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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

INTRODUCTION

As part of the Budget Act of 20 8 ssemblyBill 74), the Legislature allocated $maillion to

the Judicial Councb f Cal i f or ni a ( her e wfuhddhe impléenematiah,u di c i
operation, and evaluation of court pilot projects related to pretrial decisionnfakingr eaf t er
Pretrial PilotP r o g r. BhenBuliget Act requitkthatthe Pretrial Pilot Program courts

(hereafterfipilot court® tollaborate with local justice system partners to make data available to

the Judicial Council as required to measure the outcomes of the pilots. Thel Jbolizicilwas

required to administer the program and report to the Department of Finance and the Joint
Legislative Budget Committee every snonthsduring the duration of théareeyear program

Seventeen courts opted to participate inRhetrial Pilot Program and utilized the following risk
assessment toofs:

1 Ohio Risk Assessment System Pretrial Assessment ToGIRAS-PAT): Modoc, Napa,
Nevada, Sierra, Tulare, Ventura, and Yuba Counties.

1 Public Safety Assessment (PSAAlameda, Calaveratos Angeles, Nevada,
Sacramento, Sierra, Sonoma, and Tuolumne Counties.

1 Virginia Pretrial Risk Assessment Instrument (VPRAI): San Joaquin and Santa
Barbara Counties.

1 Variations of the VPRAI (VPRAI -R and VPRAI-O): Kings, San Mateoand Santa
BarbaraCountes.

The finalreport to the legislature on the Pretrial Pilot Programpudisheduly 25, 2023 and
can be foundhere: www.courts.ca.gov/documents/PretrRilot-Program FinalReport.pdf

Senate Bill 3§SB) enactedool validationand transparency requiremefus all pretrial services
agencies in California ugya pretrial risk assessment tobhe Judicial Councihlsohasannual
reporting requiremenisursuant to SB 3br the pilotcourts and othguretrial services agencies
for which sufficient funding is provided to meet the data reporting requiremBmtsreport
fulfills the reporting requirements outlined in SBf86all the pilot courtsindividual level data
is needed in order to conduct these analgselshe nonpilot courts are not required to report
data at that level, therefore this repsoes not cover nepilot courts® The Judicial Counciilso

1 Sonoma and Tuolumne Counties used local tools earlier in the reporting period and then switched to the PSA; only
the PSA scores for Sonoma and Tuolumne Counties are included in this report. Santa Barbarnzs€doth the

VPRAI and the VPRAIR tools during the reporting period; both are included for this report. Alameda County used
VPRAI-R earlier in the reporting period and switched to the PSA; both are utilized in this report. Nevada and Sierra
Counties use@RAS-PAT earlier in the reporting period and switched to the PSA; only GRAB scores are

included in this report.

2 Previous priodic reports are posted here under past criminal justice programs, Pretrial Pilot Program:
Www.courts.ca.gov/75474.htm

3 Counties that did not participate in thiéot projectreport aggregate data to the Judicial Council under SB 129
which are reportedeparately

a
i


http://www.courts.ca.gov/documents/Pretrial-Pilot-Program_Final-Report.pdf
https://caljc.sharepoint.com/sites/CJSResearch/Shared%20Documents/Pretrial%20Pilot/SB%2036%20Reports/Aggregated%20Data%20Report/2023/Drafts/www.courts.ca.gov/75474.htm
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postsan annuakeportto assist the counties in meetithgir validation requirements of SB 36
here:www.courts.ca.gov/sb36.hitm

In compiling the data for these reports, the Judicial Council of Californiadaattames

created with data from the courts and two agencies in each county, as well as statewide data from
the California Department of Justice. The data used in this repaeis the time period

extending from October 1, 201 December 31, 2@2 unless othenge noted

The sources of data include:

91 Jail booking data:S h e r i f Edhared mfioriaticneon all individuals booked into
local county jail, including booking dates, charges, and releases.

1 Probation data: Probation departmensharedoretrial assessemt information, including
assessment dates and scores.

1 Court case data Superior courtsharedcourt case information, including pretrial
disposition dates and the issuance of warrants for failures to appear for those with felony
or misdemeanor criminailihgs.

1 California Department of Justice (CA DOJ) data: The California Department of
Justice provided arrest and disposition data, includinggbabunty filings, for booked
individuals.

Shared dat&rom each source were standardized and linked to clleg&amedor analysis to

produce each table or figure in the report. In most counties, local justice agencies keep separate
data systems, but not all data could be matched across agencies. For tables that present outcomes
during the pretrial period, it&s necessary for the full pretrial period to be observed. Thus, the

only bookings included were those for which the individual was released pretrial and a final
dispositionwasassociated with the bookirg.

IMPACT OF COVID-19 PANDEMIC

During much ofthe period covered by this repo@aliforniaexperienced the COVH29 global
pandemic. On March 4, 2020, as part of growing statewide efforts in response to-€I9yID

4 The Superior Court®f Modoc, Sierra, and Tula@ountiesare unable to provide data dictionary compliant
extracts to thdudicialCouncil for this analysibecause dimitations in the case management systems and/or data
collection capabilities of one or more justice partners. To address this challengeiimddatting requirements,
these counties opted to report data throligh Budget Act of 202Data Aggregate Reporting Forifhe Budget

Act of 2021offers ongoing funding forah f Ca |l i f opretnidl releaspoograni addseporting is based on
aggregatelevel, summary data, focusing on demographic, booking, and release information from the courts and
their pretrial partnersn addition,the Pretrial Pilot Prograndata collection processe$the Superior Courtef

Nevada and Yub&ountiesare adively being modified to align with the Judicial Couricstandardized structure of
reportingthe Retrial Pilot Program dataand some months in the data may not have been captured for this report.
To find the time period of reported and analyzed datéhfese counties, please refer to Appendix B, Table B1.

5 A new standardized data reporting structure for pretrial data was implemented by the Judicial Council in 2021. All
known instances of processing errors or anomalies associated with the new repoitinge are noted and are
actively being addressed.


https://www.courts.ca.gov/sb36.htm
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Governor Gavin Newsom declared a state of emergency to protect public health and safety in
anticipation of a broader outbreak of the virus. This announcement supplemented and formalized
many efforts by the California Department of Public Health, California Health and Human
Services Agency, Governor o0s Of fageneesand Emer gen
departments to mitigate this public health crisis. On March 19, 2020, orders from the Governor

and the California Department of Public Health directed all California residents to stay home

except when performing essential jobs or shoppingdoessities.

On March 27, 2020, the Governor issued an order giving the Judicial Council of California and
the Chief Justice authority to take necessary action to respond to the health and safety crisis
resulting from the COVIEL9 pandemic, including by agting emergency rules that otherwise
would be inconsistent with statutes concerning civil or criminal practice or procedure. The
Governoros order also suspended statutes to t
emergency rules. Under thisder, the Judicial Council adopted various emergency measures to
support courts in providing essential services and helping to safely reduce jail populations.
Several of these measures, along with local policies adopted by individual courts in response to
the crisis, havaffectedthe population eligible for participation in the Pretrial Pilot Program.

Such measures include extending the period for holding arraignments and, most significant,
adoptinga statewide emergency bail schedule.

On April 6,2020, the Judicial Council approved 11 temporary emergency rules, including the
adoption of a statewide emergency bail schedule that set presumptive bail at $0 for most
misdemeanors and lowével felonies, with specified exceptions, but did not changeoathe
traditional bail procedures or the ability of a court to exercise discretion related to the setting of
bail. The emergency rule was intended to promulgate uniformity in release and detention of
arrestees throughout the state and to safely rediigopulations and protect justice system
personnel and public health.

The Judicial Council repealed the rule effective June 20,,202Dencouraged courts to adopt

local emergency bail schedules with $0 bail or significantly reduced bail levels faincert
misdemeanorandlowevel felony offenses to meet their
conditions.

