
 

 

COSTS RISE AMID FALLING POPULATIONS AT 

CALIFORNIA’S DIVISION OF JUVENILE JUSTICE  

Figure 1. DJJ cost per youth, actual (FY 12-13—16-17), projected (FY 17-18), and proposed (FY 18-19) 

Sources: DOF, 2014-2018. * The California Department of Finance estimates FY 2017-18 costs using population and cost information from 

the first half of the fiscal year. ** Costs for FY 2018-19 are based on proposed budget totals and population increases. 

 State youth correctional facilities may cost taxpayers nearly $320,000 per youth in FY 2017-18.  
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 DJJ’s cost per youth has increased annually, reaching historically high levels.  

 The DJJ budget has increased for three consecutive years, despite a downward trend in population.  

Figure 2. Budget and population, actual (FY 12-13—16-17), projected (FY 17-18), and proposed (FY 18-19)

Sources: DOF, 2014-2018. Note: The total DJJ budget was determined by totaling expenditures for “Juvenile Operations and Juvenile 

Offender Programs,” “Juvenile Academic and Vocational Education,” and “Juvenile Health Care Services.” * The California Department of 

Finance estimates the FY 2017-18 average daily population and total budget using population and cost information from the first half of 

the fiscal year. ** Average daily population and the budget total for FY 2018-19 are proposed by Governor Brown. 

 Counties reimburse a small share of DJJ costs, leaving the remainder to the state. 
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Appendix 

County Juvenile 

felony arrests 

(2016) 

Total DJJ 

commitments 

(Dec. 2016)  

Commitments 

per 1,000 felony 

arrests 

DJJ 

commitments 

(juvenile) 

DAI 

commitments 

(adult) 

Alameda 815 31 38.0 28 3 

Alpine 0 0 - 0 0 

Amador 3 0 0.0 0 0 

Butte 101 4 39.6 4 0 

Calaveras 21 1 47.6 1 0 

Colusa 2 0 0.0 0 0 

Contra Costa 394 42 106.6 39 3 

Del Norte 9 0 0.0 0 0 

El Dorado 39 1 25.6 1 0 

Fresno 657 35 53.3 27 8 

Glenn 8 0 0.0 0 0 

Humboldt 68 1 14.7 1 0 

Imperial 83 0 0.0 0 0 

Inyo 0 1 - 1 0 

Kern 476 23 48.3 22 1 

Kings 174 16 92.0 9 7 

Lake 40 1 25.0 1 0 

Lassen 17 0 0.0 0 0 

Los Angeles 4827 170 35.2 167 3 

Madera 75 3 40.0 1 2 

Marin 128 1 7.8 1 0 

Mariposa 1 0 0.0 0 0 

Mendocino 68 0 0.0 0 0 

Merced 254 18 70.9 18 0 

Modoc 2 0 0.0 0 0 

Mono 1 0 0.0 0 0 

Monterey 246 17 69.1 17 0 



 

 

County Juvenile 

felony arrests 

(2016) 

Total DJJ 

commitments 

(Dec. 2016)  

Commitments 

per 1,000 felony 

arrests 

DJJ 

commitments 

(juvenile) 

DAI 

commitments 

(adult) 

Napa 76 0 0.0 0 0 

Nevada 54 1 18.5 0 1 

Orange 1196 2 1.7 0 2 

Placer 130 0 0.0 0 0 

Plumas 11 0 0.0 0 0 

Riverside 756 66 87.3 48 18 

Sacramento 712 41 57.6 30 11 

San Benito 34 0 0.0 0 0 

San Bernardino 1772 37 20.9 19 18 

San Diego 1321 26 19.7 25 1 

San Francisco 454 5 11.0 5 0 

San Joaquin 565 28 49.6 6 22 

San Luis Obispo 81 0 0.0 0 0 

San Mateo 262 3 11.5 3 0 

Santa Barbara 301 10 33.2 6 4 

Santa Clara 920 7 7.6 4 3 

Santa Cruz 151 3 19.9 2 1 

Shasta 60 1 16.7 1 0 

Sierra 0 0 - 0 0 

Siskiyou 15 1 66.7 1 0 

Solano 332 10 30.1 9 1 

Sonoma 221 15 67.9 14 1 

Stanislaus 461 13 28.2 12 1 

Sutter 66 2 30.3 1 1 

Tehama 29 1 34.5 0 1 

Trinity 5 0 0.0 0 0 

Tulare 447 21 47.0 16 5 

Tuolumne 9 3 333.3 1 2 

Ventura 473 7 14.8 5 2 

Yolo 157 2 12.7 1 1 

Yuba 76 4 52.6 0 4 

Sources: CDCR, 2016; DOJ, 2018. 

 

Please note: Jurisdictions submit their data to the official statewide or national databases maintained by appointed governmental bodies. 

While every effort is made to review data for accuracy and to correct information upon revision, CJCJ cannot be responsible for data 

reporting errors made at the county, state, or national level. 


