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Executive Summary
Penal Code section 13155 requires Judicial Council staff, commencing January 1, 2013, to 
collect information from trial courts regarding the implementation of the 2011 Criminal Justice 
Realignment legislation and make the data available annually to the California Department of 
Finance, Board of State and Community Corrections, and Joint Legislative Budget Committee by 
September 1. Court Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025), included as Attachment A to this 
report, includes statistics from January 1 through December 31, 2025, for each county regarding 
the dispositions of felonies at sentencing and petitions to revoke probation, mandatory 
supervision, postrelease community supervision, and parole. 

Relevant Previous Reporting or Action 
Each year, the annual report of the data collected from the trial courts on the implementation of 
the 2011 realignment is provided to the Judicial Council. The previous annual reports were 
provided at council meetings on August 23, 2013; August 22, 2014; August 21, 2015; August 26, 
2016; September 14, 2017; November 30, 2018; May 17, 2019; May 14, 2020; May 20, 2021; 
May 10, 2022; May 12, 2023; July 12, 2024; and July 18, 2025. Each report was sent to the 
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California Department of Finance, Board of State and Community Corrections, and Joint 
Legislative Budget Committee by September 1 of that report year. 

Analysis/Rationale 

Development of data elements 
The Judicial Council’s Court Executives Advisory Committee formed an ad hoc working group 
to identify and define appropriate realignment-related data elements. The Criminal Justice 
Realignment Data Working Group was composed of representatives from the Superior Courts of 
Alameda, Fresno, Los Angeles, Napa, Orange, Shasta, and Ventura Counties. The working group 
implemented quarterly reporting requirements and identified 29 data elements necessary to track 
sentencing, disposition information, and court workload. After receiving feedback from the trial 
courts, various data elements were adjusted and new data elements created to better track 
outcomes and court workload. These changes were implemented in the fourth quarter of calendar 
year 2013; no changes have been made since then. A list of current data elements is included as 
Attachment B. 

Data collection and quality assurance 
Trial courts submit data quarterly to the Judicial Council’s Criminal Justice Services office using 
an online survey. The data reporting schedule for 2025 was as follows: 

• Quarter 1 (January 1–March 31) data due April 30 
• Quarter 2 (April 1–June 30) data due July 31 
• Quarter 3 (July 1–September 30) data due October 31 
• Quarter 4 (October 1–December 31) data due January 31, 2026 

Judicial Council staff conduct quality assurance to examine the accuracy and reliability of the 
data collected. Staff members review reported data biannually and contact trial courts to discuss 
data quality, provide technical assistance regarding data collection, and gather information about 
local court processes. Data quality has continued to improve because of this cooperative effort 
and as the courts continue to refine their data reporting systems. The data presented in Court 
Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025) may be amended in subsequent reports if courts revise 
previous data entries. 

Courts facing the greatest limitations have been instructed to prioritize items directly linked to 
the Criminal Justice Realignment allocation methodology (e.g., petitions to revoke/modify 
postrelease community supervision and petitions to revoke/modify parole). The totals presented 
in this statistical report may vary from those in the Judicial Branch Statistical Information 
System (JBSIS) or the annual Court Statistics Report because of differences in reporting 
timelines. A subset of the data elements is also posted on an interactive dashboard on the 
California Courts website. 

https://courts.ca.gov/programs-initiatives/criminal-justice-services/data-dashboards-trends-felony-court-case-processing
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Fiscal Impact and Policy Implications 
In addition to fulfilling a legislative mandate, data collected under Penal Code section 13155 are 
used to assist the Judicial Council Trial Court Budget Advisory Committee in determining 
realignment funding allocations. Approximately $106.1 million has been allocated since fiscal 
year (FY) 2013–14, including $9.2 million in FY 2025–26. The current allocation formula is 
based on each court’s proportion of the new workload associated with realignment, as measured 
by the total petitions filed to revoke or modify postrelease community supervision and parole, or 
both. All courts are able to report the data elements currently used to establish funding 
allocations. 

Attachments and Links 
1. Attachment A: Court Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025) 
2. Attachment B: Final (10/30/15) Realignment Data Elements—Felonies Only  
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Re: Court Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025), as required under 
Penal Code section 13155 
 
Dear Senator Wiener, Assembly Member Gabriel, Mr. Stephenshaw, and 
Ms. Penner: 
 
Under Penal Code section 13155, the Judicial Council is submitting Court 
Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025) on implementation of the 2011 
Criminal Justice Realignment. This 14th annual report includes statistics 
from January 1 through December 31, 2025, for each county regarding 
the dispositions of felonies at sentencing and petitions to revoke 
probation, mandatory supervision, postrelease community supervision, 
and parole. 
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If you have any questions related to this report, please contact Ms. Francine Byrne, director, 
Criminal Justice Services, at 415-865-4013 or Francine.Byrne@jud.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Michelle Curran 
Administrative Director 
Judicial Council 
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Report title: Court Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025) 
 
Statutory citation: Penal Code section 13155 
 
Date of report: June 9, 2026 
 
The Judicial Council has submitted a report to the Legislature in 
accordance with Penal Code section 13155. 
 