Toreduce the spread of COVADD, approximately half of the 17 counties participating in the

pilot program adopted local emergency bail schedules r&sult of local criminal justice

system policies and the emergency bail schedule, pilot courts observed significant reductions in
booking rates and jail populations during this time. Under these temporary emergency policies,
many individuals who would berwise have been eligible for program participation were cited
and released in the field or released on $0 bail upon bgokitigout undergoing a risk

assessment. Crime and arrest patterns were also likely affected by O\&MI subsequent

local shelte-in-place orders. Finally, criminal case dispositions slowed during this time period
and as noted, several of the tables in this report use only bookings with final dispositions.
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Therefore, the population of program participants shown in this repaatyidikely to differ
from what would have been observed without the pandemic, with reduced numbers and potential
changes in the composition of offenses booked in terms of type and severity.

SB 36 JUDICIAL COUNCIL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

This report fulfillsthe legislative mandate o0B36. SB 36 added chapter 1Rretrial Risk

Assessment Tool Validatigcommencing witrsection 1320.35) ttitle 10 ofpart 2 of the Penal
Code, relating to pretrial rel eas eublisiiondser SB
internet website a report with data related to outcomes and potential biases in pretriabrelease.
Under Penal Code section 1320.35(fg teporimust at a minimum, include:

(1) The following information on each county pretrial releasemm®

(A) The name of the pretrial risk assessment tool that is used to inform release
decisions by the court.

(B) The release conditions framework used in the county.

(C) Whether a pretrial services agency is conducting interviews as part of the
risk assessment.

(2) The following information by superior court in large and medium courts and
otherwise aggregated by superior court size:

(A) Rates of release granted prearraignment and rates of release granted
pretrial, aggregated by gender, race bniglity, ZIP Code of residenéyand
offense type.

(B) The percent of released individuals who make their required court
appearances, aggregated by offense type and whether they were released on
bail or pursuant to a risk assessment. For those releaseputo a risk
assessment, this information shall be aggregated by risk level.

(C) The percent of released individuals who are not charged with a new
offense during the pretrial stage, aggregated by offense type and whether they
were released on bail ougsuant to a risk assessment. For those released
pursuant to a risk assessment, this information shall be aggregated by risk
level.

6 Data from some pretrial pilot counties were aggreghgediuse osmall sample sizes. Reported in the aggregate

under AMedium/ small o6 pil ot -Sdeurrtas a&Rreg@ oKitregls ,i nNa fhae, aagmgd

pilot courts are Calaveras, Modoc, Tuolumne, and Yuba.

" Data aggregated mip codeof residency e not reportethecause athe high share of missing values and small
cell sizes. Overall{6 percent of cases were missizig codeof residency, and most of the nonmissaig codes
contain fewer than 30 individuals. Reporting cells with counts of féwesr 30 violates the privacy policy adopted
in this report (see Appendix A, Data Reporting Policy).
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(D) The number of assessed individuals by age, ZIP Code of residency,
gender, and race or ethnicity.

(E) The number of assesd individuals by risk level, ZIP Code of residency,
booking charge level, and release decision.

(F) The number and percentage of assessed individuals who receive pretrial
supervision by level of supervision.

(G) The number and percentage of assessedidudils, by supervision level,
who fail to appear in court as required, are arrested for a new offense during
the pretrial period, or have pretrial release revoked.

(3) The following information on each risk assessment tool:

(A) The percent of released imtiuals who attend all of their required court
appearances and are not charged with a new offense during the pretrial stage,
aggregated by risk level.

(B) Risk levels aggregated by race or ethnicity, gender, offense type, ZIP
Code of residency, and releagr detention decision.

(C) The predictive accuracy of the tool by gender, race or ethnicity, and
offense typé.

(D) The proportion of cases in which the release or detention recommendation
derived from the risk assessment is different than the releastemtion
decision imposed by the judicial officer.

(Pen. Code, § 1320.35(%)i (3).)

8Throughout this report, fdApredictive accuracyo is demor
complete analysis of the predictive aamy of each tool, see the validation reports produced by the Judicial Council
underSB 36 www.courts.ca.gov/sb36.htm



https://www.courts.ca.gov/sb36.htm
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JAIL BOOKINGS AND RELEASES: RELEASE RATE BY OFFENSE TYPE,
GENDER, AND RACE AND ETHNICITY

The release rate tables presented bg@awide an overarching view gdil bookings and
releasesCare should be taken drawing generalizations frothesedata becausthe data are
based on jail bookings fro@ctober 12019 to DecembeB1, 202.° For asignificant portiornof
thatperiod emergency policiegere in placen jails, pretrial services agencies, and courts
because othe COVID-19 pandemic®

Thefollowing tables onrelease rate by offense type (Tadle, 1b,and1c), gender (Table2a,
2b, and2c), and race and ethnicity (Tabl8a, 3b, 3c, and 39 are based on bookings for new
arrests! If therewere multiple charges at bookinne most serious charge is selected as the
index chargé? (N=1,066,91)

9 Not all pilots were operationah Octoberl, 2019 For program start dates by courgge Appendix BTable B3.

10 Emergency rule 4 of the California Rules of Court, adopted by the Judicial Council, provided for a statewide
emergency bail schedule that authorized the release on zero bail for perssiesl dor most misdemeanors and
lower-level felony offenses. This rule was in place from April 19 to June 20, 2020; several courts continued to apply
local zero bail policies after this period. Pilot counties counted jail releasesEmergency Bail Gter 4 in a

number of different ways. Some pilot counties created a special release code for these zero baiDtbleapist

counties reported that they included zero bail releases with their citelaadeor in some other release category.

At least onepilot county did not distinguish these zero bail releases from money bail relEaseksidicial Council

was unable to confirm zero bail reporting conventionpsounty

11 Jail data were collected in each pilot site and cover the period from O{dh@r9, tdDecembeBl, 202. See
Appendix B, Table B1, for the range of booking dates by county.

2The severity of charges is determined usingdAeDOJoffense hierarchy rule
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TABLE 1a. Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings, by Offense Type (Misdemeanor)

All New Arrest

Bookings

(Misdemeanor)

County

Small

Counties

Small/Medium
Counties

Alameda

Sacramento

San Joaquin

San Mateo

Santa Barbara

Sonoma

Tulare

Ventura

Released Within 2 Court Days

POST-RESOLUTION

Charges
dropped
or case

Total dismissed

7,296

15,279

30,833
23,274
12,519
14,369
13,701
14,386
33,377

32,653

13%

8%

6%

6%

3%

23%

2%

7%

3%

0%

Bail
Convicted release

2% 7%
0% 5%
0% 8%
1% 12%
7% 5%
0% 14%
2% 7%
1%  30%
1% 2%
3% 6%

PRETRIAL
Zero Cite &
bail Release
release release
0% 38%
1% 51%
6% 60%
0% 57%
1% 0%
0% 31%
0% 70%
0% 35%
0% 20%
2% 72%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A).
as felonies or misdemeanors are not shown in this table. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release types. Releases to

pretrial supervision are included under own recognizance (OR)release. P r k

OR
release

23%

14%

2%

4%

53%

9%

3%

1%

1%

4%

UNKNOWN  TOTAL

Unclear

release

(post-
resolution  TOTAL:

Released After 2 Court Days

Bail

or pretrial) Released release

6% 88%

13% 93%

9% 91%

11% 90%

5% 75%
3% 81%
2% 87%
1% 85%
1% 29%
6% 93%

1%

0%

1%

0%

1%

2%

1%

1%

0%

1%

PRETRIAL
Zero Cite &
bail Release
release release
0% 2%
0% 0%
0% 1%
0% 1%
0% 1%
0% 0%
0% 1%
0% 1%
0% 0%

0%

0%

OR

release

1%

0%

2%

1%

3%

3%

2%

3%

0%

1%

Total bookings from Tables 1a, 1b, and 1c sum to 1,046,695. Charges not classified

