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JUVENILE JUSTICE REALIGNMENT BLOCK GRANT ANNUAL PLAN 
MAIN CONTACT FOR PLAN 
 

Date: 4/16/2025 

County Name: San Francisco 

Contact Name: Katherine Miller 

Telephone Number: 415-753-7566 

E-mail Address: katherine.miller@sfgov.org 

BACKGROUND AND INSTRUCTIONS:  

Welfare & Institutions Code Section(s) 1990-1995 establish the Juvenile Justice Realignment Block Grant 
program for the purpose of providing county-based care, custody, and supervision of youth who are realigned 
from the state Division of Juvenile Justice or who would otherwise be eligible for commitment to the Division of 
Juvenile Justice prior to its closure. Section 1995 was amended by Assembly Bill 505 (Ting, Chapter 528, 
Statutes of 2023.) This template has been updated to reflect those amendments which will be in effect on January 
1, 2024. All citations are to the law as amended. The statutory language can be found here. 

To be eligible for funding allocations associated with this grant program, counties shall create a subcommittee 
of the multiagency juvenile justice coordinating council to develop a plan describing the facilities, programs, 
placements, services, supervision, and reentry strategies that are needed to provide appropriate rehabilitative 
services for realigned youth. (Welf. & Inst. Code § 1995(a).) 

County plans are to be submitted to the Office of Youth and Community Restoration in accordance with Welf. & 
Inst. Code §1995. OYCR may request revisions as necessary or request completion of the required planning 
process prior to final acceptance of the plan. (Welf. & Inst. Code § 1995 (f).) Plans will be posted to the Office of 
Youth and Community Restoration website. (Welf. & Inst. Code § 1995(g).)  

There are nine sections to the plan: 

Part 1: Subcommittee Composition 

Part 2: Target Population 

Part 3: Programs and Services 

Part 4: Juvenile Justice Realignment Block 

Grant Funds  

Part 5: Facility Plan  

Part 6: Retaining the Target Population in 

the Juvenile Justice System  

Part 7: Regional Efforts 

Part 8: Data  

Part 9: Other Updates 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240AB505
mailto:katherine.miller@sfgov.org
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PART 1: SUBCOMMITTEE COMPOSITION AND PROCESS (WELF. & INST. CODE §§ 
1995 (B) AND (C)) 
 
List the subcommittee members, agency affiliation where applicable, and contact information:  
 

Agency Name and Title Email 

Chief Probation Officer (Chair) 
Katherine Weinstein Miller katherine.miller@sfgov.org 

District Attorney’s Office 
Representative 

Jean Roland jean.roland@sfgov.org 

Public Defender’s Office 
Representative 

Patricia Lee patricia.lee@sfgov.org 

Department of Social Services 
Representative 

Joan Miller joan.h.miller@sfgov.org 

Department of Mental Health 
Mona Tahsini mona.tahsini@sfdph.org 

Office of Education Representative 
Rachel Noto notor@sfusd.edu 

Court Representative 
Hon. Roger Chan rchan@sftc.org  

Three Community Members 
(defined as “individuals who have 
experience providing community-
based youth services, youth justice 
advocates with expertise and 
knowledge of the juvenile justice 
system, or have been directly 
involved in the juvenile justice 
system” (Welf. & Inst. Code § 
1995(b).)) 

Denise Coleman dcoleman@huckleberryyouth.org 

Ron Stueckle ron@sunsetyouthservices.org 

La’dajah Mark La’dajah.mark@sfgov.org 

Attorney Administrator 
(Delinquency) for the Indigent 

Defense Administration (IDA) of 
the Bar Association of San 

Francisco (BASF) 

Monika Loya mloya@sfbar.org 

mailto:katherine.miller@sfgov.org
mailto:jean.roland@sfgov.org
mailto:patricia.lee@sfgov.org
mailto:joan.h.miller@sfgov.org
mailto:mona.tahsini@sfdph.org
mailto:notor@sfusd.edu
mailto:rchan@sftc.org
mailto:dcoleman@huckleberryyouth.org
mailto:ron@sunsetyouthservices.org
mailto:La%E2%80%99dajah.mark@sfgov.org
mailto:mloya@sfbar.org
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Community Member:             
Individual with lived experience in 

a secure youth facility 

Will Roy Willroy8881@gmail.com 

Community Member:         
Victim/survivor of community 

violence 

Chaniel Williams chanielw88@gmail.com 

Community Member:                 
Caregiver or loved one of children 
impacted by a secure youth facility 

Vacant Click or tap here to enter text. 

Community Member: 
Community-based provider who 

serves justice-involved young 
adults and has expertise in housing 

and/or workforce development 

Liz Jackson-Simpson 

(Success Centers) 

Ljackson-
simpson@successcenters.org 

 
Describe the process used to determine whether to select a co-chair for your subcommittee (Welf. & 
Inst. Code § 1995(b)):  

When the subcommittee met on January 23rd, 2024, our Chair shared that the subcommittee could now 
appoint a co-chair. At that time, membership decided not to select a co-chair for the subcommittee and 
to leave Chief Miller as the Chair of San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment Subcommittee. 

Provide the dates of the last two meetings that the subcommittee convened to discuss your county’s 
JJRBG plan? 

Meeting Date 1: March, 4th, 2025 Meeting Date 2: April 15th, 2025 
 
 
Additional meeting dates of the subcommittee, if applicable:  

Since the May 2024 plan submission, the subcommittee has met four times. The two dates above as 
well as October 8th, 2024 and December 10th, 2024. 

Date that the subcommittee approved the plan by a majority vote.  

April 15th, 2025 

Describe how the plan was developed, including the review and participation of the subcommittee 
community members as defined in Welf. & Inst. Code § 1995(b):  

When the original plan was developed in 2020, the subcommittee did an intensive gap analysis to 
examine what programs, services, and resources the City and County of San Francisco already had to 

mailto:Willroy8881@gmail.com
mailto:chanielw88@gmail.com
mailto:Ljackson-simpson@successcenters.org
mailto:Ljackson-simpson@successcenters.org
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support for this population of young people, what wasn’t available that should be, and how to bridge 
those gaps. Different members of the subcommittee assumed a lead role in a variety of topic areas 
including Education, Housing, Family Engagement, Healthy Adolescent Development, Workforce 
Development & Employment, Transitional Housing, Cultural Responsivity, Girls & Gender Expansive 
Young People, Facilities/Settings, and Mental & Behavioral Health. In their lead capacity, members 
convened sessions with other juvenile justice partners and community members, led discussions and 
research to inform these analyses, and presented their findings to the full subcommittee. The 
subcommittee reviewed the analyses of each area and set a series of funding priorities based on what 
those analyses showed. JPD staff then drafted the plan for subcommittee members to review. After 
receiving edits and feedback, staff updated the plan and it was unanimously approved by subcommittee 
members in December 2021. Since then, on an annual basis, San Francisco Juvenile Probation staff have 
updated the plan with any progress, subcommittee members reviewed that progress, provided edits 
and feedback, and after those edits were incorporated, voted to approve the plan. 

In the 2025 plan submission, it felt appropriate to update the entire plan with the work San Francisco 
has done in alignment with the subcommittee’s values to support the realignment population, especially 
in our Secure Youth Treatment Facility, which did not exist in December 2021, prior to the closure of DJJ. 
This updated version has been presented to the DJJ Realignment Subcommittee for their review, 
feedback, and approval prior to submission to the state. 

PART 2: TARGET POPULATION (WELF. & INST. CODE § 1995(D)(1)) 
 
Briefly describe the County’s realignment target population supported by the block grant. 
 
The “target population” is defined as “youth who were eligible for commitment to the Division of Juvenile 
Justice prior to its closure and shall further be defined as persons who are adjudicated to be a ward of 
the juvenile court based on an offense described in subdivision (b) of Section 707 or an offense 
described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code.” (Welf. & Inst. Code § 1990(b)) 
 
San Francisco City and County utilizes the Juvenile Justice Realignment Block Grant (JJRBG) to support 
young people who were otherwise eligible for commitment to the Division of Juvenile Justice (DJJ) prior 
to its closure. These young people range in age from 14 to 25 and have been adjudicated to be a ward of 
the juvenile court based on an offense described in subdivision (b) of Section 707 of California’s Welfare 
& Institutions Code or an offense described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code. The Office of Youth 
and Community Restoration has clarified that the target population includes youth who have ever had a 
sustained petition for the listed offenses in any county. 

Demographics of identified target population, including anticipated numbers of youth served, 
disaggregated by factors including age, gender, race or ethnicity, and offense/offense history.  



 5 

San Francisco Juvenile Probation - DJJ Realignment Target Population Demographics, Fiscal Year 2023-
20241: 
At the start of Fiscal Year 2023-2024, there were 121 youth on the Juvenile Probation Caseload who 
were previously adjudicated to be a ward of the court for a DJJ eligible offense: 

• 17% female (n=21), 83% male (n=100) 
• 66% African American (n=80),  Latinx ( ),  Other ; including Asian 

American/Pacific Islander; White; Unknown; Other)  
• 15% age 13-15 (n=18), 34% age 16-17 (n=41), 40% age 18-20 (n=49), 11% age 21-22 (n=13) 

It is important to note the glaring disproportionality of African American youth in San Francisco’s DJJ 
Realignment population. While only accounting for 5.74% of San Francisco’s youth population in 2020, 
African American youth make up 66% of San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment population.  

During Fiscal Year 2023-2024, 48 young people were adjudicated to be a ward of the juvenile court 
based on an offense described in subdivision (b) of Section 707 of California’s Welfare & Institutions 
Code or an offense described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code in San Francisco, associated with 53 
dispositions. The most serious offense for these cases included: 

• 60% Assault 
• 34% Robbery 
•  Homicide 
•  Forcible Rape 

Describe the target population, disaggregated by programs, placements and/or facilities to 
which they have been referred.  

In Fiscal Year 2023-2024, the majority of youth adjudicated to be a ward of the juvenile court based on 
an offense described in subdivision (b) of Section 707 of California’s Welfare & Institutions Code or 
Section 290.008 of the Penal Code in San Francisco, were placed on wardship probation (64%), with 51% 
ordered to be supervised in the community and  ordered to out of home placement.  

 of such youth were committed to our secure facility, with  receiving a Secure Youth 
Treatment Facility Commitment and  receiving a Juvenile Hall Commitment.  of young 
people in the target population were transferred out to another county at time of disposition. 

Juvenile Hall & SYTF Commitments 
In Fiscal Year 2023-2024,  committed to San Francisco’s Secure Youth Treatment 
Facility: 

 

1 Following OYCR and California Health and Human Services guidelines, JPD cannot share data with case counts fewer than 
12 
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• 100% youth of color 
• Age at disposition ranges from 17-19 years old 
• Most serious adjudicated offenses: 

o Forcible Rape:  
o Homicide:  
o Robbery:  

 
In San Francisco, our realignment population is comprised primarily of boys and young men of color. San 
Francisco is committed to ensuring that every gap identified is met with a solution that is responsive to 
the needs of these young people. Additionally, although girls and gender expansive young people make 
up less than 20% of the realignment population, and we have yet to have any girls or gender expansive 
youth committed to the SYTF, San Francisco is committed to ensuring that every program and service is 
considered through a gender-specific lens. Across all settings, San Francisco strives to value and embed 
choice, voice, basic needs, procedural justice, and culturally and gender-specific resources and supports. 
 