The following summary of the report is provided under the requirements 
of Government Code section 9795. 
 
This is the 14th annual Judicial Council report on the implementation of 
the 2011 Criminal Justice Realignment. This report includes statistics 
from January 1 through December 31, 2025, for each county regarding 
the dispositions of felonies at sentencing and petitions to revoke 
probation, mandatory supervision, postrelease community supervision, 
and parole. 
 
The full report can be accessed at “Reports to the Legislature” on the 
California Courts website. 
 
A printed copy of the report may be obtained by calling 415-865-8994. 

https://courts.ca.gov/news-reference/reports-publications/reports-legislature
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Court Realignment Data (Calendar Year 2025) 

 
This report fulfills the requirement under Penal Code section 13155 that the Judicial Council submit data 
regarding the implementation of the 2011 Criminal Justice Realignment legislation to the California 
Department of Finance, the Board of State and Community Corrections, and the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee. 
 
Please note the following: 

• The data presented in Tables 1 through 5 reflect the annual total of each item for all quarters reported 
by each court to the Judicial Council. The reporting period is calendar year 2025 
(January 1–December 31). This information may be revised and amended for subsequent data 
reporting corrections or to complete partially entered reports, if any, but is current as of March 6, 
2026. The reporting schedule for 2025 was as follows: 
 
• Quarter 1: January 1–March 31 (data due April 30) 
• Quarter 2: April 1–June 30 (data due July 31) 
• Quarter 3: July 1–September 30 (data due October 31) 
• Quarter 4: October 1–December 31 (data due January 31, 2026) 
 

• Approximately 90 percent of the courts were able to report most (70 percent or more) of the 
requested data elements. Due to local case processing practices and data availability, some of the 
trial court data are difficult to aggregate at the state level. Judicial Council staff work with local 
courts to identify issues related to specific data elements to improve overall data reporting over time. 
The following notations are used for courts reporting partial data: 
 
a = Reported three quarters of data. 
b = Reported two quarters of data. 
c = Reported one quarter of data. 
 

• Note that the sample size (n) for each data element is the total number of courts reporting any data 
for that item, including courts reporting fewer than four quarters. Please see Attachment B for a full 
description of each data element. 
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Table 1. Presentencing and Initial Sentencing, 2025 
 

Court 
1. Felony filings 

2. Warrants 
issued for failure 

to appear— 
presentencing 

3. Prison 4. Probation 5. Jail—straight 
sentence 

6. Jail—split 
sentence 

(n = 57) (n = 53) (n = 55) (n = 57) (n = 56) (n = 56) 

STATEWIDE 187,121 54,413 29,309 53,115 6,315 5,504 
Alameda 5,578 2,110 393 2,025 0 0 
Alpine 11 0 1 1 0 0 
Amador 574 92 83 79 11 0 
Butte 1,245 172 361 523 40 34 
Calaveras 315 87 30 33 9 3 
Colusa 166 36 35 64 12 2 
Contra Costa 2,504 710 435 1,221 46 34 
Del Norte 244 16 a 96 34 20 1 
El Dorado 987 42 125 222 17 17 
Fresno 7,417 3,370 1,620 2,147 207 169 
Glenn 148 154 25 69 12 6 
Humboldt 1,276 306 106 269 1 20 
Imperial 984 77 323 563 6 20 
Inyo 188 43 16 54 4 3 
Kern 9,770 2,118 1,961 2,021 182 184 
Kings 1,452 439 537 385 16 51 
Lake 885 513 94 150 16 24 
Lassen 439 46 162 80 9 1 
Los Angeles 34,751 9,241 7,488 9,496 2,630 18 
Madera 1,513 590 264 296 55 21 
Marin 562 183 66 180 14 23 
Mariposa 141 25 18 21 1 1 
Mendocino 893 505 117 309 25 17 
Merced 1,662 556 347 642 29 29 
Modoc 143 44 11 20 2 3 
Mono 112 0 6 25 1 2 
Monterey 2,540 758 743 565 140 14 
Napa 764 NA NA 1c NA NA 
Nevada 623 167 45 99 5 7 
Orange 17,413 3,360 1,568 5,932 469 148 
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Court 
1. Felony filings 

