2017

By Category
OTHER
STATUS
OFFENSES
26.5%
RUNAWAY
INCOSRELEIBLE 44.9%

Source: Table 3.
Note: “Other” includes minor beyond parental control and failure to obey
a juvenile court order.

Status Offense Arrests, 2017
Gender of Arrestee by Category

MALE 37.0% 16.7%
FEMALE 56.5% 11.5%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
TRUANCY RUNAWAY CURFEW
OTHER STATUS
INCORRIGIBLE OFFENSES

Source: Table 3.
Note: “Other” includes minor beyond parental control and failure to obey
a juvenile court order.

In 2017, of the 6,830 status offenses reported:

e Truancy violations accounted for 8.2 percent
(558).

e Runaways accounted for 44.9 percent (3,064).

e Curfew violations accounted for 14.6 percent
(999).

e Incorrigible offenses accounted for 5.8
percent (399).

e "Other" status offenses accounted for 26.5
percent (1,810).

In 2017:

e A greater percentage of males were arrested
for curfew violations than females (16.7 vs.
11.5 percent, respectively).

e A greater percentage of females were
arrested for being a runaway than males (56.5
vs. 37.0 percent, respectively).



UNDER 12

12-14

15-17

Arrests

Status Offense Arrests

Status Offense Arrests, 2017
Age Group of Arrestee by Category

3.3%

65.6% 14.8%

48.2% 14.6%

43.5% 14.6%

20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT

TRUANCY RUNAWAY CURFEW

OTHER STATUS

INCORRIGIBLE OFFENSES

Source: Table 3.
Note: “Other” includes minor beyond parental control and failure to
obey a juvenile court order.

WHITE

HISPANIC

BLACK

OTHER

Status Offense Arrests, 2017

Race/Ethnic Group of Arrestee by Category

4.2%

56.1% 12.5%
39.4% 16.0%
42%  47.6% 1.1%

3.3%
41.5% 23.2%
20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
TRUANCY RUNAWAY CURFEW
OTHER STATUS
INCORRIGIBLE OFFENSES

Source: Table 3.
Note: “Other” includes minor beyond parental control and failure to
obey a juvenile court order.

9
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In 2017:

For all age groups there were a greater
percentage of runaway arrests than any other
status offense category.

In 2017:

A greater percentage of white juveniles were
arrested for runaway offenses than any other
race/ethnic group (56.1 percent).

A greater percentage of Hispanic juveniles
were arrested for curfew than any other
defined race/ethnic group (16.0 percent).



Juvenile Justice in California, 2017

Law Enforcement Level Dispositions

Law Enforcement Dispositions, 2017

By Type of Disposition
TURNED OVER
COUNSELED 1.5%
& RELEASED

18.4%

Source: Table 1.

Law Enforcement Dispositions, 2017

Gender by Disposition
1.5%
MALE 16.7%
1.5%
FEMALE 23.0%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
REFERRED COUNSELED TURNED
TO PROBATION AND RELEASED OVER
Source: Table 1.
10

When processing juvenile arrestees, law
enforcement agencies may refer juveniles to
the probation department, counsel and release
them, or turn them over to another agency.

In 2017, of the 56,249 law enforcement
dispositions reported:

e 80.1 percent resulted in a referral to
probation (45,052).

e 18.4 percent resulted in the juvenile being
counseled and released (10,343).

e 1.5 percent resulted in the juvenile being
turned over to another agency (854).

In 2017:

e Males were referred to the probation
department more than females (81.8 vs. 75.4
percent, respectively).

e A greater percentage of females were
counseled and released than males (23.0 vs.
16.7 percent, respectively).
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Arrests

Law Enforcement Level Dispositions

Law Enforcement Dispositions, 2017 In 2017:

Age Group by Disposition
g PRy LASP e Regardless of age group, the majority of

juvenile offenders were referred to probation.

UNDER 12 1.4%
25.7%
e A greater percentage of juveniles under 12
1.6% were counseled and released than any other
12-14
20.3% age group (25.7 percent).
1517 1.5%
17.6%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
REFERRED COUNSELED TURNED
TO PROBATION AND RELEASED OVER
Source: Table 1.
Law Enforcement Dispositions, 2017 In 2017:

Race/Ethnic Group by Disposition
PRy LIsp e More than three quarters of juveniles in each

race/ethnic group were referred to probation

1.6%
departments by law enforcement.