In an effort to keep young people, especially boys and young men of color, out of the deepest end of the 
juvenile justice system, San Francisco will continue to continue to work to identify new alternatives to 
secure SYTF. 
 

PART 3: PROGRAMS AND SERVICES (WELF. & INST. CODE §1995(D)(2))  
 
Provide a description of the facilities, programs, placements, services and service providers, 
supervision, and other responses that will be provided to the target population. Describe any 
progress on this element since May 1, 2024 at the end of your response (Welf. & Inst. Code 
§1995(D)(2) and (d)(8)): 

Dispositions for young people with sustained petitions for 707(b) offenses or offenses described in 
Section 290.008 of the Penal Code usually fall into one of three settings: 1) wardship probation 
supervision in the community (51%), 2) out of home placement ( ), or 3) a secure facility ( ). San 
Francisco already leverages a broad array of programs, placements, services, supervision strategies, 
supports, and resources for young people with petitions sustained for these kinds of offenses in each of 
these three settings, and have continued to do so post-DJJ Realignment. San Francisco recently 
launched a new public-private collaborative initiative, the Justice Services Care Coordinator model, that 
ensures that every young person arrested in San Francisco is connected to a community-based 
organization that supports them throughout their court process and, if appropriate, through their 
disposition and placement. All young people who are ordered to wardship probation, out of home 
placement, or a long-term commitment in a secure facility are already connected to a Justice Services 
Care Coordinator at time of disposition, and that professional will continue to connect them to 
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resources, help them accomplish their goals, and support them in successfully completing any court-
ordered requirements and their term of probation. 
 
Wardship Probation in the Community: As detailed in Part 2, the majority of young people with 
sustained petitions for 707(b) offenses or offenses described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code are 
placed on wardship probation in the community, in which the young person lives at home under a set of 
probation conditions supervised by Juvenile Probation. For these young people, there is a wide 
spectrum of well-established community-based programs available in San Francisco, funded primarily by 
the City and County, specifically to support justice-involved youth and young adults. These programs 
include the Community Assessment and Referral center (CARC), justice services care coordinators, 
credible messenger life coaches, custody-based services, whole family support, out-of-home placement, 
young adult court case management, and school crisis support. The City and County also funds an even 
broader array of community-based services that provide educational supports, enrichment and skill 
building, after school and summer programming, youth empowerment, and workforce development. 
This broad array of services, built out over the last 20 years, has an annual investment of over $86 
million, and plays an integral role in San Francisco’s juvenile justice system.  
 
Out of Home Placement: When a young person with a sustained petition for a  WIC 707(b) offense or an 
offense described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code is ordered to out of home placement (OOHP), 
that young person lives either with a resource family or in a Short Term Residential Therapeutic Program 
(STRTP) for a period of time prescribed by the court, while under the supervision of Juvenile Probation. 
Young people ordered to OOHP are transitioned to a DPO in the Placement/Reentry unit post 
disposition for the duration of their placement and their reentry back home. 
 
Placements may be in San Francisco, in another Bay Area County, or, sometimes, further away in 
different regions of California or even, in the case of some resource families, out of state. If a young 
person stays in San Francisco, then all of the City’s investments, programs, and services are available to 
them. If a young person is sent to a placement out of county, there are fewer programmatic and service 
options from the San Francisco network, and it is much more challenging for San Francisco-based 
programs to provide services. At STRTPs, the facility is required to provide services to meet each young 
person’s needs. For young people living in resource families, with the support of their DPO and 
community partners or service providers, the young person and their resource family can access 
services in other counties. DPOs also initiate Medi-Cal transfers to the county where a young person 
resides so that they can receive physical and behavioral health services. The Juvenile Probation 
Department facilitates regular Child and Family Team meetings for all youth ordered to out of home 
placement, regardless of the placement location. 
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In addition to STRTPs and kinship resource family placements, SF JPD has partnered with Alternative 
Family Services to provide eight Intensive Services Foster Care resource family homes for young people 
who need intensive treatment and behavioral support. Youth in ISFC homes receive a higher level of 
care and supervision than traditional foster care. Because of this, resource parents who are certified to 
provide ISFC must undergo additional training, are compensated at a higher rate, and get more access 
to support and respite. 
 
Through this contract, AFS has recruited eight culturally responsive homes (including Spanish speaking 
homes), specifically for the San Francisco juvenile justice population. These homes are selected by AFS 
according to their ability to work with the target population and all eight homes are located in the Bay 
Area. Additionally, all ISFC youth are matched with a CASA, a trained volunteer advocate, who may also 
serve as Education Rights Holders as needed. Volunteer advocates provide community and court-based 
advocacy, as well as community linkages, and follow the youth through placement changes. 
 
If a young person turns 18 while in any out of home placement, they become eligible for extended 
foster care (AB12), enabling them to receive benefits, and access supportive and transitional housing 
options, along with specialized services and supports. Once they have completed probation, they can 
stay in extended foster care until age 21, if they so wish, and work with a JPD social worker, who 
provides support and guidance, and ensures that they continue to meet AB12 eligibility requirements.  
 
The Supervising Probation Officer of the Placement/Reentry Unit case conferences monthly with AB12 
Social Workers, the defense bar, and the Juvenile Collaborative Reentry Court Case Coordinator at the 
Center on Juvenile and Criminal Justice (CJCJ), a community-based partner who has long served young 
people in San Francisco’s juvenile justice system, to discuss all young people in out of home placement. 
When a young person is getting ready to return home from out of home placement, a Reentry Planning 
meeting is scheduled with the youth’s reentry team to discuss their transition plan. This team includes 
the young person, their family, CJCJ, JPD, the youth’s defense attorney, an SFUSD transition specialist, 
and any other providers who are supporting them. Based on the discussions of that team, JPD proposes 
a plan and brings it to the court for their review, approval, and adoption. The young person also gets an 
opportunity to present this plan to the court. San Francisco has a dedicated Juvenile Collaborative 
Reentry court calendar, which includes “pre-court” the day before hearings, during which the judge, 
Juvenile Probation, CJCJ, the District Attorney’s Office, the Public Defender’s Office, and other 
community providers come together to discuss the young person, their plan, progress and challenges, 
and troubleshoot solutions to better support the reentry process.  
 
Juvenile Justice Center: San Francisco effectively operates two separate facilities within our one secure 
building, the Juvenile Justice Center (JJC). Our Juvenile Hall operates as the official reception and 
detention center for youth detained as a result of an arrest for alleged delinquent misconduct or a 
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juvenile court order in San Francisco and our Secure Youth Treatment Facility (SYTF) operates as our 
long-term commitment facility. Both are housed in the same building, the JJC, but will be referred to 
throughout the document as separate facilities and programs.  
 
Juvenile Hall: Juvenile Hall is the official reception and detention center for youth detained as a result of 
an arrest for alleged delinquent misconduct or a juvenile court order in San Francisco. The court may 
also commit a youth to placement at juvenile hall for a prescribed period of time as a disposition, for 
example for a sustained petition for 707(b) offenses. These commitments are distinct from a Secure 
Youth Treatment Facility (SYTF) commitment in that these commitments are often 2 years or less and do 
not abide by the requirements set forth in WIC 875. 
 
The San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department, in partnership with the San Francisco Unified School 
District, Department of Public Health, and over 20 community-based organization partners, both 
contract and volunteer, currently provides evidence-based and culturally responsive programs and 
services to youth housed in the Juvenile Justice Center (see Appendix A). All young people committed to 
Juvenile Hall are eligible to participate in these programs and leave their living unit to access the 
education center, the library, the gymnasium, the large outdoor recreation and garden space, and the 
multipurpose classroom setting where their educational, recreational, and programming needs are met.  
 
While at Juvenile Hall, young people are engaged in individualized education plans with the goal of 
achieving their high school diploma. There are GED and HiSET options available for youths whose 
educational goals would be best served in these formats. For high school graduates, there is access to 
online community college classes through the City College of San Francisco, and we are working to 
identify additional post-AA higher education and vocational training opportunities with colleges, 
universities, and CBOs in the Bay Area.  
 
Currently, the Department of Public Health and community-based organizations provide a variety of 
programs and services that encourage literacy, self-expression, critical thinking skills, and life skills, and 
promote job readiness, as well as social-emotional skills like communication, problem-solving, and self-
assessment. All young people committed to Juvenile Hall and the SYTF are able to engage in this 
programming array. We continue to identify and implement long-term programming for young people 
committed to the facility with a focus on programming that is developmentally aligned, trauma 
informed, culturally responsive, and grounded in positive youth development, explored in more detail 
below. 
 
Secure Youth Treatment Facility: In 2021, San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment Subcommittee voted to use 
the Juvenile Justice Center as San Francisco’s interim Secure Youth Treatment Facility (SYTF) and to 
revise our SYTF plan once City leadership makes decisions regarding San Francisco’s current juvenile hall 
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and future place of detention; to recommend to City leadership to consider co-locating San Francisco’s 
SYTF and San Francisco’s future place of detention; and that regardless this place should be healing-
centered, family-centered, community-connected, and culturally responsive.  
 
Since the subcommittee’s vote in 2021, San Francisco’s leadership has not made any definitive 
movements towards closing our current facility or opening a new one. There continue to be investments 
in and discussions around how San Francisco could best serve this population of young people, including 
how to better utilize the property we currently occupy, which is detailed further in our facility plan 
below. The Subcommittee has not identified any specific out of county SYTF options to use at this time, 
but San Francisco continues to be open to utilizing out of county options when and where appropriate, 
should they align with our values. 
 
Since DJJ Realignment took effect, and our local subcommittee’s decision to use our current Juvenile 
Justice Center (which also houses our Juvenile Hall) as our Secure Youth Treatment Facility (SYTF) in 
2021, San Francisco has had 18 SYTF and juvenile hall commitments, the majority of which have been 
SYTF commitments. This is much higher than we anticipated given San Francisco’s historical 
commitments to DJJ. All of these commitments have been young men of color and many have been over 
18 at the time of their commitment. San Francisco recognizes that it is imperative that we continue to 
maintain a Secure Youth Treatment Facility and continue working to identify step-down options 
available for this population. These options must be as safe, healthy, and as normative and similar to life 
in the community as is possible in a secure or residential setting. 
 
When a young person with a sustained petition for a WIC 707(b) offense or an offense as described in 
Section 290.008 of the Penal Code is ordered to a secure youth treatment facility (SYTF) by the court, 
the young person lives in a secure facility for a period of time prescribed by the court. At time of 
commitment, the young person is transferred to probation’s Placement/Reentry Unit and is assigned to 
our SYTF DPO’s caseload. In partnership with the young person being committed, their family, 
community programs and partners who have been supporting them, and Juvenile Justice Center staff, 
the SYTF DPO creates an Individualized Rehabilitation Plan (IRP) which is then submitted to the court for 
approval. The SYTF DPO supports these young people in implementing their plan while in the SYTF, 
along with their network of support. As a result of DJJ Realignment, our SYTF DPOs have had much 
closer contact with young people ordered to SYTF in our Juvenile Justice Center than they did when 
young people were committed to DJJ and in turn are much more involved in supporting each committed 
young person toward progressing in their IRP. The court reviews that young person’s progress every six 
months and determines if the court will shorten their commitment term, step the young person down 
to a less restrictive program, or release them and discharge them to probation. Both less restrictive 
programs and discharges to probation may result in a young person transitioning to a non-secure 
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facility, an OOHP, to live with a family member, or into independent living, but each have distinct legal 
parameters and result in different grant eligibility and court expectations. 
 