éMkzk™«ki

Ws ®r s| A

+ ~

~a @

AN

-« @

denominator that include s all bookings (including commitment bookings and other book types that are ineligible for release). New arrest bookings coul
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TABLE 1b. Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings , by Offense Type (Felony)

Released Within 2 Court Days Released After 2 Court Days
Il
All New Arrest POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN  TOTAL PRETRIAL
Bookings (Felony)
Unclear
Charges release
dropped Zero Cite & (post- Zero Cite &

or case Bail bail Release OR resolution  TOTAL: Bail bail Release OR
County Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial) Released release release release release
Small
Counties 14,208 1% 3% 9% 0% 2% 6% 9% 30% 29% 0% 2% 2%
Small/Medi
C:jn{ie: MM 10,372 3% 1%  18% 0% 1% 4% 7%  53% 5% 0% 1% 3%
Alameda 26,692 12% 0% 17% 10% 8% 7% 4% 60% 7% 1% 1% 8%
Sacramento 34,680 2% 4% 25% 0% 3% 10% 4% 84% 1% 0% 0% 2%
San Joaquin 16,728 2% 6% 7% 1% 0% 21% 5% 43% 4% 0% 1% 8%
San Mateo 15,800 11% 0% 27% 0% 1% 6% 2% 47% 9% 0% 0% 7%
Santa Barbara 10,705 6% 1%  16% 1% 16% 7% 2% 48% 5% 1% 1% 9%
Sonoma 8,079 13% 0% 27% 0% 16% 11% 1% 68% 3% 0% 1% 7%
Tulare 10,367 2% 0% 4% 0% 12% 2% 2% 22% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Ventura 16,467 0% 1% 21% 2% 0% 9% 20% 55% 9% 0% 0% 6%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A) . Total bookings from Tables 1a, 1b, and 1c sum to 1,046,695. Charges not classified
as felonies or misdemeanors are not shown in these table s. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release types. Releases
to pretrial supervision are included under OR release. The éReleased Within 2 Court D™ - ¢ofal for Tulare County appears low because it is based on a denominator that

includes all bookings (including commitment bookings and other book types that are ineligible for release). New arrest bookings could not be identified because Tulare data

i~ | ~® s|gz ikysphag ®«§khl~-& éf~-~

10
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TABLE 1c. Release Ratesof All Bookings , by Offense Type (Los Angeles County)

Released Within 2 Court Days Released After 2 Court Days
All Bookings POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN  TOTAL PRETRIAL
Unclear
Charges release
dropped Zero Cite & (post- Zero Cite &
Arrest Charge or case Bail bail Release OR resolution  TOTAL: Bail bail Release OR
Level Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial) Released release release release release
Misdemeanor 368,012 4% 5% 3% 0% 58%  14% 3% 88% 0% 0% 2% 1%
Felony 298,672 8% 3%  15% 0% 12%  10% 5% 53% 5% 0% 1% 3%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A). Total bookings from Tables 1a, 1b, and 1c sumto 1,046,695. New arrest bookings
could not be separa ted out for Los Angeles County in this data set. All bookings in Los Angeles County are shown on this table , including commitment bookings and other
book types that are ineligi ble for release. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking data , and release types correspond to jail release types.

11
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TABLE 2a. Pretrial Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings , by Gender (Female)

Released Within 2 Court Days Released After 2 Court Days

All New Arrest

. POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN  TOTAL PRETRIAL
Bookings (Female)
Unclear

Charges release

dropped Zero Cite & (post- Zero Cite &

or case Bail bail Release OR  resolution  TOTAL: Bail bail Release OR
County Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial) Released release release release release
Small
Counties 3,772 8% 2% 11% 1% 26% 19% 10% T7% 3% 0% 2% 2%
Small/Medi
C:jn{ie: MM 4695 5% 1% 14% 0%  31%  13% 7% 81% 2% 0% 0% 1%
Alameda 13,586 9% 0% 15% 8% 35% 5% 9% 81% 3% 1% 1% 5%
Sacramento 13,142 3% 1% 23% 0% 29% 7% 28% 91% 1% 0% 1% 1%
San Joaquin 10,185 18% 4% 9% 1% 1% 34% 5% 73% 1% 0% 1% 4%
San Mateo 5,386 18% 0% 27% 0% 14% 8% 3% 1% 6% 0% 0% 5%
Santa Barbara 5,022 5% 2%  15% 0% 48% 5% 2% 78% 2% 0% 1% 5%
Sonoma 5,681 10% 2%  31% 0% 29% 9% 1% 81% 2% 0% 1% 5%
Tulare 9,273 3% 1% 3% 0% 20% 1% 1% 29% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Ventura 11,339 0% 2% 14% 2% 49% 6% 11% 84% 3% 0% 0% 2%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A). Total bookings from Tables 2a, 2b, and 2c sum to 1,079,452. Individuals not
classified as female or male are not shown in th is table. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release types. Releases to
pretrial supervision are included under OR release. The éReleased Within 2 Court D™ - ¢ofal for Tulare County appears low because it is based on a denominator that includes
all bookings (inc luding commitment bookings and other book types that are  ineligible for release). New arrest bookings could not be identified because Tulare data do not
s|lgz ik """z k« p~2 éf~~ys|q ® 8§kie

12
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TABLE 2b . Pretrial Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings , by Gender (Male)

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A)

All New Arrest
Bookings (Male)

County

Small

Counties

Small/Medium

Count

Alame

ies

da

Sacramento

San Joaquin

San M

Santa Barbara

ateo

Sonoma

Tulare

Ventura

Released Within 2 Court Days

POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN
Unclear

Charges release
dropped Zero Cite & (post-
or case Bail bail Release OR resolution

Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial)

18,779

15,513

54,809
44,866
40,463
24,943
19,623
21,109
34,474

37,882

4% 3% 7% 0% 12% 10% 7%
4% 1% 10% 0% 31% 12% 16%
8% 0% 11% 7% 32% 5% 6%
4% 3% 19% 0% 23% 7% 29%
14% 5% 7% 1% 1% 27% 7%
17% 0% 19% 0% 15% 8% 3%
3% 2% 10% 0% 46% 4% 2%
7% 2%  25% 0% 28% 11% 1%
3% 1% 2% 0% 18% 1% 2%
0% 2% 10% 2% 48% 6% 10%

TOTAL

TOTAL:

Released After 2 Court Days

Bail

Released release

44%

75%

68%

85%

63%

62%

68%

73%

27%

79%

22%

2%

4%

1%

2%

6%

3%

2%

0%

4%

PRETRIAL
Zero Cite &
bail Release
release release
0% 2%
0% 0%
1% 1%
0% 1%
0% 1%
0% 0%
0% 1%
0% 1%
0% 0%

0%

0%

OR
release

2%

1%

6%
1%
4%
5%
5%
5%
0%

3%

. Total bookings from Tables 2a, 2b, and 2c sum to 1,079,452. Individuals not

classified as female or male are not shown in this table. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release types. Releases to

pretrial supervision are included under OR release. The éReleased Within 2 Court D" -
all bookings (including commitment bookings and other book types that are

s| gz~ T hz Tk«

k

p~a

gf~~ys|q ® 8§kl é
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total for Tulare County appears low because it is based on a denominator that includes

are data do not



SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 2c. Pretrial Release Ratesof All Bookings , by Gender (Los Angeles County)

Released Within 2 Court Days Released After 2 Court Days
All Bookings POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN  TOTAL PRETRIAL
Unclear
Charges release
dropped Zero Cite & (post- Zero Cite &

or case Bail bail Release OR resolutionor  TOTAL: Bail bail Release OR

Gender Total dismissed Convicted release release release release pretrial) Released release release release release