WHITE
20.4%

1.5%
HISPANIC
18.0%

0,
BLACK 1.5%
17.6%

0,
OTHER 1:2%
17.2%

0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT

REFERRED COUNSELED TURNED
TO PROBATION AND RELEASED OVER

Source: Table 1.
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R eferrals

Juvenile referrals occur when a juvenile is brought to the attention of the probation department
for a case review. Juveniles can be referred by a variety of sources, with the largest percentage
of referrals coming from law enforcement. Referrals may also be generated by a school, parent,
public agency or individual, private agency or individual, or by transfers from another county or
state.

Referrals to the probation department consist of two types: new and subsequent. The term
“new referral” applies to a juvenile who is not currently supervised by the probation department
and is typically a first-time offender. The term “subsequent referral” applies to a juvenile who is
currently supervised by the probation department. A subsequent referral generally results from
a new arrest or probation violation.

After a juvenile is referred to the probation department, a probation officer determines whether
the juvenile should be detained or released. The probation department also conducts an
investigation and determines whether the case should be closed or transferred; whether the
juvenile should be placed on informal probation; or whether a petition should be filed with the
court.

This section examines referrals by gender, age group, and race/ethnic group. For the purpose of
this section, the term “juvenile” refers to those individuals processed through the juvenile court
system.

The data used in this section originated from 56 participating county probation departments
(Lassen and Sierra Counties are not included). This information was submitted to the DOJ from
referrals reported in the JCPSS (see Appendix 2).

Notes: Arrest data are reported by law enforcement agencies, whereas referral data are reported by probation departments.
Comparisons between arrest data and referral data should not be made because of differences in the way data are reported
between the two sources. See Appendix 2 for more detail.

In November of 2016, California voters passed Proposition 57, which ended the process of juveniles being transferred directly
(direct filed) to adult court by county prosecutors. For additional information, see Appendix 2.

Percentages throughout this section may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
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Referral Source and Type

Referrals, 2017 In 2017, of the 71,791 referrals to probation
By Source reported:
PUBLIC AGENCY/ TRANSFERS e 87.5 percent (62,808) were from law
INDIVIDUAL 1.8%  OTHER enforcement.
5.6% SOURCES
[»)
SCHOOL/PARENT/ 1.2% e 3.9 percent (2,7'67) were frqm schoo'ls,'
PRIVATE AGENCY parents, and private agencies or individuals.

3.9%
e 5.6 percent (4,034) were from public agencies
or individuals.

e 1.8 percent (1,292) were transfers from
another county or state.

e 1.2 percent (890) were from other sources.

Source: Table 9.

Referrals, 2017 In 2017, of the 71,791 referrals reported:

By Type
yiyp e 68.4 percent (49,125) were new referrals.

e 31.6 percent (22,666) were subsequent
referrals.

SUBSEQUENT
31.6%

Source: Table 9.
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Referrals

Offense Level

Referrals, 2017 In 2017, of the 97,079 referral offenses reported:
By Offense Level .
e 33.8 percent (32,853) were for felonies.
STATUS
OFFENSES e 51.9 percent (50,365) were for misdemeanors.
14.3%

e 14.3 percent (13,861) were for status offenses.

FELONY
33.8%

Source: Table 9.

Note: As many as five offenses can be reported for each referral. Consequently, the number of referral offenses is higher than the
number of referrals.
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Referrals for Felony Offenses

Type of Referrals, 2017
By Category

OTHER
OFFENSES
32.6%

DRUG
OFFENSES
4.2%

Source: Table 10.

Referrals for Felony Offenses, 2017

Gender by Category
0,
MALE 29.4%
0,

FEMALE 3379% *7%

0 20 40 60 80

PERCENT
VIOLENT PROPERTY DRUG
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES

Source: Table 10.

In 2017, of the 32,853 referrals for felony
offenses:

e 30.0 percent (9,867) were for property
offenses.

e 4.2 percent (1,382) were for drug offenses.

e 32.6 percent (10,719) were for other felony
offenses.

In 2017:

e A greater percentage of females were
referred to the probation department for
felony violent offenses than males (37.4 vs.
32.4 percent, respectively).

100
OTHER
OFFENSES

16
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33.1 percent (10,885) were for violent
offenses.



Referrals for Felony Offenses

Referrals for Felony Offenses, 2017

UNDER 12

12-14

15-17

18-24

VIOLENT
OFFENSES

Source: Table 10.