Young people committed to the SYTF have access to many of the programs that work with our pre-
adjudicated population and, because of our continued investment in and commitment to quality, long-
term programming, SYTF youth now have programs that are specifically designed to support them 
during their term of incarceration. These programs include in-person community college classes, 
vocational training opportunities, and victim-impact and restorative justice groups, among others. 
 
Justice-Involved Youth-Serving Community-Based Organizations 
San Francisco has a robust array of community-based programming and services for young people who 
are justice-involved. San Francisco invests over nine million dollars from the local Children’s Fund (a 
voter-approved property tax allocation), JPD general fund, and the state JJCPA and YOBG 
apportionments in services and programs specifically for justice-involved young people in both the 
juvenile and adult system. The Juvenile Justice Realignment Block Grant now also helps to fund a portion 
of these services that are directly supporting young people with sustained WIC 707(b) offenses or 
offenses described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code. The bulk of this community-based 
programmatic funding is administered by the Department of Children, Youth and Their Families (DCYF) 
through their Justice Services portfolio, which funds the following strategies: 
 
Table 1 Justice Services – funded by JJRBG, SF Children’s Fund, JPD General Fund, JJCPA, & YOBG 

Strategy Area Overview # of 
Programs 
Funded 

Total Annual Investment  

Community 
Assessment & 
Referral 
Center 

When young people first enter the criminal justice 
system, they go to the community assessment and 
referral center (CARC). After CARC learns the young 
person's needs, it connects them to a justice services 
care coordinator. 

1 $1,500,000 

Justice 
Services Care 
Coordinators 

These programs provide case management to young 
people in the justice system. Coordinators may connect 
young people to life coaches or other services. 

6 $3,592,300 

Credible 
Messenger 
Life Coaches 

These programs connect young people in the justice 
system with adults who come from the same 
background and speak the same language. Life coaches 
support young people on every step of their path out of 
the justice system. 

4 $1,400,000 
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Strategy Area Overview # of 
Programs 
Funded 

Total Annual Investment  

Custody-Based 
Services 

Programs for young people at San Francisco’s Juvenile 
Justice Center including: 

• School support 

• Job training 

• Restorative justice 

• Life skills 

• Victim Impact/Empathy 

• Sports 

12 $2,032,500 

Out of Home 
Placement 

Programs for young people in the justice system who 
cannot return home by court order. Rather than locked 
detention, these programs provide home-like places for 
young people to live. 

1 $800,000 

 
San Francisco is fortunate to have both the will and commitment of our residents and community to 
invest so heavily in our nonprofit, community-based agencies through our historic Children’s Fund, as 
well as the network of support, relationships, care, and love that our community providers tirelessly give 
to San Francisco’s young people. 
 
Health Services 
All young people in San Francisco, including young people with petitions sustained for WIC 707(b) 
offenses or offenses described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code, can access the Department of 
Public Health (DPH)’s Outpatient Community Clinics across the city, which have language capacity and 
culturally responsive treatment models, and provide outpatient individual, group, and family therapy. 
Young people can also access medical services through DPH’s Community Health Programs for Youth 
(CHPY), which provides primary care medical services for young people ages 12-25 and has several 
community clinics throughout the city. 
 
Specifically for transitional age youth (TAY), DPH has: 

• DPH TAY FSP (Full Service Partnership): Wraparound services for higher acuity TAY, including 
medication management, case management, and linkages to housing and any other treatment 
needed  

• Felton FSP: Pre-psychosis program that provides similar wraparound services as above to TAY 
who are experiencing pre-psychosis symptoms. 
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Special Programs for Youth (SPY) is a DPH-staffed program providing primary, medical, dental, and 
behavioral health services for youth in JJC. SPY behavioral health services include: 

• Assessment 
• Individual therapy 
• Substance Abuse Counseling 
• 24/7 crisis intervention, including risk assessment and safety planning 
• Family engagement practices, including staying in touch with families, updating them, and 

keeping them in the loop regarding their young person 
• Sex offender treatment (described below) 
• Psychiatry services 
• Care coordination, including keeping DPOs updated on client’s progress, relaying important 

information back to the young person, connecting with all stakeholders involved in young 
person’s case, sharing information as appropriate, and linking young person back to any 
community provider 

 
SPY also provides medical services to young people in JJC which include: 

• Annual physical exam and onsite care with medical provider 
• 24/7 onsite medical services 
• Coordination to subspeciality services and/or youth’s private provider 
• Dental services 
• Immunizations 
• Reproductive health services 

 
SPY services are delivered by culturally and linguistically diverse staff, trained in trauma-informed 
healing practices. Many program staff have pre-existing relationships with young people and their 
families. SPY has a collaborative relationship with community-based providers, including shared 
electronic health records, especially in service of supporting young people’s aftercare plans during their 
reentry into the community. All SPY services meet BSCC Title 15 and Title 24 standards. 
 
Sex Offender Treatment 
SPY is also the main Sexual Risk provider serving young people detained for sexual offenses. SPY refers 
the young person to a specialized unit at DPH that does psychological testing and assessment to 
determine risk level and level of care, including whether inpatient or outpatient treatment is 
appropriate. These assessments and findings are then submitted to the court. If the court orders 
Juvenile Sexual Risk treatment, SPY then will initiate treatment, and may refer out to other providers, 
depending on the needs of that young person. 
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Multi-Systemic Therapy 
In addition to SPY’s host of services, in 2024, SF JPD released a competitive solicitation and awarded a 
contract to Seneca Family of Services to deliver Multisystemic Therapy (MST) to young people involved 
in the juvenile justice system. MST is an evidence-based practice aimed at reducing delinquency 
behaviors and substance use in adolescents. It is a short-term (150 day program), intensive (2 to 3 
meetings per week), family-focused (meetings primarily with caregivers) service. Seneca’s MST services 
are delivered in the home, at school, in neighborhoods, and community by therapists who provide one 
on one work with family systems focusing on empowering parents/caregivers to make long term, 
sustainable changes. MST is aimed at supporting young people with multiple arrests, behavior patterns 
that are beyond parental control or cause difficulty in school, as well as young people engaging in 
domestic violence. 
 
Educational Services 
 
County Office of Education/San Francisco Unified School District 
For young people with sustained WIC 707(b) petitions, or sustained petitions for offenses described in 
Section 290.008 of the Penal Code, who are ordered to wardship probation, many continue to attend a 
traditional San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) high school or an alternative or continuation 
high school through the County Office of Education (COE). SFUSD has counselors who support young 
people’s transitions back into school if their time in the system has kept them from attending. DCYF 
invests over $8 million dollars in community organizations that deliver education-related programming 
and services to San Francisco’s most vulnerable young people. There are additional local and state 
investments in San Francisco City College through the Rising Scholars program, San Francisco State 
University through Project Rebound, and UC Berkeley through Underground Scholars that offer current 
or previously justice-involved high school graduates postsecondary academic opportunities with 
targeted support and guidance from credible messengers and peer mentors. 
 
For young people with sustained WIC 707(b) petitions or petitions sustained for offenses described in 
Section 290.008 of the Penal Code are ordered to out of home placement, academic continuity and 
opportunities depend on where that young person has been placed. If housed with a San Francisco 
STRTP or resource family, they can access all the services detailed above. If they are out of county, they 
may be placed in an STRTP that has its own school on campus or, if with a resource family or placed in 
an STRTP that does not have an academic program, the young person will likely be enrolled in a local 
high school in the county where they reside, with support provided by their DPO.  
 
For young people with sustained WIC 707(b) petitions or sustained petitions for offenses described in 
Section 290.008 of the Penal Code who are committed to San Francisco’s SYTF, there are multiple 
investments in education. SFUSD and the San Francisco County Office of Education, in collaboration with 
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other community organizations, deliver an academic day program that every young person in JJC is 
required to attend if they have not completed the requirements to earn a high school diploma. Each 
student has an Individual Learning Plan (ILP) that includes a connection to an SFUSD/SFCOE school that 
will be the best fit to help that young person progress towards, and ultimately, graduate from high 
school. Every student has access to a general education teacher and a special education teacher who, 
when appropriate, may assess youth who have not previously been identified for special education, 
develop that student’s IEP (if the student qualifies), and monitor IEPs/ILPs and student performance. 
 
 
In addition to academics, education and enrichment programming in JJC includes: 

• Social emotional learning 
• Health and nutrition, including food, exercise, sex education, and effects of drugs and alcohol on 

the brain and body 
• College and career exploration 
• Virtual reality experiences 
• Social justice learning and legal career pathways 
• Basic writing skills, including research and creative writing opportunities 
• Job readiness skills, including resume building, interview prep, soft skills, and other 

communication skills 
• Gardening 
• Library periods 
• Visual arts  
• Sketch comedy program 
• Computer literacy workshop series 

 
Additionally, San Francisco Juvenile Probation and County Office of Education have partnered to create 
a College & Career Liaison position, as well as two vocational training pathways specifically for long-term 
committed youth in our facility, and funded by JJRBG, that will be discussed further in Part 4 as JJRBG 
funds these efforts. 
 
City College of San Francisco 
In 2023, City College of San Francisco received a Rising Scholars grant to specifically and intentionally 
engage juvenile justice-involved young students, especially the realignment population, both in and out 
of custody. They hired a new Juvenile Justice Services Director and, with support from JPD, deliver at 
least two in-person classes in the SYTF every semester. City College also participates in graduation 
ceremonies in custody for any students who complete their A.A. requirements. Prior to DJJ Realignment, 
San Francisco’s JJC had never before hosted in-person college courses or A.A. graduation ceremonies, so 
this has been a huge accomplishment for both City College and JPD. The Juvenile Justice Director and 
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her team also work on recruitment and retention of justice involved students out of custody, including 
young people transitioning out of SYTF. 

PART 4: JUVENILE JUSTICE REALIGNMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS (WELF. & INST. 
CODE §1995(D)(3))  
 
 
Describe how the County plans to apply grant funds to address the mental health, sex offender 
treatment, or related behavioral or trauma-based needs of the target population. Describe any 
progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: (Welf. & Inst. Code 
§1995(d)(3)(A) and (d)(8)) 

San Francisco is incredibly lucky to have a City-funded behavioral health clinic within our facility – 
Department of Public Health’s Special Programs for Youth (SPY), discussed in depth above. San Francisco 
has leveraged the experience and expertise of our on-site Department of Public Health clinicians to 
support youth with sustained sex offenses as well as those with any intensive behavioral health needs. 
At the request of the court, we are currently looking to identify additional resources and supports for 
young people who have intensive mental health needs in this population. Additionally, SPY has recently 
hired a clinician who specializes in substance abuse treatment and who will soon begin running groups 
on the SYTF units. The need for this type of intervention and targeted support continues to grow among 
young people committed to our SYTF. 

Using JJRBG funds, one of the DCYF-funded programs, Occupational Therapy Training Program’s Life 
Skills, provides group and individual Occupational Therapy services to help young people develop skills 
across a variety of contexts of their life including: anger management, frustration tolerance, acceptance, 
stress management, exploration of interests, and more. 

Finally, after an exhaustive search for domestic violence and/or intimate partner violence programs 
(DV/IPV) who would be willing to work with our SYTF youth, JPD has partnered with Faith in Community 
Action Education Services (F.A.C.E.S.) to deliver individual counseling sessions to young people who are 
ordered by the court to participate in DV/IPV counseling services which we pay for with JJRBG dollars. 
These sessions last 26 weeks and are specifically designed to support transitional age young adults, as 
opposed to most Batterer-Intervention Programs (BIPs), which commonly are 52 weeks and were not 
designed to be delivered to youth or transitional aged young adults. 