Female 137,605 6% 3% 9% 0% 42% 13% 5% 79% 2% 0% 2% 2%

Male 547,305 5% 4% 8% 0% 37% 12% 4% 70% 2% 0% 2% 2%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A). Tables 2a, 2b, and 2c sum to 1,079,452. New arrest bookings could not be
separated out for Los Angeles in this data set. All bookings in Los Angeles are shown on this table, including commitment bookings and other book types that are ineligible for
release. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking data , and release types correspond to jail release types.
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 3a. Pretrial Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings , by Race and Ethnicity (Black Defendants)

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under

All New Arrest

Released Within 2 Court Days

Bookings (Black POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN
Defendants)

Unclear

Charges release

dropped Zero Cite & (post-

or case Bail bail Release OR resolution

County Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial)

2:3! e 4,175 2% 0% 8% 0% 1% 4% 3%
Small/Medi

cr;jn{iese UM 1160 1% 1% 12% 0% 31% 6% 16%

Alameda 25,385 11% 0% 12% 7% 23% 6% 5%

Sacramento 19,313 4% 3% 21% 0% 18% 8% 31%

San Joaquin 11,488 16% 5% 7% 2% 1% 24% 7%

San Mateo 5,564 15% 0%  16% 0% 9% 9% 3%

Sonoma 2,038 8% 2%  19% 0% 26% 8% 1%

Tulare 2411 5% 0% 3% 0% 19% 4% 2%

Ventura 2,589 0% 3% 12% 2% 40% 6% 10%

TOTAL

TOTAL:
Released

18%

68%

63%
84%
61%
51%
65%
34%

73%

Released After 2 Court Days

Bail
release

74%

4%

5%

1%

2%

6%

3%

1%

5%

PRETRIAL
Zero Cite &
bail Release
release release
0% 0%
0% 0%
1% 1%
0% 1%
0% 1%
0% 0%
0% 2%
0% 0%

0%

1%

OR
release

1%

0%

8%

1%

4%

6%

6%

2%

4%

Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A) . Total bookings from Tables 3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d sum to 1,055,798. Individuals not

classified as Black, White, or Hispanic are not shown in this table. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release types.

Releases to pretrial supervision are included under OR release. " ® ®r k ®s{k ~p 8§ fzsg" "®s~| |
gr"®kqg-~2-

6B®ekt O®| ythistable. s |
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 3b . Pretrial Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings , by Race and Ethnicity (Hispanic Defendants)

Released Within 2 Court Days Released After 2 Court Days
All New Arrest
Bookings (Hispanic POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN  TOTAL PRETRIAL
Defendants)
Unclear
Charges release
dropped Zero Cite & (post- Zero Cite &

or case Bail bail Release OR resolution  TOTAL: Bail bail Release OR
County Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial) Released release release release release
Small
Counties 3,478 7% 2% 9% 0% 15% 16% 15% 64% 3% 0% 2% 2%
Small/Medi
C?jn{iese MM 5534 3% 0% 1% 0% 39% 6% 19%  78% 2% 0% 0% 1%
Alameda 21,272 7% 0% 11% 7% 39% 4% 6% 74% 4% 1% 1% 5%
Sacramento 13,491 3% 2% 21% 0% 30% 6% 26% 88% 1% 0% 1% 1%
San Joaquin 20,538 15% 5% 7% 1% 1% 32% 6% 67% 2% 0% 1% 4%
San Mateo 12,496 16% 0%  23% 0% 19% 8% 3% 68% 6% 0% 0% 4%
Santa Barbara 13,169 4% 2%  12% 0% 43% 5% 2% 68% 3% 0% 1% 5%
Sonoma 9,222 8% 1%  29% 0% 27%  12% 1% 78% 2% 0% 1% 4%
Tulare 35,781 4% 1% 3% 0% 21% 3% 2% 34% 0% 0% 0% 1%
Ventura 27,693 0% 2% 11% 2% 46% 6% 11% 79% 4% 0% 0% 3%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A) . Total bookings from Tables 3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d sum to 1,055,798. Individuals not
classified as Black, White, or Hispanic are not shown in this table. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release types.
Releases to pretrial supervision are included under OR release. The éReleased Within 2 Court D - ¢otal for Tulare County appears low because it is based on a denominator
that includes all bookings (inc luding commitment bookings and other book types that are  ineligible for release). New arrest bookings could not be identified because Tulare

i "®" i~ | ~® s|gz ik """z k« p~2 éf~~ys|g ® 8§kieé
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 3c. Pretrial Release Ratesof New Arrest Bookings , by Race and Ethnicity (White Defendants)

Released Within 2 Court Days Released After 2 Court Days
All New Arrest
Bookings (White POST-RESOLUTION PRETRIAL UNKNOWN  TOTAL PRETRIAL
Defendants)
Unclear
Charges release
dropped Zero Cite & (post- Zero Cite &

or case Bail bail Release OR resolution  TOTAL: Bail bail Release OR
County Total dismissed Convicted release release release release or pretrial) Released release release release release
Small
Counties 13,628 5% 4% 7% 0% 19% 12% 7% 54% 7% 0% 2% 2%
Small/Medi
C?jn{iese MM 8056 5% 1% 13% 0%  19%  23% 14%  76% 2% 0% 0% 1%
Alameda 14,524 7% 0% 10% 7% 38% 4% 7% 73% 3% 1% 1% 6%
Sacramento 20,297 4% 2% 16% 0% 27% 7% 30% 87% 1% 0% 1% 1%
San Joaquin 14,541 14% 6% 7% 1% 2% 27% 7% 64% 2% 0% 1% 4%
San Mateo 8,093 20% 0%  18% 0% 14% 8% 3% 63% 5% 0% 0% 5%
Santa Barbara 9,345 3% 2% 9% 0% 52% 4% 2% 73% 2% 0% 1% 5%
Sonoma 14,321 8% 2%  25% 0% 28%  10% 1% 74% 2% 0% 1% 5%
Tulare 13,680 4% 1% 3% 0% 23% 3% 2% 36% 0% 0% 0% 1%
Ventura 17,505 0% 2% 11% 2% 53% 5% 10% 83% 3% 0% 0% 2%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(A) . Total bookings from Tables 3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d sum to 1,055,758. Individuals not
classified as Black, White, or Hispanic are not shown in this table. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking dat a, and release types correspond to jail release
types. Releases to pretrial supervision are included under OR release. The éReleased Within 2 Court D* - ¢otal for Tulare County appears low because it is based on a
denominator that includes all bookings (including commitment bookings and other book types that are ineligible for release). New arrest bookings could not be identified
fkgr «k P z~ak ir"®N i~ | ~® & kel k "~ "z k« p~2 éf~~ys|
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 3d. Pretrial Release Ratesof All Bookings , by Race and Ethnicity (Los Angeles County)

Convicted

3%

3%

All Bookings POST-RESOLUTION
Charges
dropped or case
Race Total dismissed
Asian 6,045 6%
Black 154,663 6%
Hispanic 383,474 6%

Other/Unknown 24,843

White 115,986

6%

5%

4%

3%

4%

Released Within 2 Court Days

PRETRIAL
Cite &
Bail Zero bail Release
release  release release
17% 0% 46%
10% 0% 30%
8% 0% 40%
16% 0% 29%
8% 0% 43%

OR
release

7%

14%

11%

17%

11%

UNKNOWN

Unclear release
(post-resolution or
pretrial)

2%
5%
4%
6%

3%

TOTAL

TOTAL:

Released

80%

67%

73%

76%

73%

Note: Tables 3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d sum to 1,055,758. New arrest bookings could not be separated out for Los Angeles in this data

this table, including commitment bookings and other book types that are
correspond to jail release types . The éReleased Within 2 Court D -

(including commitment bookings and other book types that are

p._a

éf ~~ys| q ®-8§kieé

ineligible for release). New arrest bookings could not be identif
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Released After 2 Court Days