2. Warrants 
issued for failure 

to appear— 
presentencing 

3. Prison 4. Probation 5. Jail—straight 
sentence 

6. Jail—split 
sentence 

(n = 57) (n = 53) (n = 55) (n = 57) (n = 56) (n = 56) 
Placer 2,450 1,176 426 886 121 85 
Plumas 83 15 20 4 0 29 
Riverside 14,562 11,476 3,826 551 1,008 3,395 
Sacramento 10,128 NA NA NA 122 84 
San Benito 363 77 18 80 5 3 
San Bernardino 13,806 0 b 0 b 4,341 0 b 0 b 
San Diego NA NA 2,136 4,659 340 88 
San Francisco 3,374 NA 228 512 48 18 
San Joaquin 5,530 1,342 833 1,609 26 87 
San Luis Obispo 2,027 490 396 614 30 86 
San Mateo 3,332 1,734 370 1,118 73 11 
Santa Barbara 2,778 532 286 720 51 45 
Santa Clara 8,134 4,085 NA 3,647 NA NA 
Santa Cruz 1,579 504 137 562 59 92 
Shasta 1,884 703 339 626 22 7 
Sierra 20 0 0 4 1 2 
Siskiyou 707 556 126 201 6 9 
Solano 2,365 1,012 183 181 38 8 
Sonoma 2,290 538 222 688 35 69 
Stanislaus 5,201 1,243 725 1,496 110 187 
Sutter 942 206 146 322 31 20 
Tehama 631 616 283 273 16 45 
Trinity 196 57 22 27 7 1 
Tulare 3,508 701 607 989 4 52 
Tuolumne 524 175 91 100 3 15 
Ventura 3,402 1,233 545 927 102 114 
Yolo 982 NA 0 187 32 90 
Yuba 1,023 182 268 265 46 10 

 
  



3 

Table 2. Felony Probation, 2025 
 

Court 
7. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

probation 

8. Felony probation 
cases revoked and 

reinstated 

9. Felony probation 
cases sentenced to 

state prison 

10. Felony probation 
cases sentenced to 

jail—straight 
sentence 

11. Felony probation 
cases sentenced to 
jail—split sentence 

 (n = 55) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 53) (n = 54) 

STATEWIDE 56,913 25,550 4,738 3,785 412 
Alameda 4,027 NA NA NA NA 
Alpine 0 2 0 0 0 
Amador 89 0 17 6 1 
Butte 622 399 116 54 29 
Calaveras 55 12 4 1 0 
Colusa 54 16 6 1 18 
Contra Costa 1,212 524 6 320 0 
Del Norte 29 12 11 17 1 
El Dorado 351 185 56 19 12 
Fresno 1,370 1,225 396 148 31 
Glenn 119 21 0 6 1 
Humboldt 416 267 42 3 20 
Imperial 310 164 0 0 0 
Inyo 68 46 13 8 0 
Kern 3,351 319 535 132 28 
Kings 266 182 62 15 12 
Lake 138 42 23 7 4 
Lassen 69 25 0 0 0 
Los Angeles 8,684 6,264 1,164 795 0 
Madera 315 166 55 46 0 
Marin 340 187 12 5 3 
Mariposa 22 10 0 1 0 
Mendocino 130 213 34 27 4 
Merced 796 215 90 4 0 
Modoc 31 11 0 1 0 
Mono 14 11 0 0 1 
Monterey 817 223 16 49 3 
Napa 404 0c 10b 0c 0c 
Nevada 117 39 10 14 2 
Orange 8,647 4,529 508 497 2 
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Court 
7. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

probation 

8. Felony probation 
cases revoked and 

reinstated 

9. Felony probation 
cases sentenced to 

state prison 

10. Felony probation 
cases sentenced to 

jail—straight 
sentence 

11. Felony probation 
cases sentenced to 
jail—split sentence 

 (n = 55) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 53) (n = 54) 
Placer 367 239 6 0 5 
Plumas 15 0 1 1 2 
Riverside 4,465 2,509 340 1,060 35 
Sacramento NA NA NA 2 2 
San Benito 77 30 9 5 0 
San Bernardino 3,290 0 b 0 b 0 b 0 
San Diego NA NA NA NA NA 
San Francisco 1,196 NA 56 8 0 
San Joaquin 1,737 40 70 79 73 
San Luis Obispo 0 1,324 98 20 0 
San Mateo 944 NA NA NA NA 
Santa Barbara 962 515 71 12 16 
Santa Clara NA 303 NA NA NA 
Santa Cruz 753 592 32 13 13 
Shasta 966 207 97 49 6 
Sierra 1 1 1 0 2 
Siskiyou 177 52 18 2 1 
Solano 190 241 31 48 12 
Sonoma 2,039 1,549 62 78 0 
Stanislaus 1,693 598 182 43 23 
Sutter 329 178 59 25 9 
Tehama 170 55 7 1 3 
Trinity 16 12 2 0 1 
Tulare 570 697 165 1 3 
Tuolumne 120 17 9 0 12 
Ventura 3,539 700 163 117 13 
Yolo 241 272 NA NA 0 
Yuba 193 110 73 45 9 
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Table 3. Mandatory Supervision, 2025 
 