This work is supported by JJC staff, some of whose personnel costs are funded with JJRBG. 

Describe how the County plans to apply grant funds to address support programs or services 
that promote healthy adolescent development for the target population. Describe any progress 
on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: (Welf. & Inst. Code 
§1995(d)(3)(B) and (d)(8))  
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Since the passage of SB 823, San Francisco’s juvenile justice involved population of Transitional Age 
Youth (TAY) has grown over the last few years, with TAY now making up 27% of our Juvenile Justice 
Center population and 37% of Juvenile Probation’s caseload. The Juvenile Court and Juvenile Probation 
have extensive experience working with young people as they transition into adulthood, and especially 
with young people in extended foster care. What was new for us with the passage of SB 823 was to have 
the highest-level interventions and/or placements for juvenile justice-involved young adults over 18 
years old in our own county.  
 
One of San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment Subcommittee’s top priorities when originally drafting our DJJ 
Realignment Plan was to ensure programming that specifically met the needs of young people in long-
term confinement. All of the programming San Francisco had in our facility prior to SB 823 was designed 
for the transitory, pre-adjudicated population. As a part of its much larger multi-year RFP grant-making 
process, San Francisco’s Department of Children, Youth, and their Families (DCYF) released grant 
opportunities, funded in large part by JJRBG, specifically for in-custody programming for young people 
committed to our facility long-term. Aligned with the priorities of the DJJ Realignment Subcommittee, all 
of these programs aim to promote healthy adolescent and positive youth development, and equip 
young people committed to our facility with the skills, knowledge, and power to be successful when 
they leave. Of the programs funded, the following programs specifically promote positive youth 
development: 

• Success Stories: Success Stories Program – provides a 12-week curriculum that addresses root 
causes of harm and violence by helping participants unlearn destructive beliefs and behaviors. 
Their program tackles gun, gang, interpersonal, and community violence by acknowledging these 
behaviors as symptoms of an entrenched patriarchal system and seeks to build safe communities 
by delivering transformational feminist programs to youth and adults, with an emphasis on 
people who have caused harm. 

• Sunset Youth Services: Vocational Support Program – provides two hands-on vocational training, 
experiences, and skill tracks: culinary arts and digital arts/sound recording that equip young 
people with marketable skills in the digital and culinary arts industries while providing 
opportunities for creative expression, healing, and leadership development 

• Border Youth Tennis Exchange: Sport for Healing – a program offering healing centered sports, 
enrichment, and job readiness activities that includes professional sports instruction and a 
curated enrichment curriculum of trauma-informed coaching, sport for development, sport 
psychology, and positive social and emotional expression. 

DCYF and JPD monitor grant performance of all grants issued under DCYF’s 5-year cycle. In San 
Francisco, primarily through DCYF, organizations have to report on key indicators through DCYF’s 
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Contract Management System and, given the partnership of this investment, both JPD and DCYF 
collaborate on performance monitoring and approving invoices. 

Prior to DJJ Realignment, San Francisco did not have any formal postsecondary educational or vocational 
training opportunities. As discussed previously, we have worked for decades with the San Francisco 
County Office of Education to run our high school program. We recently entered into a new phase of our 
partnership with San Francisco County of Education, funded entirely by JJRBG, to staff a College and 
Career Liaison on-site full-time as well as two vocational training programs: culinary and landscape 
design. The College & Career Liaison will support students as they enroll in higher education 
coursework, register students for classes, assist students with applying for the FAFSA and other grant 
opportunities, develop an individualized academic or vocational plan for students, and all other related 
activities. The culinary and landscape design vocational programs will include instructors who are 
experts in their field and who will create curriculum specifically tailored to the needs of our students as 
well as the needs of the facility. We also have a new partnership with City College of San Francisco to 
bring in-person classes into our facility. These programs will include the ability to earn certifications and 
immediately transferable skills when they transition back to the community. 

As young people in our SYTF have engaged in community college classes and other vocational training 
opportunities, it has become clear that they often need additional support to be successful. We have 
partnered with Air Tutors to offer one-on-one personalized tutoring support for whatever each 
student’s individual need might be. Tutors have supported youth in everything from building up skills to 
be a successful student and completing assignments for a communications college classes, to deepening 
English language skills and comfort, and completing an American Meat Science Association (AMSA) Meat 
Selection & Cookery Certification. 

This work is supported by JJC staff, some of whose personnel costs are funded with JJRBG. 

Describe how the County plans to apply grant funds to address family engagement in programs 
for the target population. Describe any progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of 
your response: Welf. & Inst. Code §1995(d)(3)(C) and (d)(8))  

Included in San Francisco’s DCYF-funded programming is Sunset Youth Services’ Parenting Program. This 
program works with young people who are parents in our SYTF by delivering a 12-week parenting class 
based on the evidence-based Triple P Positive Parenting program. It also includes a Bedtime Story 
Project in which parents select a book from the public library, practice reading it aloud, and then make a 
recording of it to give to the child as a way to foster ongoing connection. For young people who have 
children, JPD also makes referrals to Bay Area Legal Aid who can assist with family court matters. 

Family members are a part of a young person’s Secure Track Team and so attend all Secure Track Team 
Meetings. The SYTF DPO is in regular contact with families who are involved in a young persons’ life via 
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phone and text and makes efforts to increase natural supports, including facilitating regular virtual visits 
with SYTF committed young people who have incarcerated parents.  

Outside of regular visiting time, families also have the opportunity for monthly special family visits. To 
set these up, a parent or family member reaches out to SYTF DPO to schedule their monthly visit and 
the SYTF DPO ensures the young person wants to welcome the family visit. These visits are an hour in 
length and can accommodate up to seven approved visitors which can include family, extended family, 
natural supports, girlfriends, and children, if the young person is a parent. The SYTF DPO does a 
background screening for all visitors and supervises the visits inside our facility. Families are welcome to 
share a meal, socialize, play games, and embrace each other. Youth often share awards, certificates, and 
recognitions they have received since the last family visit. 

During holidays, JPD works with one of our community partners to acquire gifts for young people’s 
families and distribute them to the young person so that they can present their families with a small gift. 

This work is supported by JJC staff, some of whose personnel costs are funded with JJRBG. 

Describe how the County plans to apply grant funds to address reentry, including planning and 
linkages to support employment, housing, and continuing education for the target population. 
Describe any progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: (Welf. & 
Inst. Code §1995(d)(3)(D) and (d)(8))  

Based on a young person’s individual rehabilitation plan, San Francisco will ensure that each young 
person receives the most appropriate program, service, or support that is needed or desired for their 
growth while in the SYTF, and that those programs and supports follow that young person as they 
transition to other settings and back into the community. 
 
San Francisco has specifically set aside portion of JJRBG funds for flexible, personalized programming for 
young people committed to the SYTF to support program components such as one-on-one domestic 
violence counseling, tuition for higher education, books, and any other identified needs. We will 
continue to use this funding to meet the individualized needs of eligible young people in long-term 
commitments. 

Sharp Circle, Inc., one of our JJRBG-funded partners, runs a Life Ownership Plan Program which is a 3-6 
month mentorship program which includes a comprehensive consultation to help discover and set a 
collection of transformational SMART goals, followed by a series of individualized coaching sessions to 
help identify and overcome internalized obstacles. This becomes a young person’s blueprint for reentry 
as they move towards their release. 

San Francisco is committed to providing a continuum of reentry housing and programmatic 
options,  and recognizes that we must continue to develop a range of Less Restrictive Programs as 
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contemplated by Welf. & Inst. Code 875, that best support each individual young person as they reenter 
the community from secure commitment. To that end, JPD issued multiple competitive solicitations for 
transitional housing to support young people leaving long-term secure commitment. Through these 
processes, we were able to enter into agreements with three providers who provide two distinct 
models. One model provides a housing case manager who is available to respond to support that young 
person within 15 minutes, helps a young person enter into their own lease, covers rent, utilities, 
transportation, a monthly payment, and other costs, as needed. The other model covers the same costs 
but instead the CBO holds the lease in their name and there is no built-in case management support. 
 
While preparing the solicitations that resulted in the partnerships detailed above, San Francisco 
submitted a Letter of Intent to OYCR to support transitions of committed youth to less restrictive 
programs. San Francisco proposed using OYCR funds to support three components: 

• Transitional Housing Program for young people stepping down from SYTF, 
• Reentry support from a reentry counselor with whom youth has established, trusting 

relationship, 
• Exploration of partnership with other counties to support step downs/less restrictive alternatives 

as ordered by the court. 
San Francisco is thrilled that OYCR funded this proposal above what we originally requested, enabling 
JPD to partially fund the transitional housing programs identified through the RFQ/Ps for eligible youth. 
It also allowed us to confidently release the Reentry Services RFP previously discussed. Finally, San 
Francisco continues to work with other counties to identify additional less restrictive programs and other 
appropriate opportunities for committed young people. 
 
One of the less restrictive program opportunities that San Francisco has identified is Pine Grove 
Conservation Camp, with whom San Francisco began the process of entering into an agreement should 
any young person show a desire to apply and be found eligible to join the program. One contingency that 
the DJJ Realignment Subcommittee required for entering into this agreement was that any San Francisco 
youth who goes to Pine Grove should be compensated appropriately for their participation – especially 
in their training and any fire-fighting related activities. JPD will ensure that the same monthly payment 
structure for youth in other less restrictive programs will be applied to young people in Pine Grove. 
 
Since San Francisco submitted our first DJJ Realignment Plan, we have had multiple releases from SYTF 
and quickly identified a need for intensive planning and resources to support successful reentry to the 
community. Our DJJ Realignment Subcommittee created a Reentry Planning Workgroup that met for a 
year and presented a series of recommendations to the subcommittee about how to adequately and 
appropriately plan for and invest in reentry services for young people leaving secure commitments. The 
DJJ Realignment Subcommittee adopted these recommendations and JPD in turn issued a competitive 
solicitation for Reentry Services in December 2024 that directly aligned with these proposals. In 
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February 2025, we awarded grants to two organizations to work closely with JPD on reentry 
coordination, as well as provide intensive reentry case management services for all young people 
leaving secure commitment. This includes making face to face contact with a young person every single 
day for the first 14 days after release, regardless of where they are located around San Francisco, the 
Bay Area, and across California. 

Finally, in order to comply with the Court’s request and possible orders as well as to align with common 
practice across other probation departments, SFJPD is in the process of developing policy and protocol 
for opportunities for supervised releases, supervised programming in the community, and authorized 
temporary releases, often referred to as furloughs, for SYTF and other long-term commitments to JJC. 
These will include furloughs supervised by sworn JPD staff, furloughs to responsible adults on a young 
person’s team, like a parent/caregiver, case manager, etc., as well as longer furlough opportunities tied 
to work, school, and/or family. 