PRETRIAL
Cite &
Bail Zero bail Release OR
release  release release release
2% 0% 2% 2%
3% 0% 1% 2%
2% 0% 2% 2%
3% 0% 1% 2%
2% 0% 2% 2%

set. All bookings in Los Angeles are shown on

ineligible for release. These data are drawn exclusively from jail booking data , and release types
total for Tulare County appears low because it is based on a denominator that includes all bookings

ied because Tulare data do not include values



SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

PRETRIAL OUTCOMES: PRETRIAL OUTCOMES BY OFFENSE TYPE AND

RELEASE UNDER RISK ASSESSMENT OR BAIL RELEASE

Tables4 and 5are derived from goined data view containing jaibretrial riskassessmentourt,

and CA DOJ dat@\=109,107). The dataset islimited to bookings thatad a bail release

(i ndi cat,edds Oa,sBafi Bfald k n gavthat e aohbaib® pretrialreleasewith

an associated pretrial risk assessnfentn di cat ed a9 Mildawero$S$ dioHeegsh e r
Score® )The datasetis also limitedko bookings with a completed pretrial peridiat is, the

matter was resolved during the ogfing period Theflower,0 mitldle,6 andfihigheid scores are

groupings specified by thésk assessmemvol maker for each risk todt.Zeroba i | (A$0 Bail
indicates a releasenderemergencyrule 4of the California Rules of Cou¢$0 bail schedule or

local continuations of zero bathedules iUn k n o awn 0 A hangesringlude infractions,

wobblers or missing data.

B For counties that did not create specific release type codes for $6léades or categorize $0 bail releases with
other bail releases, $0 bail releases may be included for scored individuals.

Y For score ranges for each tool corresponding to each category, see Appendix B, Table B2, Risk Level Derivation,
by Tool. Scores are aggregated for presentation purposes only; lower, middle, and higher scores may not be
categories used by local jurisdiatis
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 4. Court Appearance Rate, by Offense Type

County Lower Scores Middle Scores Higher Scores Bail Bond Zero Bail Other Unknown
Small Counties

Felony 91 % 83 % <30 <30 — —
Misdemeanor < 30 <30 <30 — — —

Small/Medium Counties

Felony 98 % 86 % 80 % 71 % — —
Misdemeanor < 30 89 % 73 % <30 — —
Alameda

Felony 75 % 60 % 47 % 78 % 52 % —
Misdemeanor 80 % 59 % 55% 74 % 55% —
Los Angeles

Felony 85 % 73 % 62 % 90 % — —
Misdemeanor 93 % 80 % 62 % 89 % — —
Sacramento

Felony 88 % 82 % 70 % 86 % — —
Misdemeanor 82 % 74 % 63 % 77 % — —

San Joaquin

Felony 90 % 80 % 58 % 75 % < 30 —
Misdemeanor 90 % 77 % 55% 82 % — —
San Mateo

Felony 79 % 56 % 56 % 65 % — —
Misdemeanor 57 % 52 % 51 % 62 % — —

Santa Barbara

Felony 94 % 76 % 61 % 74 % 56 % <30
Misdemeanor 90 % 73% 7% 82 % <30 —
Sonoema

Felony 79 % 67 % 49 % 67 % — —
Misdemeanor 81 % 70 % 50 % 75 % — —
Tulare

Felony 61 % <30 <30 <30 — —
Misdemeanor 79 % 65 % 72 % 61 % —_ —
Ventura

Felony 82 % 66 % 48 % 67 % 52 % —
Misdemeanor 75 % 70 % 48 % 9% <30 —

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(B) . Entriesof & A & %
indicate that the rate was not reported due to small sample size . For counties using the PSA, Lower, Middle , and
Higher scores correspond to scores on the PSAFailure to App ear (FTA) Scale.
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TABLE5. No New Charge Rate, by Offense Type

County Lower Scores Middle Scores Higher Scores Bail Bond Zero Bail Other_Unknown
Small Counties

Felony 88 % 65 % <30 <30 — —
Misdemeanor < 30 <30 <30 — — —

Small/Medium Counties

Felony 95 % 79 % 72 % 68 % — —
Misdemeanor < 30 78 % 65 % <30 — —
Alameda

Felony 82 % 69 % 63 % 77 % 56 % —
Misdemeanor 85 % 62 % 69 % 74 % 59 % —

Los Angeles

Felony 84 % 67 % 58 % 82 % - —
Misdemeanor 91 % 68 % 49 % 84 % — —
Sacramento

Felony 86 % 81% 74 % 78 % — —
Misdemeanor 68 % 63 % 55% 65 % — —

San Joaquin

Felony 89 % 82 % 61% 80 % <30 —
Misdemeanor 90 % 69 % 51% 80 % — —
San Mateo

Felony 86 % 66 % 59 % 72 % — —
Misdemeanor 70 % 52 % 38% 71 % — —

Santa Barbara

Felony 92 % 78 % 77 % 70 % 53 % <30
Misdemeanor 85 % 69 % 64 % 76 % <30 —
Sonoma

Felony 95 % 92 % 94 % 96 % — —
Misdemeanor 96 % 94 % 94 % 92 % — —
Tulare

Felony <30 81% < 30 <30 — —
Misdemeanor 88 % 71 % 50 % 88 % — —
Ventura

Felony 92 % 80 % 62 % 76 % 52 % —
Misdemeanor 88 % 82 % 43 % 85 % <30 —_

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(C) . Entries of & 30&
indicate that the rate was not reported due to small sample size. For counties using the PSA, Lower, Middle , and
Higher scores correspond to scores on the PSANew Criminal Activity ( NCA) Scale
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

ASSESSMENTS

PRETRIAL ASSESSMENTS BY AGE, GENDER, RACE AND ETHNICITY, RELEASE
DECISION, AND RISK LEVEL

Tables 6 througB present data fromjained view of probation and shefffdepartmentata
encompassingll risk assessments conduci@#=401,993, regardless of any actiotisat
followed the assessment

TABLE 6. Number of Scored Individual s, by Age

County 18-25 26-35 36-45 46-55 56+ Other_Unknown Total
Small Counties 65 230 223 124 92 100 834
Small/Medium Counties 407 1,852 1,328 635 255 2,146 6,623
Alameda 2,181 5,935 4,721 2411 1,698 2 16,948
Los Angeles 35,555 108,279 71,997 32,610 21,011 298 269,750
Sacramento 4,714 16,078 13,708 6,407 3911 1,175 45,993
San Joaquin 1,310 2,798 2,251 1,005 583 3,874 11,821
San Mateo 1,256 3,877 3,159 1,537 1,094 69 10,992
Santa Barbara 915 2,762 2,061 959 695 2277 9,669
Sonoma 824 2,899 2,568 1,340 927 270 8,828
Tulare 1,101 3,026 2,711 1,311 754 1,813 10,716
Ventura 1,305 3,398 2,634 1256 854 372 9,819
Total 49,633 151,134 107,361 49,595 31,874 12,396 401,993

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(D) .
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

TABLE 7. Number of Scored Individual s, by Gender

County

Small Counties

Small/Medium Counties

Alameda

Los Angeles
Sacramento
San Joaquin
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Sonoma
Tulare
Ventura

Total

Female
160
872

3,183
49,454
8,329
1,620
1,827
1,291
1,435
1,617

1,933

Male Other/Unknown Total

573

3,639

13,762

219,952

36,479

6,326
9,096
6,100
7,123
6,038

7,517

71,721 316,605

101 834
2,112 6,623
3 16,948
344 269,750
1,185 45,993
3,875 11,821
69 10,992
2,278 9,669
270 8,828
3,061 10,716
369 9,819

13,667 401,993

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(D).