Court 
12. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

mandatory 
supervision 

13. Warrants 
issued 

14. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
mandatory 
supervision 

15. Evidentiary 
hearings held on 

petitions to 
revoke/modify 

mandatory 
supervision 

16. Mandatory 
supervision 

cases revoked 
and reinstated 

17. Mandatory 
supervision 

cases revoked 
and terminated 

 (n = 56) (n = 54) (n = 54) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 53) 

STATEWIDE 4,228 4,039 14,545 561 2,684 1,513 
Alameda 2 NA NA NA NA NA 
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador 4 2 10 1 0 0 
Butte 131 73 445 0 64 55 
Calaveras 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Colusa 1 4 0 0 0 27 
Contra Costa 76 80 82 0 36 29 
Del Norte 2 0a 0 0 0 8 
El Dorado 54 2 118 5 18 36 
Fresno 150 189 675 8 99 112 
Glenn 0 0 6 0 0 0 
Humboldt 109 75 585 0 63 20 
Imperial 20 65 3 0 11 16 
Inyo 2 1 3 0 1 1 
Kern 341 526 600 7 220 134 
Kings 36 27 209 6 16 70 
Lake 11 6 55 0 1 0 
Lassen 2 2 2 0 0 2 
Los Angeles 0 19 13 0 19 3 
Madera 24 19 196 5 10 48 
Marin 34 14 64 20 10 5 
Mariposa 3 3 7 1 2 1 
Mendocino 10 0 148 0 14 8 
Merced 27 12 113 0 3 0 
Modoc 1 1 9 0 0 0 
Mono 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Monterey 37 11 59 29 11 38 
Napa 27 5b 764 307 NA NA 
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Court 
12. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

mandatory 
supervision 

13. Warrants 
issued 

14. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
mandatory 
supervision 

15. Evidentiary 
hearings held on 

petitions to 
revoke/modify 

mandatory 
supervision 

16. Mandatory 
supervision 

cases revoked 
and reinstated 

17. Mandatory 
supervision 

cases revoked 
and terminated 

 (n = 56) (n = 54) (n = 54) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 53) 
Nevada 3 3 18 5 2 10 
Orange 359 237 1,379 NA 272 82 
Placer 133 115 403 22 0 0 
Plumas 0 10 0 0 0 1 
Riverside 868 412 3,161 0 681 270 
Sacramento NA NA NA NA NA NA 
San Benito 5 2 13 0 4 6 
San Bernardino 63 0b 268 0b 0b 0b 
San Diego 117 NA NA NA NA NA 
San Francisco NA 0 NA 5 0c 5 
San Joaquin 94 244 867 11 0 1 
San Luis Obispo 16 1,255 108 0b 0b 0b 
San Mateo 24 18 7 NA NA NA 
Santa Barbara 131 75 151 8 NA 19 
Santa Clara 167 108 430 1c 54 134 
Santa Cruz 173 30 466 3 40 6 
Shasta 75 61 357 3 9 28 
Sierra 2 2 1 0 1 2 
Siskiyou 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Solano 25 34 243 15 29 55 
Sonoma 225 115 483 36 181 83 
Stanislaus 116 45 186 0 490 25 
Sutter 50 31 149 15 26 16 
Tehama 15 8 43 3 0 0 
Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tulare 39 1 255 3 26 31 
Tuolumne 60 30 175 5 16 22 
Ventura 349 65 819 0 224 97 
Yolo 5 NA 359 37 28 2 
Yuba 9 2 38 0 3 5 
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Table 4. Postrelease Community Supervision, 2025 
 

Court 

18. Petitions 
to revoke/ 

modify PRCS 

19. 
Warrants 

issued 

20. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
PRCS 

21. 
Evidentiary 

hearings held 
on petitions 
to revoke/ 

modify PRCS 

22. PRCS 
cases 

revoked 
and 

reinstated 
w/o custody 

time 

23. PRCS 
cases 

revoked 
and 

reinstated 
w/ custody 

time 

24. PRCS 
cases 

referred to 
reentry 
court 

25. PRCS 
cases 

revoked 
and 

terminated 

(n = 58) (n = 55) (n = 57) (n = 54) (n = 54) (n = 53) (n = 48) (n = 53) 