 
Describe how the County plans to apply grant funds to address evidence-based, promising, 
trauma- informed and culturally responsive programs or services for the target population. 
Describe any progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: (Welf. & 
Inst. Code §1995(d)(3)(E) and (d)(8))  

San Francisco has used a portion of our JJRBG to support credible messenger life coaches for young 
people in the realignment population in our SYTF. While San Francisco has a wide array of services, 
when we first drafted our plan, our DJJ Realignment Subcommittee repeated noted the need for specific 
and intentional mentorship or life coaching programs and services delivered by people with similar lived 
experiences – and the lack of available services. This gap was particularly salient for the largest subset of 
our realignment population: transitional age young men of color. While San Francisco has had high 
quality programming like this for young women and gender expansive young people, and while there 
are meaningful programs that employ case managers and other staff with similar lived experience, San 
Francisco determined that we needed to specifically invest in credible messenger life coaches (CMLCs) 
to work with young people in our SYTF. It is the vision of this subcommittee that credible messengers, 
with the right funding and support, are the best positioned adults in our community to continuously 
engage with young people, become trusted confidants and advisors, and help young people in a time of 
crisis to navigate their circumstances through the system, through their challenges and triumphs, and 
into a successful adulthood. 
 
Using JJRBG funds, through a competitive solicitation process, San Francisco has funded credible 
messenger life coaches for young people in the realignment population who reside in the SYTF. In 
partnership with Success Centers, a community-based organization, Credible Messenger Life Coaches 
are present during all waking hours from 9am-9pm on the SYTF units. Life coaches are there to support 
young people during programming and down time and have proven to be integral partners to the 
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everyday workings of these units and in promoting positive youth development. Leveraging their 
experience and expertise, they have successfully built trusting relationships with young people and staff 
in the facility. 

Through our Credible Messenger Life Coach partnership, Success Centers was able to bring in a crucial 
training experience via the Credible Messenger Mentoring Movement (CM3). CM3 has provided 
technical assistance and professional development opportunities to support the launch of our local 
model that integrates credible messenger life coaches into our SYTF units. 

Another culturally-responsive and trauma-based program that is now delivered in our SYTF is Insight 
Prison Project’s Victim Offender Education Group (VOEG). VOEG, which has traditionally been delivered 
in prisons across California, is an intensive 18-month restorative justice group program for incarcerated 
people who wish to understand themselves better, how their life experiences and decisions led them to 
prison and how their crimes have impacted their victim(s). Weekly sessions are delivered by facilitators 
who have completed the VOEG program while incarcerated themselves, and offer a safe container for 
young people to reflect on their past and project any learnings onto their present and into their future.  

Another priority of San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment Subcommittee was to implement collective training 
opportunities for stakeholders and professionals who interact with young people and their families. 
Over the last two years, San Francisco has partnered with the Roca Impact Institute (RII), an intensive 
coaching organization, designed to equip institutions and individuals at the center of urban violence 
with tools and strategies to address trauma, reduce violence and improve outcomes for young people. 
RII is the coaching arm of Roca, Incorporated, a nonprofit based in Massachusetts that works relentlessly 
with 16-to-24-year-olds who have experienced extensive trauma and are the primary victims or drivers 
of urban violence to reduce violence and incarceration. Using JJRBG funds, SF JPD has brought Roca’s 
Rewire Cognitive Behavioral Theory (CBT) training to San Francisco. RII has trained over 88 juvenile 
justice professionals including most of our Deputy Probation Officers and Juvenile Justice Center 
Counselors, as well as on-site partners like clinicians and education staff, and community program 
partners, including our credible messenger life coaches. Rewire CBT is a seven-skill cognitive behavioral 
theory approach designed for frontline staff to help young people learn and practice the lifesaving skills 
they need to heal from trauma and make healthier choices. Developed in partnership with 
Massachusetts General Hospital, Rewire CBT helps organizations overcome traditional barriers to 
access, preparing frontline staff to reach the highest-risk young people not consistently served in clinical 
settings.  

This work is supported by JJC staff, some of whose personnel costs are funded with JJRBG. 

Describe whether and how the County plans to apply grant funds to include services or 
programs for the target population that are provided by nongovernmental or community-based 
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providers. Describe any progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your 
response: (Welf. & Inst. Code §1995(d)(3)(F) and (d)(8))  

As evidenced throughout this plan, San Francisco has a rich history of investing in and relying on 
nongovernmental agencies and community-based providers as a core part of programming, services, 
resources, and support for young people in the juvenile justice system. The DJJ Realignment 
Subcommittee and JPD have continued that strategy as we have built out new parts of our continuum 
for realigned young people. 
 
Across the continuum of options for this group of young people, San Francisco’s community-based 
organizations provide the bulk of services, support, case management, enrichment, and programming. 
Community-based organizations run our music and arts enrichment programs, our academic support 
and workforce development programs, and reentry services. Our community partners are the credible 
messenger life coaches, the case managers, the group facilitators supporting this group of young 
people. They are integral parts of this work. Clear, consistent, and communicative relationships between 
City and County agency staff and community-based organization staff are necessary to ensure that these 
young people successfully transition into adulthood and out of the juvenile justice system, whether they 
are ordered to wardship probation in the community, to an out of home placement, or to San 
Francisco’s Secure Youth Treatment Facility.  
 
San Francisco has, and will continue to, invest JJRBG funds in community programs and services. 
Investments in credible messenger life coaches, collective training, less restrictive programs, reentry 
services and housing, and personalized programming in San Francisco’s SYTF are all investments directly 
into community programs, young people, and their families. This aligns with our belief that investing in 
community, young people, and their families is the single most effective way to support our realignment 
population, their families, and their communities, and promote community safety and wellbeing.  
 

PART 5: FACILITY PLAN (WELF & INST. CODE § 1995(D)(4)) 
 
Provide a detailed facility plan indicating which facilities will be used to house or confine the 
target population at varying levels of offense severity and treatment need, and improvements to 
accommodate long-term commitments. Facility information shall also include information on 
how the facilities will ensure the safety and protection of youth having different ages, genders, 
special needs, and other relevant characteristics. Describe any progress on this element since 
May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: (Welf. & Inst. Code (d)(8))  

Facility Description 
In 2021, San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment Subcommittee voted to use the Juvenile Justice Center (JJC) as 
San Francisco’s interim Secure Youth Treatment Facility (SYTF) and to revise our SYTF plan once City 
leadership makes decisions regarding San Francisco’s current juvenile hall and future place of detention; 
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to recommend to City leadership to consider co-locating San Francisco’s SYTF and San Francisco’s future 
place of detention; and that regardless this place should be healing-centered, family-centered, 
community-connected, and culturally responsive. Since the subcommittee’s vote in 2021, San 
Francisco’s leadership has not made any definitive movements towards closing our current facility or 
opening a new one. There continue to be investments in and discussions around how San Francisco 
could best serve this population of young people, including how to better utilize the property we 
currently occupy. 
 
Though San Francisco is using our Juvenile Justice Center as our SYTF, we recognize that juvenile 
detention facilities were not designed to house young people for long periods of time and are not the 
ideal setting for a long-term facility. The decision to utilize JJC as the SYTF was made with the 
recognition that part of navigating our best work means doing right by the young people who are 
currently in the system, while also planning for larger, transformational juvenile justice reform. In San 
Francisco, this means that we must recognize and fulfill our commitment to every young person in our 
current Secure Youth Treatment Facility (SYTF) inside our juvenile detention facility today, as well as 
commit to planning and executing creative, innovative, and equity-based options for the future. We 
continue to work to identify, create, and reimagine what an SYTF can be in San Francisco. 
 
To that end, in the FY 22/23 budget, JPD received $500,000 to hire a consultant to create a conceptual 
design for the replacement of the Juvenile Justice Center. San Francisco engaged in an architectural 
planning study with the SF Department of Public Works, Chinn Planning, and KMD Architects to develop 
high-level conceptual design options and preliminary budget projections for two facility options using 
the existing 375 Woodside Avenue Campus. This included both a completely new design/ total 
replacement of the current facility, as well as a design that included both new construction and some 
existing spaces. Critical elements of the project included reviewing information gathered through prior 
community input processes; reviewing innovative designs both nationally and internationally; and 
centering the voices of youth and stakeholders. Our Director of Juvenile Facilities personally trained 
young people in San Francisco’s SYTF on Title 15 & 24. Then, with guidance from one of our community 
partners, these young people presented to the planning and architecture firms on the elements they 
thought would be critical to a redesign of the facility, as well as the ways in which they would prefer to 
use the current space. These young people were thoughtful, professional, and so insightful that many of 
their ideas were incorporated into Chinn Planning and KMD’s final designs. Those plans, designs, and 
cost estimates were presented to the Juvenile Probation Commission. These final designs included a 
cost estimate of $100 million which is cost prohibitive without support and intervention from the state 
or federal governments.  
 
In our current facility, San Francisco has two dedicated units for young people with sustained petitions 
for DJJ Realignment Eligible offenses who are committed to the SYTF or Juvenile Hall. As of the drafting 
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of this plan, we have 12 young people across our commitment units and so we continue to operate two 
units for classification and safety reasons. We recognize that sometimes interpersonal conflicts might 
prevent young people from being co-located on same unit. Where necessary, we will take the following 
measures: 1) make sure each young person can live safely, which may require separation; and 2) employ 
a model in which credible messengers from the community, JJC staff, and young people sit in circle to 
resolve conflicts. These interpersonal conflicts and relationships are dynamic and because young people 
may be living together for extended time periods, we must support them in finding a way to do so safely 
and in community with one another. 
 
Per regulation, San Francisco’s JJC classifies young people when they get booked, and re-classifies, at a 
minimum, every 30 days. Classification is based on age, offense type, and prior system involvement. If 
classification reveals that there are young people who cannot be safely housed together, we will 
transfer them to another unit, or open a vacant unit, to allow for a period of separation. The San 
Francisco Juvenile Justice Center (JJC) is a BSCC-approved secure facility in accordance with Title 24 and 
Title 15 regulations and requires no facility changes to meet regulation standards. 
 
Since the last submission of San Francisco’s DJJ Realignment Plan, we have made a series of changes and 
upgrades to soften the space of the secure commitment units: repainted all of the walls, including in the 
sleeping rooms, with colors selected in collaboration with the committed young people; purchased patio 
furniture for the small courtyards attached to each unit; replaced/upgraded the living and dining 
furniture in the dayroom living space to be more homelike; and ordered and will soon install sleeping 
room furniture items, including shelving, desks, and nightstands, selected by young people. We have 
also upgraded the hygiene products available to committed youth, who can now order name brand 
items on a consistent basis. We give each young person the opportunity to order two sets of sheets 
(cotton, microfiber, or flannel), two fleece blankets, a set of towels in the colors and patterns of their 
choosing, and a rug for their room. This has created an opportunity for young people to express choice 
and preference in what their rooms look like and what materials and products they use every day.  
 
San Francisco’s JJC has a variety of spaces that young people committed to the SYTF are able to access 
including: 

• Living Unit: Each SYTF living unit includes an on-unit classroom that is used both for in-person 
City College classes as well as one-on-one meetings and other group programs. Each unit also 
has an attached enclosed patio that young people can access throughout the day 

• Fitness Center: We have built a fitness center in one of our empty units which consists of a 
weight training circuit system, an elliptical, a commercial grade treadmill, and other assorted 
fitness items. The Fitness Center is a dedicated space for committed youth 

• Education Center: Dedicated space for age-appropriate educational services (high school 
diploma, GED/Hi-SET, college education services, and vocational training services) 



 26 

• Outdoor Space: Includes a garden which is part of a school program, horticultural services, 
culinary arts program, gym, and basketball court 

• Library: Facilitated by the San Francisco Public Library 
• Multi-Purpose Room: Space for a wide range of on-site programming provided by community 

partners, including music recording and larger group sessions 
• Family Visiting Room: Dedicated space in our visiting area that has been redone in collaboration 

with the CBO that does our parenting programming for young parents in our facility 
 
Additionally, we have upgraded our large outdoor space and installed an outdoor kitchen area along 
with picnic tables and a gazebo. Imminently, we will be expanding the tools and materials available for 
our garden program, run by school personnel, as our vocational program takes shape. We have already 
set up an indoor garden system for one of our committed young people, who is passionate about 
gardening and growing fruits and vegetables. Staff and contractors with experience in personal training 
guide them through use of the equipment and help them develop fitness goals and plans. 
 