TABLE 8. Number of Scored Individuals, by Race/Ethnicity

County
Alameda

Los Angeles
Sacramento
San Joaquin
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Small Counties
Small/Medium Counties
Sonoma
Tulare

Ventura

Total

Asian
1,310
2,604
2,521
519
1,000
26
111
131
107

150

Black Hispanic
7,547 4,744
64,232 150,514
16,426 9,287
1,749 3,401
2,141 4,554
— 4,561

16 85
385 1,553
746 3,144
450 5,953
593 5,684

White
3,078
41,847
15,875
2,046
2,771
2,210
561
1,670
4,326
2,170

2,888

8,479 94,285 193,480 79,442

Other/Unknown Total

269 16,948

10,553 269,750

1,884 45,993

4106 11,821

526 10,992

2,898 9,669

146 834

2,904 6,623

481 8,828

2,036 10,716

504 9,819

26,307 401,993

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(D).

At the time of

publication ,& * z Mqg|yi & & "irdisidulin Santa Barbara were counted in the aggregated category

é B ® fUkkhown .&
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TABLE 9. Number of Scored Individuals, by Risk Level

County Lower Scores Middle Scores Higher Scores Other_Unknown Total
Small Counties 162 457 215 NA 834
Small/Medium Counties 807 2,038 3,778 NA 6,623
Alameda 7,081 5,951 3,916 NA 16,948
Los Angeles 103,268 95,586 70,896 NA 269,750
Sacramento 9,671 25,268 11,054 NA 45,993
San Joaquin 3,176 4,183 4,462 NA 11,821
San Mateo 3403 4,518 3,071 NA 10,992
Santa Barbara 2,939 3,448 3,277 5 9,669
Sonoma 1,874 3,951 3,003 NA 8,828
Tulare 3,066 4,148 3,502 NA 10,716
Ventura 2,073 3,903 3,843 NA 9,819
Total 137,520 153,451 111,017 5 401,993

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(E). For counties using the
PSA, score groupings were based on NCA score.

Table 10 presengsdicial release decisiorier scoredndividualswith a known judicial
decision These data amrawn fromprobation department recor(f$= 401,993 for
prearraignment release decisions and.3&243for arraignment release decisiphs

Not everyindividual who isscoredprogresses to consideration for program release by a judicial

officer. Even after beingcored many individuals may postb (including $0 bail in response to
theemergency policies of tHéOVID-19 pandemic during a large portion of the reporting

period) ormay bereleased because their chargesdaoppedor their case is dismissed

Individualswho werescoredandwere already released before a judicial officer could make a

decisionor wereineligible for releaséby a judicial officera r e ma rinkeligidleoa d nfdi vi dual
for whom thgudicial officer decision was n@pecifiedin the dataare marked as

fiOtherJnknowno Although a judicial officer may derg defendant a pretrial release, that

individualiis not precluded frorsecuringreleasahrough bailafter the judicial deniadf release.

15 Los Angele<Countyis only included on the table of prearraignment release decisioasAngelesmplemened

a unique twestep assessment process: In the first step, all eligible defeadastsred prearraignment using the
PSA (except those who bail outh the second step, the cougesthe Criminal Court Assessment TodZ{CAT),
developed byhe Center of€ourt Innovationto assess a significant portion (approximately 20 percent) of those
detained until arraignment. The data in this report are limited to PSA scores and releases in the prearraignment
period. Prearraignment releases in Los Ang€lesntywere granted without supervision.
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TABLE 10. Number of Scored Individuals, by Judicial Release Decision

Release Decision Prearraignment

County Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible
Small Counties 51 24 35
Small/Medium Counties 4,610 258 —
Alameda 2,546 1,843 1,924
Los Angeles 103,096 6,561 101,844
Sacramento 148 286 —
San Joaquin 8,862 970 829
San Mateo 840 601 —
Santa Barbara — 6 —
Sonoma 2,468 1,072 5,287
Tulare — — _
Ventura 7,308 451 615
Total 129,929 12,072 110,534
Release Decision Arraignment
County Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible
Small Counties 20 50 41
Small/Medium Counties 2,765 864 —
Alameda 401 1,203 —
Sacramento 21,859 6,051 667
San Joaquin 3,337 2,191 —
San Mateo 3,389 1,345 —
Santa Barbara — — 230
Sonoma — 2,996 —
Tulare 3,723 3,310 1,909
Ventura 2,972 1,510 855
Total 38,466 19,520 3,702

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(E).

Mk z k " «k & by & judicial efficer om their ©wnz Recognkzance or pretrial monitoring.

6-k| ski

already released before a judicial officer could make a decision or who were
éB®r k2UQ|y]| ~ul| &

sl gz ik«

Other/Unknown
724
1,755
10,635
58,249
45,559
1,160
9,551
9,663

1
10,716
1,445

149,458

Other/Unknown
723
2,994
15,344
17,416
6,293
6,258
9,439
5832
1,774
4,482

70,555

Total
834
6,623
16,948
269,750
45,993
11,821
10,992
9,669
8,828
10,716
9,819

401,993

Total
834
6,623
16,948
45,993
11,821
10,992
9,669
8,828
10,716
9,819

132,243

6527 | ®ki

Ja..qu{

J 2 ~ g dintlgdesMrdizidudls«wkhé were denied pretrial release by a judicial officer , but who may
have secured release on bail after the judicial decision was made .€ 7 | k z s g s f zZnkdi@duas| whaweie k «

s|lgz ik« s|is si "Nz«

may include individuals who were granted release, denied release, or ineligible.
available data from the respective county.
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

PRETRIAL ASSESSMENTS BY BOOKING OFFENSE TYPE

Data for moking offense typarenotincludedin the assessment data. As a result, Table 11
includes only those assessmehtst havea matching booking recoffdom jail bookingrecords
Offense types classified &mnfraction® (N=424)andAUnknowrd or fiOthero are not shown
(N=22,140).

TABLE 11. Number of Scored Individuals, by Offense Type

County Felony Misdemeanor Total
Small Counties 654 232 886
Small/Medium Counties 3,164 559 3,723
Alameda 12,384 4,758 17,142
Los Angeles 163,803 105,691 269,494
Sacramento 25,259 9,783 35,042
San Joaquin 6,447 1,669 8,116
San Mateo 7,333 3,749 11,082
Santa Barbara 5334 1,782 7,116
Sonoma 4,891 5716 10,607
Tulare 3,044 4,793 7,837
Ventura 7,962 1622 9,584
Total 240,275 140,354 380,629

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(E).
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SUPERVISION

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SCORED INDIVIDUALS BY LEVEL OF SUPERVISION

Tables 12 and 13 almsed on data containing only thasfendants who wesecoredand
placed on supervisiorfN=17,870).

TABLE 12. Number of Scored Individuals, by Level of Supervision

County Lowest Levels Medium Levels Highest Levels Other Total
Small Counties 28 13 24 6 71
Small/Medium Counties 45 66 24 806 941
Alameda 212 487 383 886 1,968
Sacramento 1,484 2,283 622 3 4,392
San Joaquin 227 894 1438 169 2,728
San Mateo 387 280 394 356 1,417
Sonoma 474 958 1,564 0 2,99
Tulare 837 472 967 25 2,301
Ventura 0 0 0 1,056 1,056
Total 3,694 5,453 5,416 3,307 17,870

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(F b iOthér " includes
supervised individuals for whom a supervision level was not provided . For counties that use discrete supervision
levels, all supervision levels were collapsed into " Lowest Levels," "Medium Levels," and "Highe st Levels" of
supervision . The requirements for each of these supervision levels varies widely across counties , and sometimes
within counties over the data collection period . Any individual monitor ed under Global Positioning Syste m (GPS
devices or other electronic mechanism was counted under éHighest Levelséof supervision. Ventura County did
not submit data on discrete levels of supervision. Los Angeles County is not included in this table because
prearraignment release s were granted without sup ervision conditions. The supervision level is shown only for
individuals for whom the r elease decision indicated a release to supervision . Santa Barbara County is not included
in this table because they did not provide data indicating releases to pretrial monitoring at arraign ment.
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TABLE 13 . Percentage of Scored Individuals, by Level of Supervision