STATEWIDE 24,694 16,257 68,685 1,654 2,402 13,527 18 1,616 
Alameda 357 NA 666 NA NA NA NA NA 
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador 21 14 174 5 0 12 0 0 
Butte 343 264 845 0 9 316 0 36 
Calaveras 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Colusa 22 9 51 0 1 3 0 0 
Contra Costa 282 4 a 660 6 13 219 NA NA 
Del Norte 78 15 a 252 1 0 33 0 7 
El Dorado 143 8 639 13 0 23 0 3 
Fresno 935 1,150 4,334 69 1,374 155 NA 406 
Glenn 33 18 61 0 0 22 0 1 
Humboldt 117 111 656 0 0 71 0 22 
Imperial 97 50 652 0 0 2 0 4 
Inyo 29 25 65 0 3 20 0 2 
Kern 899 1,455 1,774 39 223 744 NA 174 
Kings 186 121 1,080 16 3 73 0 62 
Lake 50 25 273 11 0 2 0 1 
Lassen 40 25 125 0 0 2 0 4 
Los Angeles 5,935 4,582 18,545 28 0 5,124 0 31 
Madera 211 103 1,582 41 2 61 0 2 
Marin 38 27 188 22 0 9 0 1 
Mariposa 10 2 40 0 1 8 0 0 
Mendocino 242 57 487 5 11 89 0 25 
Merced 230 164 1,822 1 0 0 0 0 
Modoc 12 4 51 6 0 10 0 1 
Mono 5 1 17 0 1 1 0 0 
Monterey 119 191 539 64 0 64 0 66 
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Court 

18. Petitions 
to revoke/ 

modify PRCS 

19. 
Warrants 

issued 

20. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
PRCS 

21. 
Evidentiary 

hearings held 
on petitions 
to revoke/ 

modify PRCS 

22. PRCS 
cases 

revoked 
and 

reinstated 
w/o custody 

time 

23. PRCS 
cases 

revoked 
and 

reinstated 
w/ custody 

time 

24. PRCS 
cases 

referred to 
reentry 
court 

25. PRCS 
cases 

revoked 
and 

terminated 

(n = 58) (n = 55) (n = 57) (n = 54) (n = 54) (n = 53) (n = 48) (n = 53) 
Napa 118 NA 311 8 c NA NA NA NA 
Nevada 30 10 206 16 0 24 0 8 
Orange 1,952 952 5,142 NA 9 1,754 NA 19 
Placer 98 99 682 34 0 20 0 0 
Plumas 11 7 46 0 0 6 0 0 
Riverside 1,939 1,151 5,144 0 0 1,830 0 61 
Sacramento 216 950 515 3 23 171 0 3 
San Benito 40 26 142 1 1 38 0 3 
San Bernardino 2,293 1,301 4,765 112 0 b 0 b 0 a 0 b 
San Diego 1,766 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
San Francisco 191 0 c 0 c 0 28 86 0 39 
San Joaquin 195 555 1,947 0 26 299 0 0 
San Luis Obispo 316 152 523 24 b 0 c 0 c 0 c 0 c 
San Mateo 231 168 220 NA NA NA NA NA 
Santa Barbara 129 154 347 18 2 100 0 4 
Santa Clara 609 364 1,613 882 4 a 170 NA 34 
Santa Cruz 132 46 478 11 10 71 0 8 
Shasta 243 178 1,506 1 17 85 0 48 
Sierra 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou 6 17 159 21 1 1 0 2 
Solano 316 158 2,318 106 41 127 0 53 
Sonoma 362 168 614 2 79 262 0 39 
Stanislaus 656 296 1,073 0 0 398 0 125 
Sutter 77 28 262 8 2 45 0 18 
Tehama 23 78 157 0 0 50 16 0 
Trinity 15 3 37 0 0 0 0 0 
Tulare 339 223 1,282 3 12 239 0 52 
Tuolumne 46 39 265 16 0 18 0 3 
Ventura 1,571 449 2,191 9 410 515 2 213 
Yolo 167 103 653 48 95 NA NA 1 
Yuba 172 156 508 4 1 155 0 35 
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Table 5. Parole, 2025 
 

Court 
26. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

parole 
27. Warrants 

issued 

28. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
parole 

29. Evidentiary 
hearings held 
on petitions to 
revoke/modify 

parole 

30. Parole 
cases 

revoked and 
reinstated 

w/o custody 
time 

31. Parole 
cases 

revoked and 
reinstated w/ 
custody time 

32. Parole 
cases 

referred to 
reentry court 

33. Parole 
cases 

remanded to 
CDCR 

(n = 58) (n = 54) (n = 56) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 52) (n = 49) (n = 53) 