Age Group by Category

28.1%

2.5%
28.1%

4.4%
31.5%

5.7%
24.9%

40 60 80
PERCENT

PROPERTY DRUG
OFFENSES OFFENSES

Referrals for Felony Offenses, 2017
Race/Ethnic Group by Category

WHITE

HISPANIC

BLACK

OTHER

VIOLENT
OFFENSES

Source: Table 10.

o,

28.8%

28.6%

33.1% 1.5%

4.8%
33.2%

40 60 80
PERCENT

PROPERTY DRUG
OFFENSES OFFENSES

In 2017:

Referrals

e Regardless of age group, juveniles were
least likely to be referred to probation
departments for a felony drug offense.

100

OTHER
OFFENSES

In 2017:

e A greater percentage of blacks were referred
to the probation department for a violent
offense (43.1 percent) than any other race/

ethnic group.

100

OTHER
OFFENSES
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Referrals for Misdemeanor Offenses

Referrals for Misdemeanor
Offenses, 2017
By Category

ALL
OTHER
32.6%

THEFT
9.6%

Source: Table 10.

Referrals for Misdemeanor

Offenses, 2017
Gender by Category
MALE 8.7% 14.3%
FEMALE 12.0% 13.4%
0 20 40 60
PERCENT
ASSAULT DRUG AND
AND BATTERY THEFT ALCOHOL

Source: Table 10.

80

MALICIOUS
MISCHIEF

In 2017, of the 50,365 misdemeanor referral
offenses reported:

e 30.6 percent (15,427) were for assault and
battery.

e 9.6 percent (4,849) were for theft offenses.

e 14.1 percent (7,093) were for drug and
alcohol offenses.

e 13.0 percent (6,572) were for malicious
mischief offenses.

e 32.6 percent (16,424) were for all other
misdemeanor offenses.

In 2017:

e A greater percentage of males were
referred to the probation department
for misdemeanor drug and alcohol and
malicious mischief offenses than females
(14.3 and 14.1 percent vs. 13.4and 10.3
percent, respectively).

100 e A greater percentage of females were
referred to the probation department for
ALL misdemeanor assault and battery and theft
OTHER  offenses than males (35.5 and 12.0 percent
vs. 28.8 and 8.7 percent, respectively).
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Referrals for Misdemeanor Offenses

Referrals for Misdemeanor Offenses, 2017 In2017:
Age Group by Categor
9 Py gory e The proportion of juveniles referred to
probation departments for misdemeanor
UNDER 12 drug and alcohol offenses increased
with age. Conversely, the proportion of
juveniles referred to probation departments
12-14 9.4%10.0% .
for misdemeanor assault and battery or
malicious mischief decreased with age.
15-17 9.8% 14.5%
18-24 9.3% 19.8%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
ASSAULT THEFT DRUG AND MALICIOUS ALL
AND BATTERY ALCOHOL MISCHIEF OTHER
Source: Table 10.
Referrals for Misdemeanor Offenses, 2017 In2017:
Race/Ethnic Group by Category .
e A greater percentage of whites were referred
to probation departments for misdemeanor
WHITE 9.5% 19.0% drug and alcohol offenses than any other
race/ethnic group.
0, 0,
HISPANIC 81% 14.4% e A greater percentage of blacks were referred
to probation departments for a misdemeanor
BLACK 5.2% assault and battery offense than any other
0,
14.0% race/ethnic group.
OTHER 12.5% 14.5%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
ASSAULT THEFT DRUG AND MALICIOUS ALL
AND BATTERY ALCOHOL MISCHIEF OTHER
Source: Table 10.
19
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Status Offe

Referrals for Status Offenses, 2017

By Category
TRUANCY
14.4% RUNAWAY

12.0%
CURFEW

OTHER

STATUS 1.4%

OFFENSES INCORRIGIBLE
70.3% 1.9%

Source: Table 10.
Note: “Other” includes minor beyond parental control and failure to
obey a juvenile court order.

Referrals for Status Offenses, 2017
By Gender

MALE
74.9%

Source: Table 13.

nse Referrals

In 2017, of the 13,861 referrals for status
offenses:

e 14.4 percent (1,999) were for truancy.

e 12.0 percent (1,659) were for running away.
e 1.4 percent (195) were for violating curfew.
e 1.9 percent (259) were for incorrigibility.

e 70.3 percent (9,749) were for other status

offenses.

