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Executive Summary and Origin 
To comply with new requirements for time limits on juvenile probation under Assembly 
Bill 1376 (Bonta; Stats. 2025, ch. 575), the Family and Juvenile Law Advisory Committee 
proposes revisions to three Judicial Council forms, effective January 1, 2027. 

Background 
Juvenile courts have several dispositional outcomes available, including diversion, electronic 
monitoring, probation, and placement in foster care or detention facilities for a violation of law 
by a child or youth.  

Unlike adult probation, juvenile probation does not have a statutory cap, nor does it typically 
require periodic review. 1  Adult probation is generally limited to one year for misdemeanors and 

1  Section 727.2(c) requires the status of every child or youth declared a ward and ordered to be placed in foster care 
to be reviewed by the court no less frequently than once every six months.  
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two years for felonies, except as specified in statute. 2  Juvenile probation, however, can last as 
long as the juvenile court has jurisdiction over the ward. 3 

AB 1376 added section 602.05 and limits the time period a court may place a ward ordered 
placed in the home of a parent to 12 months, except that a court may extend probation if it finds 
by a preponderance of the evidence that doing so is in the best interest of the ward and the 
public. The bill also amended several code sections.   

A juvenile court may impose on a child or youth on probation “any and all reasonable orders for 
the conduct of the ward.” 4  Conditions of probation may include, among other things, electronic 
monitoring, drug testing, completion of education programs or other types of programs, or 
community service. Section 730(b) requires conditions of probation for a ward to be individually 
tailored, developmentally appropriate, and reasonable. This section additionally requires that the 
burden imposed by those conditions is proportional to the legitimate interests served by the 
conditions. 

The Proposal 
Terms and Conditions (form JV-624) 
The Family and Juvenile Law Advisory Committee proposes revising form JV-624 as follows: 

• Add new item 1, to address the requirement in section 730(b) that the conditions of 
probation (1) are individually tailored, developmentally appropriate, and reasonable; 
(2) place a burden on the child or youth that is proportional to the legitimate interests 
they serve; and (3) are determined by the court to be fitting and proper to the end that 
justice may be done and the reformation and rehabilitation of the ward enhanced; 5

• Add “other sample” to the list of chemical testing methods at item 3l:

• Add parenthetical instructions describing the information requested in some items; 6

• Add “Other (describe):” to several items to indicate that the blank fields are to order 
additional terms and conditions of probation; 7

2  Pen. Code, §§ 1203, 1203.1. 
3  Welf. & Inst. Code, § 607(a)–(c). All further statutory references are to the Welfare and Institutions Code unless 
otherwise indicated. 
4 § 730(b). 
5  Ibid. 
6  See items 3h, 3j, and 3m on proposed form. 
7  See items 4k and 4w-z on proposed form.  
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• Replace “his or her” with “their” throughout the form to make the items gender neutral;  8 

• Add a reference to “or youth” in form items that specify “child.” California Rules of 
Court, rule 5.502(5) defines “child” as a person under the age of 18 years, and rule 
5.502(46) defines youth as a person who is at least 14 years of age and not yet 21 years 
of age. The juvenile court can exercise its delinquency jurisdiction in most cases until a 
person is 21 years of age. 9  The committee proposes adding “youth” to this form to 
include the people under the juvenile court’s jurisdiction who are over the age of 18 but 
not yet 21 years old; and 

• Replace the reference to “Victim Identification Form” in item 3s(2) with an attachment 
identifying persons the child or youth should not have contact with. There is no Judicial 
Council or other statewide form titled “Victim Identification Form.” The committee 
proposes replacing that reference with an optional item that states: “Persons listed in the 
attached titled “JV-624, item 3s, List of Victims.” 

Notice of Hearing—Juvenile Delinquency (form JV-625) 
The committee proposes revising form JV-625 as follows: 

• Reorganize the form so that the advisements and notices to parents, legal guardians, or 
adult relatives are on page 1 of the form rather than on page 2; and  

• Replace “or, if you cannot afford the full amount, as much of that amount as the court 
decides you can afford to pay” with “unless the court determines you are unable to pay” 
in item 4d to more accurately reflect the law; and 10  

• Add appropriate references to “or youth” when the form specifies “child,” as discussed 
above; and 

• Add the option of “hearing on a request to extend probation” in item 5 which lists the 
hearing types for which this form can be used to provide notice.  