STATEWIDE 17,571 11,255 33,430 2,080 613 6,308 53 15 

Alameda 609 NA 751 NA NA NA NA NA 
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Amador 1 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 
Butte 238 147 596 0 1 224 0 0 
Calaveras 2 0 2 0 7 0 0 0 
Colusa 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
Contra Costa 102 0 360 10 10 72 NA 0 a 
Del Norte 33 0 166 10 23 0 0 0 
El Dorado 77 1 434 18 2 0 0 0 
Fresno 156 626 479 7 131 20 NA 0 
Glenn 1 9 6 0 0 0 0 0 
Humboldt 52 61 203 5 0 0 0 1 
Imperial 26 59 90 0 0 2 0 0 
Inyo 1 1 13 0 0 0 0 1 
Kern 187 553 381 19 39 165 NA 2 
Kings 57 71 116 3 0 25 0 0 
Lake 20 30 95 8 0 5 0 0 
Lassen 4 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
Los Angeles 7,218 4,294 16,821 1,305 0 2,713 0 2 
Madera 21 23 162 5 1 0 0 1 
Marin 36 8 200 52 2 0 0 0 
Mariposa 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 
Mendocino 153 19 599 5 26 140 0 0 
Merced 49 2 173 0 0 0 0 0 
Modoc 9 2 42 2 0 6 0 0 
Mono 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 
Monterey 88 109 152 122 0 72 0 0 
Napa 53 NA 0 c NA NA NA NA NA 
Nevada 4 0 24 0 0 2 0 0 
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Court 
26. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

parole 
27. Warrants 

issued 

28. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
parole 

29. Evidentiary 
hearings held 
on petitions to 
revoke/modify 

parole 

30. Parole 
cases 

revoked and 
reinstated 

w/o custody 
time 

31. Parole 
cases 

revoked and 
reinstated w/ 
custody time 

32. Parole 
cases 

referred to 
reentry court 

33. Parole 
cases 

remanded to 
CDCR 

(n = 58) (n = 54) (n = 56) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 52) (n = 49) (n = 53) 
Orange 504 885 1,347 NA 0 467 NA 0 
Placer 71 36 285 34 0 13 0 0 
Plumas 2 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 
Riverside 1,916 1,401 1,132 0 2 972 0 1 
Sacramento 496 379 997 7 29 398 0 1 
San Benito 3 10 3 0 0 0 0 0 
San Bernardino 2,091 1,126 1,159 49 0 b 0 b 0 a 0 
San Diego 875 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
San Francisco 379 75 NA 5 NA NA 3 1 
San Joaquin 164 59 1,361 0 0 102 0 0 
San Luis Obispo 161 0 c 225 a 0 c 0 c 68 b 0 c 0 c 
San Mateo 59 170 66 NA NA NA NA NA 
Santa Barbara 83 98 172 10 0 55 0 1 
Santa Clara 203 8 a 397 207 NA 50 50 NA 
Santa Cruz 44 2 101 22 0 33 0 0 
Shasta 101 122 540 2 134 88 0 1 
Sierra 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou 20 55 146 0 3 0 0 0 
Solano 193 51 1,416 58 1 0 0 0 
Sonoma 133 1 425 30 48 70 0 0 
Stanislaus 126 218 223 0 12 96 0 0 
Sutter 48 52 116 0 5 36 0 0 
Tehama 34 33 20 0 0 12 0 0 
Trinity 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 
Tulare 95 135 197 6 0 99 0 2 
Tuolumne 14 17 61 4 0 6 0 0 
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Court 
26. Petitions to 
revoke/modify 

parole 
27. Warrants 

issued 

28. Calendar 
events set on 
petitions to 

revoke/modify 
parole 

29. Evidentiary 
hearings held 
on petitions to 
revoke/modify 

parole 

30. Parole 
cases 

revoked and 
reinstated 

w/o custody 
time 

31. Parole 
cases 

revoked and 
reinstated w/ 
custody time 

32. Parole 
cases 

referred to 
reentry court 

33. Parole 
cases 

remanded to 
CDCR 

(n = 58) (n = 54) (n = 56) (n = 53) (n = 52) (n = 52) (n = 49) (n = 53) 
Ventura 380 221 817 10 97 215 0 0 
Yolo 90 NA 89 60 40 NA NA 1 
Yuba 84 83 225 4 0 81 0 0 
Source: Courts submit data to the Judicial Council through quarterly surveys. 
Notes: 
a = Reported three quarters of data 
b = Reported two quarters of data 
c = Reported one quarter of data 
CDCR = California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation 
NA = Data not available 
PRCS = postrelease community supervision 

 



Attachment B 
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FINAL (10/30/15) REALIGNMENT DATA ELEMENTS—FELONIES ONLY 

PRESENTENCING 
1. Number of new felony case filings. 

