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Adult Supervision Population-8130

The data presented represents active adult client population over 26 years old on September 30, 2020
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Transitional Age Youth (TAY) Supervised Population-1134

The data presented represents active client population aged 18 to 25 years old on September 30, 2020
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County-wide Youth Population vs. Probation Youth

Probation Youth Represent
probtion 47% of Countywide Youth Population

Youth

/ 120,550 Youth Aged 12 - 17 Countywide

« 567 Probation Youth (includes those in
facilities, detention alternatives, and

probation)
Total Youth
Population o _ _
in County 234 youth at pre-adjudication phase (intake

and investigations)

Population estimates for 2020 by the California Department of Finance.
Probation youth number includes all those youth active on September 30, 2020




Juvenile Facilities
The data represents active client population on October 20, 2020 in both Juvenile Hall & Camp Sweeney

Youth by Facility (n=61) Youth in Facilities by City of Residence*
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* Includes those residing in Alameda County. Ten juveniles in
facilities reside outside of the county.



Juvenile Facilities
The data represents active client population on October 20, 2020 in both Juvenile Hall & Camp Sweeney

Juveniles in Facilities by Age and Gender Juveniles in Facilities by Race and Gender
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Juveniles in Detention Alternatives (GPS and Home Supervision)
The data below represents active client population on October 20, 2020.

Youth in Detention Alternatives by Type (n=62) Youth in Detention Alternatives by City of Residence*
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* Includes those residing in Alameda County. Five juveniles in detention
alternatives (Home Supervision) reside outside of the county.



Juveniles in Detention Alternatives Demographics Continued (GPS and Home Supervision)
The data presented represents active client population on October 20, 2020.

Juveniles on GPS / EM by Age and Gender (n = 20) Juveniles on Home Supervision by Age and Gender (n =
12 42)
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Juveniles in Detention Alternatives Demographics Continued

The data presented represents active client population on October 20, 2020.
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Juvenile Probationers
The data presented represents active client population on September 30, 2020.

Juvenile Probationers by Supervision Type Juvenile Probationers by City of Residence*
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* Includes those residing in Alameda County. 45 juvenile probationers
reside outside of the county. 10




Juvenile Probationers
The data presented represents active client population on September 30, 2020.
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Juveniles in Intake / Investigations-248
The data presented represents active client population on September 30, 2020.

Juveniles in Intake / Investigations by City of Residence*
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* Includes those residing in Alameda County. 39 juveniles in Intake / Investigations reside outside of the county.
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Juveniles in Intake / Investigations
The data presented represents active client population on September 30, 2020.

Juveniles in Intake / Investigations by Age and L .
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Alameda County Probation Population as of September 30, 2020

Adult Probationer Total 8130
Albany Castro Valley
BEFICE'E"‘!F Oakland Dublin
Emeryville Pleasanton Fremont *TAY Probationer Total 1,134
Oakland Livermore
Sunol
Alameda
Oakland

San Leandro

Juvenile Intake / Investigations Total 248

Juvenile Facilities Total 61

Hayward
Mewark
Union City




Probationers by Board of Supervisors District

Represents clients active to ACPD on September 30, 2020, with validated addresses, and residing in Alameda County.

Adult
Probationers
(over 25) (%)

District 1
(Scott
Haggert
District 2
(Richard
\Zell[S
District 3
(Wilma
Chan
District 4
(Nate Miley)

District 5
(Keith
Carson
Total (in 3766
county)

317 (8%)

650 (17%)

801 (21%)

1274 (34%)

724 (19%)

Transitional
Aged Youth
Probationers
(18-25) (%)

46 (7%)

127 (18%)

153 (22%)

243 (35%)

133 (19%)

702

Juvenile
Facilities —
Juv. Hall and
Camp
Sweeney (%
4 (7%)

8 (15%)

18 (33%)

13 (24%)

11 (20%)

54

Juveniles on | Juvenile
Detention
Alternatives

(%)

4 (7%)

8 (14%)

14 (24%)

23 (39%)

10 (17%)

59

Probation

ers (%)

24 (6%)

74 (19%)

83 (22%)

131 (34%)

72 (19%)

384

Juveniles in
Intake /
Investigations

(%)

17 (8%)

38 (18%)

55 (26%)

68 (33%)

31 (15%)

209

Total
Youth (%)

49 (7%)

127 (18%)

170 (24%)

235 (33%)

124 (18%)

705




JJC & Camp Sweeney Current Population Summary, October 9, 2020 (n = 72)

# of Youth
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707(b)
Offenses

JJC Population (n = 56)

29%
21%
5%
11%

5%

29%

100%

73%

Robbery / 2nd Degree Robbery w/Firearm
Murder / Manslaughter

Attempted Murder

Assault w/firearm

Carjacking / Carjacking w/ Firearm

Other (Carrying Loaded Firearm / Assault / Evading
Police / Hit & Run / Felony Grand Theft / Terrorist
Threats / Vandalism)

TOTAL

Of All Youth at JIC

Camp Sweeney Population (n = 16)

50%

19%

31%

707(b) .