County Lowest Levels Medium Levels Highest Levels
Small Counties 39% 18% 34%
Small/Medium Counties 5% 7% 3%
Alameda 11% 25% 19%
Sacramento 34% 52% 14%
San Joaquin 8% 33% 53%
San Mateo 27% 20% 28%
Sonoma 16% 32% 52%
Tulare 36% 21% 42%
Ventura 0 0 0
Total 21% 31% 30%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(F). Percentage s were not

calculated for cells with an underlying count of fewer than 30.é B®r k2 0 s| gz i k« « 8k?& s«ki s|is
supervision level was not provided. For counties that use discrete supervision levels, all supervision levels were

collapsed into "Lowest Levels," "Medium Levels," and " Highest Levels" of supervision. The requirements for each

of these supervision levels varies widely across counties, and sometimes within counties over the data collection

period . Any individual monitored under Global Positioning System ( GPS) devices or other electronic mechanism

HA« g~ | ®ki ~“|]ika @&6sqgr k«® >Chuntk dicnét submpit data of Hidcrete levels-df T Vk| ® 2 2
supervision. Los Angeles County is not included in this table because p rearraignment release s were granted

without supervision conditions. The supervision level is shown only for individuals for whom the release decision

indicated a release to supervision . Santa Barbara County is not included in this table because they did not provide

data indicating releases to p retrial monitoring at arraignment.
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OUTCOMES FOR SCORED INDIVIDUALS BY LEVEL OF SUPERVISION

Tables 14and15 are derived from data containing only those defendants whoseeredand
placed on supervisiowith data that could be ached across jai§ssessment, coyand CA
DOJ datesets, anavhose cases have been resol\edq,373).

TABLE 14 . Number of FTAs and New Arrests, by Level of Supervision

County FTAs Mew Arrests Total County FTAs Mew Arrests Total
Small Counties San Mateo

Lowest Levels <30 <30 <30 Lowest Levels 100 163 289
Medium Levels <30 <30 <30 Medium Levels 88 146 221
Highest Levels <30 <30 <30 Highest Levels 124 194 320

Small/Medium Counties Santa Barbara

Lowest Levels < 30 < 30 < 30

Lowest Levels 33 61 230
Medium Levels <30 <30 <30 Medium Levels 74 109 236
Highest Levels <30 <30 <30 Highest Levels 129 308 782
Alameda Sonoma
Lowest Levels 51 72 109 Lowest Levels 88 99 346
Medium Levels 116 183 291 Medium Levels 206 259 695
Highest Levels 131 167 266 Highest Levels 347 418 1077
Sacramento Tulare
Lowest Levels 256 437 988 Lowest Levels 34 35 a1
Medium Levels 404 627 571 Medium Levels 11 12 35
Highest Levels 103 152 218 Highest Levels 22 34 80

San Joaquin

Lowest Levels 10 20 98
Medium Levels 76 95 438
Highest Levels 195 299 748

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(G).
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TABLE 15 . Percentage of FTAs, by Level of Supervision

County FTAs New Arrests County FTAs MNew Arrests Total
San Mateo
Small Counties
Lowest Levels 35% 56%
Lowest Levels — —
) Medium Levels 40% 66%
Medium Levels — —
Highest Levels 39% 61%

Highest Levels — —

Santa Barbara
Small/Medium Counties

L t Level Lowest Levels  14% 27%

owest Levels — o

Medium Levels Medium Levels 31% 46%

Highest Levels Highest Levels 16% 39%

Alameda Sonoma

Lowest Levels 47% 66% Lowest Levels 25% 29%

Medi Levels 40% 63% Medium Levels 30% 37%
edium Levels A 4

Highest Levels 49% 63% Highest Levels 32% 39%

Sacramento Tulare

Lowest Levels 26% 44% Lowest Levels 37% 38%

Medium Levels 42% 65% Medium Levels 31% 34%
edium Levels b 6

Highest Levels 47% 70% Highest Levels 28% 42%

San Joaquin

Lowest Levels  10% 20%
Medium Levels 17% 22%
Highest Levels 26% 40%

Note: This table satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(2)(G). Percentages were not
calculated for cells with an underlying count of fewer than  30.
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RISK ASSESSMENT TOOL-SPECIFIC FIGURES

PSA RISK ASSESSMENT TOOL INFORMATION

The PSA developed by Arnold Venturgsroduceshreeseparate scoreBailure to Appear

(FTA), New Criminal Activity (NCA), and New Violent Criminal Activity (NVCA). Thisrfit

set offiguresshows PSA FTA scores corresponding to court appearance rates and PSA NCA
scores corresponding t@ new charge rates.

Although the PSA is designed to predict the likelihood of a new a8Bs36reporting

requirements define new criminal activity as offenses that resulted in an arrest and a filed charge.
This table presents filed charges rather than arr@stshe Judicial Councibé Bretrial Risk
Assessmentobl Validation studiesfor more detd on how differences in definitioraffect

outcomes.

The PSA is the only tool that predicts NVCPhe data for PSA NVCAlags and corresponding
outcomesareshown in9i 11 and 2023. The PSA uses answers from five questions to assign
points. Thosecoring 0to 3 points are not assigned an NVCA fl@); those scoring 40 7

points are assignednNVCA flag (1).

PSA OUTCOMES
Overall PSA Outcomes by Risk Score

PSAFIGURE 1. Court Appearance Rate, by FTA Risk Score
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0% 4

é Eli Toltal

4
FTA Risk Score

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(A).
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PSAFIGURE 2. No NCA Rate, by NCA Risk Score
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(A).

PSA Court Appearance Rates, by Gender, Offense Type, and Race/Ethnicity

PSA FIGURE 3. Court Appearance Rate, by FTA Risk Score and Gender

100% A
93 % 93 %
85 9% oo
: 81%82%

Court Appearance Rate

5% 75 %
75%
65 % 07 %
81 %
0,
57 % Gender
50% - Female
. Male
25%
0% A
1 8

FTA Risk Score

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C ).
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PSA FIGURE4. Court Appearance Rate, by FTA Risk Score and Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).

PSA FIGURES. Court Appearance Rate, by FTA Risk Score and Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicity Asian . Black Hispanic . White
100%
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C)
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PSA No New Criminal Activity, by Gender, Offense Type, and Race/Ethnicity

PSAFIGUREG6. No New Arrest Rate, by NCA Risk Score and Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).

PSAFIGURE 7. No New Arrest Rate, by NCA Risk Score and Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).
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PSA FIGURE 8. No New Arrest Rate, by NCA Risk Score and Race/Ethnicity
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).

PSA FIGURE9. No New Violent Arrest Rate, by NVCA Risk Flag and Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).
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PSA FIGURE 10. No New Violent Arrest Rate, by NVCA Risk Flag and Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).

PSA FIGURE11. No New Violent Arrest Rate, by NVCA Risk Flag and Race/Ethnicity

No New Violent Arrest Rate

100% +

75%

50% 1

25% 1

0% 4

Race/Ethnicity | Asian ] Black = Hispanic [l White

97 % 94 % 96 % 96 %

| 90% | I I I

Fllag No II=Iag
NVCA Risk Score

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).
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PSA RISK SCORE DISTRIBUTIONS
PSA FTA Risk Score Distributions by Gender, Offense Type, Race/Ethnicity, and Release Decision

PSAFIGURE12. FTARisk Score by Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).

PSAFIGURE 13. FTARisk Score by Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).
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PSA FIGURE 14 . FTA Risk Score, by Race/Ethnicity
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).