In 2017, of all referrals for status offenses:

e 749 percent (10,385) were male, and 25.1

percent (3,476) were female.
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Status Offense Referrals

Referrals for Status Offenses, 2017 In 2017, of all referrals for status offenses:
By Age Group . .
e 0.5 percent (71) were juveniles under 12
UNDER years of age.
12
0.5%

e 15.9 percent (2,197) were juveniles in the
12-14 age group.

18-24
18.7% e 65.0 percent (9,005) were juveniles in the
15-17 age group.
e 18.7 percent (2,588) were juveniles in the
1517 18-24 age group.
65.0%

Source: Table 13.

Referrals for Status Offenses, 2017 In 2017, of all referrals for status offenses:
By Race/Ethnic Group .
e 18.8 percent (2,609) were white.
OTHER
6.0% e 56.2 percent (7,793) were Hispanic.
e 18.9 percent (2,626) were black.
BLACK e 6.0 percent (833) were from other race/ethnic
18.9% groups.
HISPANIC
56.2%

Source: Table 13.
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Detentions

Detentions, 2017 In 2017, of the 65,252 known
By Type preadjudication detentions reported:
e 70.7 percent (46,109) of juveniles were not
detained.
e 94.2 percent (18,033) of those juveniles
detained were in a secure facility.
NOT
DETAINED
70.7%
2.8%
<
3.0%
SECURE NON-SECURE HOME
FACILITY FACILITY SUPERVISION
Source: Table 14.
Detentions, 2017 In 2017:
Gender by Detention Type
y yp e Regardless of gender, the majority of
juveniles detained were held in a secure
MALE facility.
FEMALE
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
SECURE NON-SECURE HOME
FACILITY FACILITY SUPERVISION

Source: Table 14.
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Detentions

Detentions, 2017 In2017:

Age Group by Detention Type
9 i P e Aleast91 percent of each age group was

detained in a secure facility.

UNDER 12
12-14
15-17
18-24

0 20 40 60 80 100

PERCENT
SECURE NON-SECURE HOME
FACILITY FACILITY SUPERVISION
Source: Table 14.
Detentions, 2017 In2017:

Race/Ethnic Group by Detention Type
i yP e Regardless of race/ethnic group, the majority

of detained juveniles were in a secure facility.

WHITE
HISPANIC
BLACK
OTHER

0 20 40 60 80 100

PERCENT
SECURE NON-SECURE HOME
FACILITY FACILITY SUPERVISION

Source: Table 14.
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Probation Department Dispositions

Probation Department Dispositions, 2017
By Type

TRANSFERRED

DIVERSION 3 9,

7.7%

INFORMAL
PROBATION
1.7%

CLOSED
AT INTAKE
34.3%

Source: Table 14.
Note: “Transferred” includes the dispositions of traffic court, deported,
and transferred.

Probation Department Dispositions, 2017

Gender by Disposition Type
1.6%
MALE .29 2.8%
32.2% 6.7% o
FEMALE o 1%
41.1% 3.8%
0 20 40 60 80 100
PERCENT
PETITION CLOSED INFORMAL
FILED AT INTAKE PROBATION
DIVERSION TRANSFERRED
Source: Table 14.
Note: “Transferred” includes the dispositions of traffic court, deported,
and transferred.

In 2017, of the 71,791 referrals handled by
probation departments:

e 53.3 percent (38,232) resulted in a petition
being filed.

e 34.3 percent (24,651) were closed at intake.

e 1.7 percent (1,210) received informal
probation.

e 7.7 percent (5,517) received diversion.

e 3.0 percent (2,181) were transferred.

In 2017:

e A greater percentage of males received
petitions filed to proceed to juvenile
court than females (56.8 vs. 42.2 percent,
respectively).

e A greater percentage of females received
diversion or were closed at intake than
males (10.8 and 41.1 vs. 6.7 and 32.2 percent,
respectively).
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Probation Department Dispositions

Probation Department Dispositions, 2017 In 2017:

Age Group by Disposition Type
9 pbyLisp P e More than one-half (54.7 percent) of juveniles

UNDER 12 61.5% 5.0% in the 15-17 age group had petitions filed in

2.8% . .
juvenile court.
. 32% . . . . .
12-14 40.5% 22% ©® The proportion of juveniles having petitions
B (]
filed increased with age. Conversely, the
1517 1.5% 6.6% proportions being closed at intake, receiving
= 0, " . . . .
33.7% 3.5% informal probation, and diversion decreased
with age.
0.4% 0
18-24 26.4% 1.9%
o 1.8%
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