• A felony filing is defined as the beginning of a case by the court’s acceptance of the formal 
submission of a complaint or other document charging a defendant with a felony offense, or a 
transfer-in from another jurisdiction. Do not count other documents, such as motions, as 
filings for caseload inventory purposes. 

• Report each defendant named in the complaint as one case filing. 
• Do not count a filing for defendants who are discharged before the filing of a complaint. 
• Do not count filings for habeas corpus. 
• Do not include violations of postrelease community supervision (PRCS) or parole in 

this count. 
 

2. Number of presentence felony warrants issued for failures to appear (FTA). 

INITIAL SENTENCING 

3. Number of cases in which a defendant is sentenced to state prison at initial sentencing. Do not 
include cases in which a defendant is sentenced to state prison on a violation of felony probation. 
These cases are counted in data element 9. 
 

4. Number of cases in which a defendant is granted felony probation at initial sentencing. Report all 
cases in which the defendant is placed on traditional felony probation at initial sentencing. 
 

5. Number of cases in which a defendant is given a straight county jail sentence under Penal Code 
section 1170(h)(5)(A) at initial sentencing. Report all cases in which the defendant is sentenced 
under Penal Code section 1170(h)(5)(A) at initial sentencing. 
 

6. Number of cases in which a defendant is given a “split” sentence under Penal Code 
section 1170(h)(5)(B) at initial sentencing. 
• Report all cases in which the defendant is sentenced under Penal Code section 1170(h)(5)(B) 

at initial sentencing. 
• Include cases in which a defendant is sentenced directly to a term of mandatory supervision 

without first serving a portion of the sentence in county jail. 

VIOLATION/MODIFICATION OF FELONY PROBATION 

7. Number of petitions filed or court motions made to revoke/modify felony probation. A petition is 
defined as any filed instrument/document that is presented to the court and seeks revocation or 
modification of a defendant’s supervision status. This data element should also include cases in 
which the court on its own motion seeks to modify or revoke supervision. 
 

8. Number of cases in which a felony probationer is found in violation of conditions of felony 
probation and reinstated on probation. 
 

9. Number of cases in which a felony probationer is sentenced to state prison for a violation of 
probation. This is a count of all cases in which the defendant is placed on probation and, after 
violating probation, is sentenced to prison for the probation violation. 
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10. Number of cases in which a felony probationer receives a straight sentence to county jail under 
Penal Code section 1170(h)(5)(A) for a violation of probation. This is a count of all cases in 
which the defendant is placed on probation for a Penal Code section 1170(h) felony and, after 
violating probation, is sentenced to county jail under Penal Code section 1170(h)(5)(A) for the 
probation violation. 
 

11. Number of cases in which a felony probationer receives a “split” sentence under Penal Code 
section 1170(h)(5)(B) for a violation of probation. 
• Count all cases in which the defendant is placed on probation for a Penal Code 

section 1170(h) felony and, after violating probation, is sentenced under Penal Code 
section 1170(h)(5)(B) for the probation violation. 

• Include cases in which a defendant is sentenced directly to a term of mandatory supervision 
without first serving a portion of the sentence in county jail. 

VIOLATION/MODIFICATION OF MANDATORY SUPERVISION 

12. Number of petitions filed or court motions made to revoke/modify mandatory supervision. A 
petition is defined as any filed instrument/document that is presented to the court and seeks 
revocation or modification of a defendant’s supervision status. This data element should also 
include cases in which the court on its own motion seeks to modify or revoke supervision. 
 

13. Number of warrants issued for persons on mandatory supervision. Include both arrest and bench 
warrants. 
 

14. Number of calendar events set on petitions or court motions to revoke/modify mandatory 
supervision. A calendar event is defined as a court proceeding set in the course of a criminal 
matter. 
 

15. Number of contested evidentiary hearings held on petitions or court motions to revoke/modify 
mandatory supervision. 
• A contested evidentiary hearing is defined as a hearing in which the factual basis of the 

petition is contested and the parties present oral or documentary evidence in support of or in 
opposition to the factual allegations of the petition. 

• When contested evidentiary hearings extend beyond one day, each day is counted as a 
separate hearing. 

• Contested evidentiary hearings that are not heard at all and reset at the request of the parties 
or on the court’s motion are not reported. Count these instances under “Number of calendar 
events” (data element 14). 
 

16. Number of cases in which an offender on mandatory supervision is found in violation of 
conditions of mandatory supervision and reinstated on mandatory supervision. 
 