# of Youth Crime Type

1st & 2" Degree Robbery w/ Firearm / Carjacking

Assault w/ Force Likely to Produce Great Bodily Injury

1st Degree Burglary / Grand Theft / Receiving Stolen
Property

TOTAL

Of All Youth at Camp Sweeney




Alamede.
Orange
Ventura

Placer

San Mateo
Santa Cruz
San Francisco
El Dorado
Merced

San Diego
Santa Barbara
Los Angeles
Riverside
Humboldt
Yolo
Statewide
San Bernardino
Santa Clara
Yuba
Mendocino
Kern
Stanislaus
San Joaquin
Contra Costa
Tehama
Fresno
Sutter
Sonoma
Solano
Sacramento
Madera
Tulare
Monterey
Butte

Kings
Imperial

Source: CDCR Office of Research, Characteristics of the Division of Juvenile Justice Population, December 2019 & California Department of Finance Total Estimated & Projected Population for California Counties
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DJJ Commitment Rate
iIn California Counties
2019

This chart represents DJJ commitment rates for
counties in 2019.

Except for Alameda, counties with no
commitments in 2019 are excluded from this
chart.

Alameda had a no commitments to DJJ in 2019,
while the statewide average was 11.2.

The 2019 DJJ commitment rate represents the
number of youth committed by a county’s
courts to a state detention facility during 2019
per 100,000 juveniles aged 12 -17 in the county.
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Placement Process & Options

ﬁﬁ 1. Resource Families
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Short-term Residential Treatment Program (STRTP)
Youth in Group Home Placements and Juvenile Facilities, 2013 — 2019
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* Number of youth in group home placements on January 15 of each year
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Direct Files In Adult Court And Department Of Juvenile Justice Commitments
Number of Direct Files and Commitments to Department of Juvenile Justice (DJ]) Facilities by Year, 2014 - 2019

23
Passage of
17 17 Prop 57
10
8 8
\5 5
0 0]
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

—DJJ Commitments

Direct Files in Adult Court*

2019

Source: DJJ Commitments from

California Department of
Corrections and Rehabilitation,
Division of Juvenile Justice,

Parole Region and County of First

Commitment, 2014 - 2019

*Includes those committed to DJJ

facilities from adult courts.




Alameda County’s Trends In Contexi

Juvenile Hall Occupancy Rates in Alameda County and Statewide, 2008 - 2019
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Juvenile Hall Booking Rate*, Alameda County and Statewide, 2013 -

Alameda County’s Trends In Context Continuved
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Youth Art

L ]
56% In-Custody Referrals
5 0 44% Out-of-Custody Referrals

JUVENILE REFERRALS RECEIVED FROM LAW ENFORCEMENT

o
.ﬁ.ﬁ —— 2 [ 6 Petition filed w Court

Probation

. _/ \_— j —— (5[] ReiectediPending
i1z 391 833 [T

Closed Out Prog?z:;e:;ds?wices Referred to the District Attorney 2 3 5 Probation for Diversion
(20%) (25%) (54%)

(' Closed/Rejected @ Adjudicated @ Diverted

572 *510

(Includes 234 cases that were filed in 2018 but
adjudicated in 20193)

688

Table 1: 2019 Totals of case closed/rejected, diverted, and adjudicated




PROGRAMS & SERVICES

Initiatives  Reducing Racial & Ethnic Disparity (RED) Juvenile  Best Within Camp Write to Read
& Hall Sweene
. Yoga =N€Y " Butler Academ
Services  pelinquency Prevention Program Network (DPN) Services : Services !
Student Extended Educational Program (SEEP) Multi-Craft Core Curriculum (MC3)
Transitional Age Youth (TAY) Program College Program Love Never Fails-CTE
Boys Circle - . .
Youth in Custody Practice Model _ La Familia-Drug Counseling Education
Aggression Replacement Therapy (ART) .
- : Intensive Substance Abuse Therapy
Employment EXPOSURE Program Religious Programming )
Aggression Replacement Therapy (ART)
Butler Academy
Crossover Youth Practice Model Culinary Science/Cooking Club

In the Library w/ Jenny
Go Pro Workshop

TRUE Academy
RIJOY-YTry

Fresh Line for Youth (FLY)

Raising Leaders Workshops
Multi-Craft Core Curriculum (MC3)
Steam Ahead (Coding)

Youth Advocates Programs, Inc. (YAP) Blue Water Saili
ue Water Sailing

Opioid Affected Youth Initiative Youth Beat

Re-entry Anti-Gang Strategies Pilot Audio Engineering, Music Production, Podcast
Young Men’s Council

Career Technical education K-12 Union City Youth & Family RIOY

Collaborative Court Personal Reflections/Journaling

Intermural Sports
Family Therapy
Boy scout Troop # 480

24



Youth Services Centers

DPN-COMMUNITY BASED SERVICES FOR YOUTH & FAMILIES

Alameda Family Services

Berkeley Youth Alternatives

Carl B. Metoyer Center for Family
Counseling

City of Fremont-Youth & Family
Services, Fremont Family Resource Ctr.

City of Hayward-Youth and Family
Services Bureau

City of Livermore- Horizons Family
Counseling

City of Union City-Youth & Family
Services

East Bay Agency for Children (EBAC)

Eden Counseling Services

Girls Inc. of Alameda County Pathways
Counseling Center

Alameda
Counity
Delinquency

revention

N #ihh

[ ocal Service Centers

Berkeley Youth Alternatives

Centerforce- Oakland

City of Hayward-Youth and Family
Services Bureau

City of Union City-Youth and Family
Services

Fresh Lifelines for Youth (FLY)-Oakland

Youth ALIVE!-Oakland

Youth UpRising-Oakland

25



THANK YOU

Questions?

Wendy Still, MAS
Chief Probation Officer
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