San Francisco continues to invest in comprehensive training for professionals and stakeholders who 
work with this population of young people on healthy adolescent and young adult development, equity, 
relationship-building, etc.  Our goal is that every JJC counselor, program provider, and volunteer operate 
with a solid foundation of knowledge and a shared language when interacting with young people.  
 
In partnership with the Roca Impact Institute, San Francisco is piloting a new behavior development 
program that is designed to maintain a safe and secure environment inside the Juvenile Justice Center 
for young people, staff, and community, while facilitating operational strategies aimed at creating a 
therapeutic culture that supports positive behavior change. This points and level system promotes and 
incentivizes positive behaviors and contains clear strategies to address negative behaviors through a 
trauma-informed skill building repair process. 

For now, Juvenile Justice Center is San Francisco’s only facility that has been identified to house young 
people with sustained petitions for WIC 707(b) offenses or offenses described in Section 290.008 of the 
Penal Code for whom the court has ordered a commitment to an SYTF. We are partnering with CDCR to 
send young people who have the desire and are eligible to enroll in Pine Grove Conservation Camp as a 
less restrictive program option. We are committed to identifying additional non-secure programs with 
robust support and services that are appropriate for our population. Similarly, San Francisco does not 
currently plan to create specific facilities for, nor have we identified any specific facilities to which we 
will send, any special populations such as young people with sex offenses, young people with severe and 
persistent mental health needs, and girls and gender expansive young people. However, the 
subcommittee voted to use out of county facilities when and where appropriate, and will develop a 
process to approve other counties’ SYTFs and other non-secure facilities as options become available, so 
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that the court may have an array of options based on the needs and preferences of young people and 
their families. 
 

PART 6: RETAINING THE TARGET POPULATION IN THE JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM 
(WELF & INST. CODE § 1995(D)(5)) 
 
Describe how the plan will incentivize or facilitate the retention of the target population within 
the jurisdiction and rehabilitative foundation of the juvenile justice system, in lieu of transfer to 
the adult criminal justice system. Describe any progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at 
the end of your response: (Welf. & Inst. Code (d)(8))  

Since 2017 and the passage of Proposition 57, which shifted the discretion of whether a juvenile case 
should be tried in juvenile or adult court from the prosecutor to the judge, San Francisco has arraigned 
zero juvenile cases in adult court. In late 2024 and early 2025, the San Francisco District Attorney’s 
Office petitioned to transfer  young people to San Francisco’s adult criminal court.  
 
To incentivize and facilitate retention in the juvenile justice system, San Francisco will continue to build 
a robust continuum of options for young people who commit serious offenses, including our Secure 
Youth Treatment Facility that has rehabilitative underpinnings, and programming and services that show 
a true belief in young people’s capacity to change and grow. With this continuum, we seek to give the 
court the array of options needed to make an appropriate disposition order without transferring the 
case to adult court. 
 
Table 2 Young People Arraigned in San Francisco Criminal Court Prior to Their 18th Birthday, 2012-2021 2  

 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 

Arraigned        0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Convicted       0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 
 

PART 7: REGIONAL EFFORT (WELF & INST. CODE § 1995(D)(6)) 
 
Describe any regional agreements or arrangements supported by the County’s block grant 
allocation. Describe any progress on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your 
response: (Welf. & Inst. Code (d)(8))  

 

2 Data does not delineate between cases that were direct files to the adult criminal court and cases that were transferred 
from juvenile court to adult. 
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As of the drafting of this plan, San Francisco has not embarked on any formal regional agreements or 
arrangements with other counties. However, the subcommittee has determined that we will send young 
people out of county when and where appropriate, and will develop a process to approve other 
counties’ SYTFs or less restrictive programs as options become available, so that the court has an array 
of options based on the needs and preferences of young people and their families. San Francisco is 
especially interested in exploring these for special populations such as girls, transgender and gender 
expansive young people, young people with sustained petitions for sex offenses, and young people with 
severe and persistent mental health needs.  
 

PART 8: DATA (WELF & INST. CODE § 1995(D)(7)) 
 
Describe how data will be collected on youth served by the block grant. Describe any progress 
on this element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: 
The San Francisco Juvenile Probation Department (JPD) implemented a web-based automated case 
management system in 2018 that enables us to collect and report a comprehensive array of data 
regarding all youth we serve, including those youth served with JJRBG funds. Categories of data 
collected include demographics (age, gender, race/ethnicity; zip code); risk/needs assessment 
outcomes; case data from referral through post-disposition (arrests/referrals, charges, petitions, 
dispositions); electronic monitoring; out of home placement (placement type, location); secure 
detention/commitment data (average length of stay, average daily population); case plans; Child and 
Family Team meetings; contacts/visits; and program/service/treatment utilization (referrals, providers, 
program types/modalities, outcomes). Data is entered by probation officers, social workers, and support 
staff, as part of their job functions. Each month, JPD prepares a statistics report for the Juvenile 
Probation Commission covering nearly all of the categories listed above, that is shared with the public 
and posted on our web site. This report, as well as the Department’s annual report, will be expanded to 
include descriptive statistics about the realignment population, in addition to the outcome measures 
described in the next section. 
 
Since DJJ Realignment, JPD has added data elements to our case management system to facilitate 
tracking case details specific to the DJJ realignment target population, including dispositions. JPD has 
also instituted data quality processes to ensure that youth eligible for JJRBG funded services and 
activities are clearly identified. San Francisco submits all statutorily required data to OYCR on an annual 
basis. 
 
Describe outcome measures that will be utilized to measure or determine the results of 
programs and interventions supported by block grant funds. Describe any progress on this 
element since May 1, 2024, at the end of your response: 
San Francisco is committed to developing outcome measures that reflect the guiding values used by the 
DJJ Realignment Subcommittee in developing this plan. The strategies we have proposed are youth-



 29 

centered, healing-centered, family-centered, community-based, and culturally responsive; with a focus 
on orienting services around the youth—rather than the stage of their case, preventing deeper system 
involvement, and addressing racial disparities. As a part of this commitment, San Francisco’s DJJ 
Realignment Subcommittee hopes to form a data working group to further define outcome measure 
methodology and validate findings. 
 
As described in earlier sections, the San Francisco juvenile justice system experiences longstanding and 
pervasive racial disparities. These disparities become more severe at each stage of the justice process 
and are particularly egregious among young people for whom the court sustains WIC 707(b) offenses or 
offenses as described in Section 290.008 of the Penal Code. It is imperative that JPD continuously 
monitor racial disparities across all aspects of the juvenile case process, particularly for the realignment 
population, and for each of the measures defined below. On a regular basis, JPD will generate statistics 
including, but not limited to the following: 
 
Case Statistics 
By monitoring the following case statistics, San Francisco will remain attentive to racial disparities, as 
well as any possible net widening for the realignment population, and protect against transfers of 
realigned youth into the adult criminal justice system. 

• Number of petitions sustained (total) 
• Number of petitions sustained for WIC 707(b) offenses or offenses described by Section 290.008 

of the Penal Code 
• Of petitions sustained for WIC 707(b) offenses or offenses described by Section 290.008 of the 

Penal Code, breakdown by number and percentage: 
o Primary sustained offense category 
o Disposition type (wardship probation, out of home placement, juvenile hall, SYTF) 
o Demographics of youth in realignment population: gender, race/ethnicity, age, zip code 

• Number of transfers into the adult criminal justice system. 
 
Case Planning & Programming 
In order to ensure that we are implementing the JJRBG in line with the subcommittee’s guiding values, 
JPD will also generate statistics on the following case planning and programming activities for the 
realignment population across all settings: 

• Number of case plans developed for the realignment population 
• Number of individual rehabilitation plans developed for youth committed to SYTF 

o Percentage of individual rehabilitation plans completed within 30 days of SYTF 
disposition) 

• Program referrals for youth in the realignment population to address the following: 
o Mental health, sex offender treatment, or related behavioral or trauma-based needs 
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o Support programs or services that promote the healthy adolescent development 
o Family engagement in programs 
o Reentry, including planning and linkages to support employment, housing, and 

continuing education 
o Evidence-based, promising, trauma-informed, and culturally responsive 

• Outcomes for the program referrals listed above.  
 
Secure Youth Treatment Facility Commitments & Outcomes 
For youth committed to SYTF, JPD will also provide statistics on the following: 

• SYTF Terms ordered at disposition (Range, Average, Median) 
• Length of stay in SYTF (Range, Average, Median) 
• Number of young people placed in less restrictive programming to serve the remainder of their 

baseline term or modified baseline term, and types of less restrictive programming. For youth 
placed in less restrictive programming: subsequent juvenile referrals, petitions filed, petitions 
sustained. 

 

On a monthly basis, JPD publicly reports on the current number of SYTF commitments, the average 
length of stay for youth committed to the SYTF, and dispositions resulting in an SYTF commitment. Due 
to the very small numbers of youth committed to the SYTF, more detailed statistics regarding the DJJ 
Realignment population, including demographics, are reported on an annual basis, including through the 
annual SB 104 report to OYCR.  

JPD is currently engaged in a holistic youth outcome research project to build out reporting related to 
case planning and programming.  

PART 9: OTHER UPDATES: DESCRIBE ANY PROGRESS ON ELEMENTS SINCE MAY 
1, 2024: (WELF. & INST. CODE (D)(8))  

Provide a description of progress made regarding any plan elements and any objectives and 
outcomes in the prior year's plan, to the extent that they have not already been described above. 

All sections above have been updated to reflect progress made through May 2025. 
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		49						7.18.5 Links		IsMap attribute		Passed		No Server-side image maps were detected in this document (Links with IsMap set to true).		

		50						7.20 XObjects		Content referenced more than once		Passed		No Form XObjects contain MCIDs and are referenced more than once.		

		51						7.21 Fonts		Embedding		Passed		All fonts used for rendering are embedded		

		52						7.21 Fonts		CIDFont - Type 2 CIDToGIDMap exists		Passed		All Type 2 CID fonts contain CIDToGIDMap dictionaries.		

		53						7.21 Fonts		CIDFont - Type 2 CIDToGIDMap Type		Passed		All Type 2 CID fonts contain CIDToGIDMaps that are either set to Identity or are stream.		

		54						7.21 Fonts		Font and FontDescriptor dictionaries		Passed		Passed		

		55						7.21 Fonts		TrueType Font Encoding		Passed		All TrueType fonts define a valid Encoding entry in their font dictionary.		

		56						7.21 Fonts		Type 0 Fonts - Encoding CMap		Passed		All CMaps are either predefined or embedded.		

		57						7.1 General		Correct Structure - RP, RB and RT		Not Applicable		No RP, RB or RT elements were detected in this document.		

		58						7.1 General		Correct Structure - Ruby		Not Applicable		No Ruby elements were detected in this document.		

		59						7.1 General		THead, TBody and TFoot		Not Applicable		No THead, TFoot, or TBody elements were detected in this document.		

		60						7.1 General		Correct Structure - Warichu		Not Applicable		No Warichu elements were detected in this document.		