17. Number of cases in which an offender on mandatory supervision is found in violation of 
conditions of mandatory supervision and has the supervision term revoked and terminated. Report 
all cases in which mandatory supervision is permanently revoked as a result of a violation. 

VIOLATION/MODIFICATION OF POSTRELEASE COMMUNITY SUPERVISION 
18. Number of petitions filed or court motions made to revoke/modify PRCS. A petition is defined as 

any filed instrument/document that is presented to the court and seeks revocation or modification 
of a defendant’s supervision status. This data element should also include cases in which the 
court on its own motion seeks to modify or revoke supervision. 
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19. Number of warrants issued for persons on PRCS. Include both arrest and bench warrants. 
 

20. Number of calendar events set on petitions or court motions to revoke/modify PRCS. A calendar 
event is defined as a court proceeding set in the course of a criminal matter. 
 

21. Number of contested evidentiary hearings held on petitions or court motions to revoke/modify 
PRCS. 
• A contested evidentiary hearing is defined as a hearing in which the factual basis of the 

petition is contested and the parties present oral or documentary evidence in support of or in 
opposition to the factual allegations of the petition. 

• When contested evidentiary hearings extend beyond one day, each day is counted as a 
separate hearing. 

• Contested evidentiary hearings that are not heard at all and reset at the request of the parties 
or on the court’s motion are not reported. Count these instances under “Number of calendar 
events” (data element 20). 
 

22. Number of cases in which an offender on PRCS is found by the court in violation of conditions of 
PRCS and reinstated on PRCS with no custody time ordered. 
 

23. Number of cases in which an offender on PRCS is found by the court in violation of conditions of 
PRCS, reinstated on PRCS, and ordered to serve custody time. Include cases in which an offender 
on PRCS is given credit for time served. 
 

24. Number of cases in which an offender on PRCS is found by the court in violation of conditions of 
PRCS, reinstated on PRCS, and referred to a reentry court under Penal Code section 3015. Report 
all cases in which an offender is referred to a reentry court, as defined in Penal Code 
section 3015, on a PRCS violation (see Pen. Code, § 3455(a)(3)). 
 

25. Number of cases in which an offender on PRCS is found by the court in violation of conditions of 
PRCS and has the PRCS term permanently terminated. 
 

VIOLATION/MODIFICATION OF PAROLE (After July 1, 2013) 
26. Number of petitions filed or court motions made to revoke/modify parole. A petition is defined as 

any filed instrument/document that is presented to the court and seeks revocation or modification 
of a defendant’s supervision status. This data element should also include cases in which the 
court on its own motion seeks to modify or revoke supervision. 
 

27. Number of warrants issued for persons on parole. Include both arrest and bench warrants. 
 

28. Number of calendar events set on petitions or court motions to revoke/modify parole. A calendar 
event is defined as a court proceeding set in the course of a criminal matter. 
 

29. Number of contested evidentiary hearings held on petitions or court motions to revoke/modify 
parole. 
• A contested evidentiary hearing is defined as a hearing in which the factual basis of the 

petition is contested and the parties present oral or documentary evidence in support of or in 
opposition to the factual allegations of the petition. 

• When contested evidentiary hearings extend beyond one day, each day is counted as a 
separate hearing. 
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• Contested evidentiary hearings that are not heard at all and reset at the request of the parties 
or on the court’s motion are not reported. Count these instances under “Number of calendar 
events” (data element 28). 
 

30. Number of cases in which a parolee is found by the court in violation of conditions of parole and 
is reinstated on parole with no custody time ordered. 
 

31. Number of cases in which a parolee is found by the court in violation of conditions of parole, 
reinstated on parole, and ordered to serve custody time. Include cases in which a parolee is given 
credit for time served. 
 

32. Number of cases in which a parolee is found by the court in violation of conditions of parole, 
reinstated on parole, and referred to a reentry court under Penal Code section 3015. Report all 
cases in which an offender is referred to a reentry court, as defined in Penal Code section 3015, 
on a parole violation (see Pen. Code, § 3000.08(f)(3)). 
 

33. Number of cases in which a parolee is found by the court in violation of law or conditions of 
parole and remanded to the custody of the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation and the 
jurisdiction of the Board of Parole Hearings for the purpose of future parole consideration. Penal 
Code section 3000.08(h) states: “Notwithstanding any other law, if Section 3000.1 or 
paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) of Section 3000 applies to a person who is on parole and the 
court determines that the person has committed a violation of law or violated his or her 
conditions of parole, the person on parole shall be remanded to the custody of the Department of 
Corrections and Rehabilitation and the jurisdiction of the Board of Parole Hearings for the 
purpose of future parole consideration.” 
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