PSATABLE 15. FTARisk Score by Release Decision

Release Decision Prearraignment

FTA Risk Score Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible Other/Unknown

1

2

Total

12,363
16,701
23,000
24,085
17,349
13,262

106,760

Total

4,013 32236 35872 84,484
1913 22,169 27,057 67,840
1344 21,645 23,070 69,059
423 15,890 12,557 52,955
205 10,380 11,401 39,335
55 6,801 4,801 24,919
7,953 109,121 114,758 338,592
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Release Decision Arraignment

FTA Risk Score Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible Other/Unknown Total

1 1,450 1,962 559 80,513 84,484
2 5394 2,638 620 59,188 67,840
3 6,098 2,523 607 59,831 69,059
4 4,575 1,990 252 46,138 52,955
5 5,796 2,056 259 31,224 39,335
6 2,392 850 172 21,505 24,919
Total 25,705 12,019 2,469 298,399 338,592

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B). €52 ~ | ®k i
Mkzk"«ké& s| gz ik« s| i scialofficerontkeir ®WnR&cOgrikance ér pretrfal nronitarisg.
é-k|ski Ja~qg2~"{ Mkzk" "«ké s|gz ik« s|is ' si "z« pnr~
r~ "k «kg 2ki ?2kzkr«k ~|] f~rsz ~p®k? anclikdesxndividasswhaweiek g
already released before a judicial officer could make a decision or who were ineligible for release at that time.
eB®r k2 0Q|y| ~u|l & s|gz ik« s|]is si Nz« p~2 ur~{ ®rk d
may include individuals who were granted release, denied release, or ineligible.  PSA data include data from Los
Angeles County, where program release decisions in the data represent prearraignment judicial release decisions
only, and individuals denied prearraignment program release may have been released by judicial decision at
arraignment.

PSA NCA Risk Score Distributions by Gender, Offense Type, Race/Ethnicity, and Release Decision

PSAFIGURE 16. NCA Risk Score, by Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).
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PSAFIGURE 17. NCA Risk Score, by Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).

PSA FIGURE 18. NCA Risk Score by Race/Ethnicity
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).
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PSA TABLE 19. NCA Risk Score, by Release Decision

Release Decision Prearraignment

NCA Risk Score Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible Other/Unknown Total

1 8,328 2,699 25529 27,647 64,203
2 11,638 2,518 18,371 21,631 54,158
3 18,015 1644 18578 22,812 61,049
4 24,782 754 20,338 23,661 69,535
5 24,644 259 14,691 11,166 50,760
6 19,353 79 11,607 7,841 38,880
Total 106,760 7,953 109,114 114,758 338,585

Release Decision Arraignment

FTA Risk Score Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible Other/Unknown Total

1 1,450 1,962 559 80,513 84,484
2 5,394 2,638 620 59,188 67,840
3 6,098 2,523 607 59,831 69,059
4 4,575 1,990 252 46,138 52,955
5 5,796 2,056 259 31,224 39,335
6 2,392 850 172 21,505 24,919
Total 25,705 12,019 2,469 298,399 338,592

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B). €52 ~ | ®ki J2a ~q2 ™ {

Mkzk" "«ké s|gz ik« s|]is si "z« 2kzk"«ki f- "~ x"isgs”~z ~ppsgk?
é-k|]ski Ja~gar{ Mkzk" «khéwese|danied prekiat relsapeibyg d judicial éfficer, but who may
r*~ "k «kg ki 2kzkrN«k ~|] f~rsz ~p®k?3 ®r k xndividuagsswhaweiek gs «s ~| Wn»«

already released before a judicial officer could make a decision or who were ineligible for release at that time.

éB®r k20Q|y| ~u|é& s|]gz ik« s|is si "z« p~2 pr~{ ®rk x isgs”z -~
may include individuals who were granted release, denied release, or ineligible.  PSA data include data from Los

Angeles County, where program release decisions in the data represent prearraignment judicial release decisions

only, and individuals denied prearraignment program release may have been released by judicial decision at

arraignment.
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PSA NVCA Risk Score Distributions by Gender, Offense Type, Race/Ethnicity, and Release Decision

PSA FIGURE 20. NVCA Risk Flag, by Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).

PSA FIGURE 21. NVCA Risk Flag, by Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).
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PSA FIGURE 22 . NCVA Risk Flag, by Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicity Asian . Black Hispanic . White
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).

PSATABLE 23. NVCA Risk Flag, by Release Decision

Release Decision Prearraignment

NVCA Risk Score Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible Other/Unknown Total

No Flag 95,702 7816 73,364 100,785 277,667
Flag 11,058 137 35,757 13,973 60,925
Total 106,760 7,953 109,121 114,758 338,592

Release Decision Arraignment

NVCA Risk Score Denied Program Release Granted Program Release Ineligible Other/Unknown Total

No Flag 18,620 10,248 1,870 246,929 277,667

Flag 7,085 1,771 599 51,470 60,925

Total 25,705 12,019 2,469 298,399 338,592
Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B) .é 52 ~ | ®ki J2a ~q2 " {
Mkzk"* "«ké s|gz ik« s|]is si "z« 2kzk" «ki f- "~ x"isgs”~z ~ppsgk?
é-k|]ski Ja~ga~r{ Mkzk"«keé& se|ldened prekia reledsa by a jsdicial officer, byt whe mayk
r*~" "k «kg ki 2kzkrN«k ~|] f~rsz ~p®k? ®r k xndividuasswhaweiek gs «s ~| W«

already released before a judicial officer could make a decision or who were ineligi ble for release at that time.

éB®rk2UQ|y| ~plé& s|gz ik« s|]is ' si ~z« p~2 pur~{ ®rk x isgs~rz -~

may include individuals who were granted release, denied release, or ineligible . PSA data include data from Los
Angeles County, where program release decisions in the data represent prearraignment judicial release decisions
only, and individuals denied prearraignment program release may have been released by judicial decision at
arraignment.

43



SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

ORAS-PAT RISK ASSESSMENT TOOL INFORMATION

ORAS-PAT was developed ke University of Cincinnati, Centéor Criminal Justice
Researchcategorizing risk scores into threskrievels: level 1qcores D2), level 2 (scoresi®),
and level 3 (score&i 9)

ORAS-PAT OUTCOMES
Overall ORAS-PAT Outcomes by Risk Score

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 24 . Court Appearance Rate, by Risk Score
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(A).
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ORAS-PAT FIGURE 25. No New Arrest Rate, by Risk Score
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(A).

ORAS-PAT Court Appearance Rates by Risk Score, Gender, Offense Type, and Race/Ethnicity

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 26 . Court Appearance Rate, by Risk Score and Gender

100% A

88 %

84 %

75% A

53 9 54 % Gender

50% Female

. Male

Court Appearance Rate

25% 1

0% A

Scorels 0-2 Scorels 3-5 Scorels 8-9
Risk Score

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).
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ORAS-PAT FIGURE 27 . Court Appearance Rate, by Risk Score and Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 28 . Court Appearance Rate, by Risk Score and Race/Ethnicity
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C) . Where court
"ggk"ra~r| gk @2®k« p~2 ®rk é"«s”"| & gr®kg~-2- M3k | ~® «r~p|i «n{
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ORAS-PAT No New Arrest Rates by Risk Score, Gender, Offense Type, and Race/Ethnicity

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 29 . No New Arrest Rate, by Risk Score and Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 30. No New Arrest Rate, by Risk Score and Offense Type
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C).
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ORAS-PAT FIGURE 31. No New Arrest Rate, by Risk Score and Race/Ethnicity
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(C). Where no new arrest
aN®k« p~2 ®r k @&" «shdbyngsample @de gas oo smallPtokcaldulat®a rate.

ORAS-PAT RISK SCORE DISTRIBUTIONS BY GENDER, OFFENSE TYPE,
RACE/ETHNICITY, AND RELEASE DECISION

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 32. RiskScore, by Gender
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Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).
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SB 36: Pretrial Pilot Program Aggregated Data Report

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 33. RiskScore, by Offense Type

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).

ORAS-PAT FIGURE 34 . Risk Score, by Race/Ethnicity

Note: This figure satisfies the reporting mandate under Penal Code section 1320.35(f)(3)(B).
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