		61						7.1 General		Correct Structure - WT and WP		Not Applicable		No WP or WT elements were detected in the document		

		62						7.1 General		Valid Role Maps		Not Applicable		No Role-maps exist in this document.		

		63						7.1 General		Role Maps - Semantic appropriateness		Not Applicable		No Role-maps exist in this document.		

		64						7.1 General		Use the Beep function		Not Applicable		No scripts were detected in this document.		

		65						7.1 General		No Flicker		Not Applicable		No elements that could cause flicker were detected in this document.		

		66						7.1 General		Sound Alternatives		Not Applicable		No multimedia elements were detected in this document.		

		67						7.1 General		OCR validation		Not Applicable		No raster-based images were detected in this document.		

		68						7.3 Graphics		Graphics tagged inside Link		Not Applicable		No graphics inside link were detected in this document.		

		69						7.4 Headings		Unnumbered Headings		Not Applicable		No unnumbered headings (H tags) were detected in this document.		

		70						7.4 Headings		Headings representing a 7th level		Not Applicable		No Heading elements were detected in this document.		

		71						7.7 Mathematical Expressions		Formula - Alternate Representations		Not Applicable		No Formula tags were detected in this document.		

		72						7.7 Mathematical Expressions		Formula - Appropriate alternate representations.		Not Applicable		No Formula tags were detected in this document.		

		73						7.7 Mathematical Expressions		Formula text tagged in Formula		Not Applicable		No formula text were detected in this document.		

		74						7.10 Optional Content		Names and AS keys		Not Applicable		No Optional Content were detected in this document.		

		75						7.11 Embedded Files		F, UF and Desc keys		Not Applicable		No Embedded files were detected in this document.		

		76						7.12 Article Threads		7.12 Article Threads		Not Applicable		No Article threads were detected in the document		

		77						7.14 Non-Interactive Forms		PrintField attributes		Not Applicable		No non-interactive forms were detected in this document.		

		78						7.18.1 Annotations		Form Annotations - Valid Tagging		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		79						7.18.1 Annotations		Other Annotations - Valid Tagging		Not Applicable		No Annotations (other than Links and Widgets) were detected in this document.		

		80						7.18.1 Annotations		Other annotations doesn't have alternative description		Not Applicable		No other annotations were detected in this document.		

		81						7.18.2 Annotation Types		Unknown Annotations		Not Applicable		No unknown annotations were detected in this document.		

		82						7.18.4 Forms		Accessible Radio Buttons		Not Applicable		No Radio Buttons were detected in this document.		

		83						7.18.4 Forms		Alternate Representation		Not Applicable		No Form Fields were detected in this document.		

		84						7.18.8 PrinterMark Annotations		PrinterMark Annotations - Valid tagging		Not Applicable		No PrinterMark Annotations were detected in this document.		

		85						7.19 Actions		Script keystroke timing		Not Applicable		No scripts were detected in this document.		

		86						7.20 XObjects		Reference Form XObjects		Not Applicable		No Form XObjects were detected in the document.		

		87						7.21 Fonts		Type 0 Fonts - Registry		Not Applicable		No Type 0 fonts with encoding other than Identity-H or Identity-V were detected in this document.		

		88						7.21 Fonts		Type 0 Fonts - Ordering		Not Applicable		No Type 0 fonts with encoding other than Identity-H or Identity-V were detected in this document.		

		89						7.21 Fonts		Type 0 Fonts - Supplement		Not Applicable		No Type 0 fonts with encoding other than Identity-H or Identity-V were detected in this document.		

		90						7.21 Fonts		ToUnicode map exists		Not Applicable		All fonts either define the ToUnicode entry or a known encoding.		

		91						7.21 Fonts		Type 0 Fonts - WMode		Not Applicable		No Type 0 fonts with stream Encoding defined in the document.		

		92						7.21 Fonts		Type 0 Fonts - Referenced CMaps		Not Applicable		No CMap references another CMap.		

		93		2,3,11,12,27		Tags->0->16,Tags->0->70,Tags->0->157		7.5 Tables		Summary		Warning		Table doesn't define the Summary attribute.		

		94						7.1 General		Format, layout and color		Skipped		Make sure that no information is conveyed by contrast, color, format or layout, or some combination thereof while the content is not tagged to reflect all meaning conveyed by the use of contrast, color, format or layout, or some combination thereof.		
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     		Serial		Page No.		Element Path		Checkpoint Name		Test Name		Status		Reason		Comments

		1				Doc		Additional Checks		2. Concise file names		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		2						Section A: All PDFs		A1. Is the PDF tagged?		Passed		Tags have been added to this document.		

		3				MetaData		Section A: All PDFs		A2. Is the Document Title filled out in the Document Properties?		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		4				MetaData		Section A: All PDFs		A3. Is the correct language of the document set?		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		5				Doc		Section A: All PDFs		A4. Did the PDF fully pass the Adobe Accessibility Checker?		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		6						Section A: All PDFs		A6. Are accurate bookmarks provided for documents greater than 9 pages?		Passed		Bookmarks are logical and consistent with Heading Levels.		

		7				Doc		Section A: All PDFs		A7. Review-related content		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		8		1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30		Tags		Section A: All PDFs		A8. Logically ordered tags		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		9						Section A: All PDFs		A9. Tagged content		Passed		No Untagged annotations were detected, and no elements have been untagged in this session.		

		10						Section A: All PDFs		A11. Text correctly formatted		Passed		Property set status to Passed		

		11						Section A: All PDFs		A12. Paragraph text		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		12						Section A: All PDFs		A13. Resizable text		Passed		Text can be resized and is readable.		

		13				Pages->0,Pages->1,Pages->2,Pages->3,Pages->4,Pages->5,Pages->6,Pages->7,Pages->8,Pages->9,Pages->10,Pages->11,Pages->12,Pages->13,Pages->14,Pages->15,Pages->16,Pages->17,Pages->18,Pages->19,Pages->20,Pages->21,Pages->22,Pages->23,Pages->24,Pages->25,Pages->26,Pages->27,Pages->28,Pages->29		Section B: PDFs containing Color		B1. Color alone		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		14						Section C: PDFs containing Links		C1. Tagged links		Passed		All link annotations are placed along with their textual description in a Link tag.		

		15		1,2,3,5,27		Tags->0->7->1->0,Tags->0->9->1->1,Tags->0->16->1->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->2->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->3->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->4->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->5->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->6->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->7->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->8->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->9->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->10->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->11->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->12->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->13->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->1,Tags->0->34->1->0->1,Tags->0->156->1->0->0		Section C: PDFs containing Links		C2. Distinguishable Links		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		16		1,2,3,5,27		Tags->0->7->1,Tags->0->7->1->0,Tags->0->9->1,Tags->0->9->1->1,Tags->0->16->1->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->1->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->2->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->2->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->3->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->3->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->4->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->4->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->5->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->5->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->6->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->6->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->7->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->7->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->8->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->8->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->9->1->0->0,Tags->0->16->9->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->10->1->0->0,Tags->0->16->10->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->11->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->11->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->12->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->12->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->13->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->13->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->1,Tags->0->34->1->0,Tags->0->34->1->0->1,Tags->0->156->1->0,Tags->0->156->1->0->0		Section C: PDFs containing Links		C3. Understandable Links		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		17						Section D: PDFs containing Images		D1. Images in Figures		Passed		Paths, XObjects, Form XObjects and Shadings are included in Figures, Formula or Artifacted.		

		18		1,5,6,27		Tags->0->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->1,Tags->0->36->1->1->3,Tags->0->36->1->1->5,Tags->0->36->1->1->7,Tags->0->36->1->1->9,Tags->0->39->2->1->0,Tags->0->39->3->1->0,Tags->0->41->1,Tags->0->41->3,Tags->0->41->5,Tags->0->41->7,Tags->0->41->9,Tags->0->43->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->0->1->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->1->1->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->2->1->1,Tags->0->50->1,Tags->0->50->3,Tags->0->154->1,Tags->0->157->1->1->0,Tags->0->157->1->2->0,Tags->0->157->1->3->0,Tags->0->157->1->4->0,Tags->0->157->1->5->0,Tags->0->157->1->6->0,Tags->0->157->2->1->0,Tags->0->157->2->2->0,Tags->0->157->2->3->0,Tags->0->157->2->4->0,Tags->0->157->2->5->0,Tags->0->157->2->6->0		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D2. Figures Alternative text		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		19						Section D: PDFs containing Images		D3. Decorative Images		Passed		Paths, XObjects, Form XObjects and Shadings are included in Figures, Formula or Artifacted.		

		20		1,5,6,27		Tags->0->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->1,Tags->0->36->1->1->3,Tags->0->36->1->1->5,Tags->0->36->1->1->7,Tags->0->36->1->1->9,Tags->0->39->2->1->0,Tags->0->39->3->1->0,Tags->0->41->1,Tags->0->41->3,Tags->0->41->5,Tags->0->41->7,Tags->0->41->9,Tags->0->43->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->0->1->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->1->1->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->2->1->1,Tags->0->50->1,Tags->0->50->3,Tags->0->154->1,Tags->0->157->1->1->0,Tags->0->157->1->2->0,Tags->0->157->1->3->0,Tags->0->157->1->4->0,Tags->0->157->1->5->0,Tags->0->157->1->6->0,Tags->0->157->2->1->0,Tags->0->157->2->2->0,Tags->0->157->2->3->0,Tags->0->157->2->4->0,Tags->0->157->2->5->0,Tags->0->157->2->6->0		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D4. Complex Images		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		21		1		Tags->0->0->0		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D5. Images of text		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		22		5		Tags->0->41->1		Section D: PDFs containing Images		D6. Grouped Images		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		23						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E1. Table tags		Passed		All tables in this document are data tables.		

		24		2,3,11,12,27		Tags->0->16,Tags->0->70,Tags->0->157		Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E2. Table structure vs. visual layout		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		25		2,3,11,12,27		Tags->0->16,Tags->0->70,Tags->0->157		Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E3. Table cells types		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		26		2,11,12,27		Tags->0->16->8->0,Tags->0->70,Tags->0->157		Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E5. Merged Cells		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		27						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E6. Header scope		Passed		All simple tables define scope for THs		

		28						Section F: PDFs containing Lists		F1. List tags		Passed		All List elements passed.		

		29		5,6,12,13,15,17,20,25,26,29,30		Tags->0->36,Tags->0->39,Tags->0->45,Tags->0->75,Tags->0->77,Tags->0->79,Tags->0->91,Tags->0->104,Tags->0->121,Tags->0->147,Tags->0->171,Tags->0->174,Tags->0->177,Tags->0->45->2->1->1,Tags->0->70->5->1->1,Tags->0->171->2->1->1,Tags->0->174->1->1->1,Tags->0->174->2->1->1		Section F: PDFs containing Lists		F2. List items vs. visual layout		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		30		5,12,13,15,17,20,25,26,30,6,29		Tags->0->36,Tags->0->39,Tags->0->75,Tags->0->77,Tags->0->79,Tags->0->91,Tags->0->104,Tags->0->121,Tags->0->147,Tags->0->177,Tags->0->45->2->1->1,Tags->0->70->5->1->1,Tags->0->171->2->1->1,Tags->0->174->1->1->1,Tags->0->174->2->1->1		Section F: PDFs containing Lists		F3. Nested lists		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		31						Section G: PDFs containing Headings		G1. Visual Headings in Heading tags		Passed		All Visual Headings are tagged as Headings.		