Disposition—Juvenile Delinquency (form JV-665) 
The committee proposes revising form JV-665 as follows: 

• Add subitem 11d for children or youth who are placed at home for the court to indicate 
the date probation must terminate unless it is modified or extended under section 602.05; 

• Add subitem 11e for children or youth who are placed at home to allow a court to set a 
probation progress review hearing. This furthers the legislative intent in the bill that 

 
8  See items 3c, 3m, and 3p on proposed form.   
9  § 607(a). 
10 § 730.7. 
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counties set progress reviews and probation termination hearings less than a year after 
disposition; 11 

• Remove checkboxes for “mother” and “father” in item 11c because parent is gender 
neutral and adequate without additional information; 

• For the reasons discussed above, remove the reference to a Victim Identification Form 
from the list of possible attachments in item 21; and 

• Add to the list of possible attachments in item 21 both a proposed new form, Prohibited 
Persons Relinquishment Form Findings (form CR-210/JV-623) 12  and two existing forms, 
Temporary Restraining Order Against a Child, form JV-260, and Juvenile Restraining 
Order Against a Child—Order After Hearing, form JV-265. 

Alternatives Considered 
The committee did not consider the option of taking no action because revisions were necessary 
for the forms to correctly reflect recent statutory changes. In addition, the committee proposes 
additional changes to make the forms easier to use and understand. For form JV-665, the 
committee also considered adding a parenthetical instruction at item 11d, where the court 
indicates the date probation will terminate unless extended or modified, that states “select date 
12 months from date of disposition hearing.” However, the committee concluded that the 
instruction would not be appropriate in all cases because some children or youth placed at home 
may continue to be held in custody before returning home and in-custody time does not count 
toward the 12-month time limit. 13  The committee concluded it would be inadvisable to provide a 
blanket statement about the timing of termination and does not propose adding a parenthetical 
instruction. 

Fiscal and Operational Impacts 
The revised forms proposed are largely the result of statutory changes. The committee anticipates 
that this proposal will require courts to train court staff and judicial officers on the form 
revisions. Courts will also incur costs to incorporate the forms into the paper or electronic 
processes. Section 602.05 will require juvenile courts that are not already doing so to review 

 
11  AB 1376, section 1: “It is the intent of the Legislature that … (7) Counties should apply best practices to minimize 
the amount of time youth spend on probation by creating procedures to limit probation to the shortest time necessary 
to achieve individualized rehabilitative goals, including setting progress reviews and probation termination hearings 
less than a year after disposition. (8) Counties that are currently employing best practices by holding probation 
reviews and considering termination of probation at six months should continue such practices and assist other 
counties by setting a standard of excellence guided by youth development models.” 
12  See Invitation to Comment, Juvenile Law: Implementation of AB 383 Regarding Firearms Relinquishment, 
{insert link to ITC when available}. That proposal would revise Prohibited Persons Relinquishment Form (form 
CR-210) into a joint criminal and juvenile form. If a juvenile form is approved to implement AB 383, either as a 
joint or stand-alone form, JV-665 would be revised to include it.  
13 § 602.05(g). 
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probation cases more frequently and to hold additional hearings. However, this impact may be 
offset by the bill’s requirement to terminate probation earlier absent a noticed hearing to extend 
it, which could shorten supervision periods and reduce associated costs. 

Request for Specific Comments 
In addition to comments on the proposal as a whole, the advisory committee is interested in 
comments on the following: 

• Does the proposal appropriately address the stated purpose? 

The advisory committee also seeks comments from courts on the following cost and 
implementation matters: 

• Would the proposal provide cost savings? If so, please quantify. 
• What would the implementation requirements be for courts—for example, training 

staff (please identify position and expected hours of training), revising processes and 
procedures (please describe), changing docket codes in case management systems, or 
modifying case management systems? 

• Would two months from Judicial Council approval of this proposal until its effective 
date provide sufficient time for implementation? 

• How well would this proposal work in courts of different sizes? 

Attachments and Links 
1. Forms JV-624, JV-625, and JV-665, at pages 6–13 
2. Link A: Assem. Bill 1376, 

leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB1376 
 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB1376
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