		32						Section G: PDFs containing Headings		G2. Heading levels skipping		Passed		All Headings are nested correctly		

		33						Section G: PDFs containing Headings		G3 & G4. Headings mark section of contents		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		34						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H5. Tab order		Passed		All pages that contain annotations have tabbing order set to follow the logical structure.		

		35						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I1. Nonstandard glyphs		Passed		All nonstandard text (glyphs) are tagged in an accessible manner.		

		36						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I3. Language for words and phrases		Passed		Property set status to Passed		

		37						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I4. Table of Contents		Passed		All TOCs are structured correctly		

		38		1		Tags->0->13		Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I5. TOC links		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		39						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I6. References and Notes		Passed		All internal links are tagged within Reference tags		

		40						Section A: All PDFs		A5. Is the document free from content that flashes more than 3 times per second?		Not Applicable		No elements that could cause flicker were detected in this document.		

		41						Section A: All PDFs		A10. Role mapped custom tags		Not Applicable		No Role-maps exist in this document.		

		42						Section D: PDFs containing Images		D2. Figures Alternative text		Not Applicable		No Formula tags were detected in this document.		

		43						Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E7. Headers/IDs		Not Applicable		No complex tables were detected in this document.		

		44						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H1. Tagged forms		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		45						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H2. Forms tooltips		Not Applicable		No form fields were detected in this document.		

		46						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H3. Tooltips contain requirements		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		47						Section H: PDFs containing Forms		H4. Required fields		Not Applicable		No Form Fields were detected in this document.		

		48						Section I: PDFs containing other common elements		I2. OCR text		Not Applicable		No raster-based images were detected in this document.		

		49				Doc		Additional Checks		1. Special characters in file names		Warning		The document name San Francisco JJRBG 2025_Redacted contains special characters.		

		50				Doc		Additional Checks		2. Concise file names		Warning		The document name San Francisco JJRBG 2025_Redacted contains more than 30 characters.		

		51						Section B: PDFs containing Color		B2. Color contrast		Skipped		Does all text (with the exception of logos) have a contrast ratio of 4.5:1 or greater no matter the size?		

		52				Tags->0->157->0->0		Section E: PDFs containing Tables		E4. Empty header cells		Skipped		An empty table header cell has been detected in this document.		The current HHS specification does not mandate against empty header cells.
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     		Serial		Page No.		Element Path		Checkpoint Name		Test Name		Status		Reason		Comments

		1		1,5,6,27		Tags->0->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->1,Tags->0->36->1->1->3,Tags->0->36->1->1->5,Tags->0->36->1->1->7,Tags->0->36->1->1->9,Tags->0->39->2->1->0,Tags->0->39->3->1->0,Tags->0->41->1,Tags->0->41->3,Tags->0->41->5,Tags->0->41->7,Tags->0->41->9,Tags->0->43->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->0->1->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->1->1->1,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->2->1->1,Tags->0->50->1,Tags->0->50->3,Tags->0->154->1,Tags->0->157->1->1->0,Tags->0->157->1->2->0,Tags->0->157->1->3->0,Tags->0->157->1->4->0,Tags->0->157->1->5->0,Tags->0->157->1->6->0,Tags->0->157->2->1->0,Tags->0->157->2->2->0,Tags->0->157->2->3->0,Tags->0->157->2->4->0,Tags->0->157->2->5->0,Tags->0->157->2->6->0		Guideline 1.1 Provide text alternatives for all non-text content		Alternative Representation for Figures		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		2		1,2,3,5,27		Tags->0->7->1,Tags->0->7->1->0,Tags->0->9->1,Tags->0->9->1->1,Tags->0->16->1->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->1->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->2->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->2->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->3->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->3->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->4->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->4->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->5->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->5->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->6->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->6->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->7->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->7->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->8->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->8->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->9->1->0->0,Tags->0->16->9->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->10->1->0->0,Tags->0->16->10->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->11->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->11->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->12->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->12->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->13->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->13->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->1,Tags->0->34->1->0,Tags->0->34->1->0->1,Tags->0->156->1->0,Tags->0->156->1->0->0		Guideline 1.1 Provide text alternatives for all non-text content		Alternative Representation for Links		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		3						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		No nested Headings		Passed		Heading tags are not nested inside one another.		

		4						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Lbl - Valid Parent		Passed		All Lbl elements passed.		

		5						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		LBody - Valid Parent		Passed		All LBody elements passed.		

		6						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Link Annotations		Passed		All tagged Link annotations are tagged in Link tags.		

		7						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Links		Passed		All Link tags contain at least one Link annotation.		

		8						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		List Item		Passed		All List Items passed.		

		9						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		List		Passed		All List elements passed.		

		10						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Table Cells		Passed		All Table Data Cells and Header Cells passed		

		11						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Table Rows		Passed		All Table Rows passed.		

		12						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Table		Passed		All Table elements passed.		

		13						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Tagged Document		Passed		Tags have been added to this document.		

		14						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Heading Levels		Passed		All Headings are nested correctly		

		15						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		ListNumbering		Passed		All List elements passed.		

		16						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Orientation		Passed		Document is tagged and content can be rendered in any orientation.		

		17						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Header Cells		Passed		All table cells have headers associated with them.		

		18						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Tabs Key		Passed		All pages that contain annotations have tabbing order set to follow the logical structure.		

		19						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Scope attribute		Passed		All TH elements define the Scope attribute.		

		20						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Meaningful Sequence		Passed		No Untagged annotations were detected, and no elements have been untagged in this session.		

		21				Doc		Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Format, layout and color		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		22		1,5,6,27		Tags->0->0->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->1->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->3->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->5->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->7->0,Tags->0->36->1->1->9->0,Tags->0->39->2->1->0->0,Tags->0->39->3->1->0->0,Tags->0->41->1->0,Tags->0->41->3->0,Tags->0->41->3->1,Tags->0->41->5->0,Tags->0->41->7->0,Tags->0->41->9->0,Tags->0->43->1->0,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->0->1->1->0,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->1->1->1->0,Tags->0->45->2->1->1->2->1->1->0,Tags->0->50->1->0,Tags->0->50->3->0,Tags->0->154->1->0,Tags->0->157->1->1->0->0,Tags->0->157->1->2->0->0,Tags->0->157->1->3->0->0,Tags->0->157->1->4->0->0,Tags->0->157->1->5->0->0,Tags->0->157->1->6->0->0,Tags->0->157->2->1->0->0,Tags->0->157->2->2->0->0,Tags->0->157->2->3->0->0,Tags->0->157->2->4->0->0,Tags->0->157->2->5->0->0,Tags->0->157->2->6->0->0		Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Non-Text Contrast		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		23						Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Reflow		Passed		Document is tagged and content can be rendered in any device size.		

		24						Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Text Spacing		Passed		Document is tagged and content can be rendered by user agents supporting tagged PDFs in any text spacing.		

		25						Guideline 2.1 Make all functionality operable via a keyboard interface		Server-side image maps		Passed		No Server-side image maps were detected in this document (Links with IsMap set to true).		

		26						Guideline 2.4 Provide ways to help users navigate, find content, and determine where they are		Outlines (Bookmarks)		Passed		Bookmarks are logical and consistent with Heading Levels.		

		27				MetaData		Guideline 2.4 Provide ways to help users navigate, find content, and determine where they are		Metadata - Title and Viewer Preferences		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		28						Guideline 2.4 Provide ways to help users navigate, find content, and determine where they are		Headings defined		Passed		Headings have been defined for this document.		

		29		1,2,3,5,27		Tags->0->7->1->0,Tags->0->9->1->1,Tags->0->16->1->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->2->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->3->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->4->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->5->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->6->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->7->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->8->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->9->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->10->1->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->11->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->12->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->13->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->0,Tags->0->16->15->2->0->0->1,Tags->0->34->1->0->1,Tags->0->156->1->0->0		Guideline 2.5 Input Modalities		Target Size (Minimum)		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		30				MetaData		Guideline 3.1 Make text content readable and understandable.		Language specified		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		31						Guideline 3.2 Make Web pages appear and operate in predictable ways		Change of context		Passed		No actions are triggered when any element receives focus		

		32				Pages->0,Pages->1,Pages->2,Pages->3,Pages->4,Pages->5,Pages->6,Pages->7,Pages->8,Pages->9,Pages->10,Pages->11,Pages->12,Pages->13,Pages->14,Pages->15,Pages->16,Pages->17,Pages->18,Pages->19,Pages->20,Pages->21,Pages->22,Pages->23,Pages->24,Pages->25,Pages->26,Pages->27,Pages->28,Pages->29		Guideline 3.2 Make Web pages appear and operate in predictable ways		Header/Footer pagination artifacts		Passed				Verification result set by user.

		33						Guideline 1.1 Provide text alternatives for all non-text content		Alternative Representation for Formulas		Not Applicable		No Formula tags were detected in this document.		

		34						Guideline 1.1 Provide text alternatives for all non-text content		Alternative Representation for Other Annotations		Not Applicable		No other annotations were detected in this document.		

		35						Guideline 1.1 Provide text alternatives for all non-text content		Alternative Representation for Forms		Not Applicable		No Form Fields were detected in this document.		

		36						Guideline 1.2 Provide synchronized alternatives for multimedia.		Captions 		Not Applicable		No multimedia elements were detected in this document.		

		37						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Form Annotations - Valid Tagging		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		38						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Other Annotations - Valid Tagging		Not Applicable		No Annotations (other than Links and Widgets) were detected in this document.		

		39						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		RP, RT and RB - Valid Parent		Not Applicable		No RP, RB or RT elements were detected in this document.		

		40						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Correct Structure - Ruby		Not Applicable		No Ruby elements were detected in this document.		

		41						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		THead, TBody and TFoot		Not Applicable		No THead, TFoot, or TBody elements were detected in this document.		

		42						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Correct Structure - Warichu		Not Applicable		No Warichu elements were detected in this document.		

		43						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Correct Structure - WT and WP		Not Applicable		No WP or WT elements were detected in the document		

		44						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Article Threads		Not Applicable		No Article threads were detected in the document		

		45						Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Identify Input Purpose		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		46						Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Content on Hover or Focus		Not Applicable		No actions found on hover or focus events.		

		47						Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Images of text - OCR		Not Applicable		No raster-based images were detected in this document.		

		48						Guideline 2.1 Make all functionality operable via a keyboard interface		Character Key Shortcuts		Not Applicable		No character key shortcuts detected in this document.		

		49						Guideline 2.2 Provide users enough time to read and use content		Timing Adjustable		Not Applicable		No elements that could require a timed response found in this document.		

		50						Guideline 2.3 Do not design content in a way that is known to cause seizures		Three Flashes or Below Threshold		Not Applicable		No elements that could cause flicker were detected in this document.		

		51						Guideline 2.4 Provide ways to help users navigate, find content, and determine where they are		Focus Not Obscured (Minimum)		Not Applicable		This criterion is not applicable to pdf files.		

		52						Guideline 2.5 Input Modalities		Dragging Movements		Not Applicable		This criterion is not applicable to pdf files.		

		53						Guideline 2.5 Input Modalities		Label in Name		Not Applicable		No Form Annotations were detected in this document.		

		54						Guideline 2.5 Input Modalities		Motion Actuation		Not Applicable		No elements requiring device or user motion detected in this document.		

		55						Guideline 2.5 Input Modalities		Pointer Cancellation		Not Applicable		No mouse down events detected in this document.		

		56						Guideline 2.5 Input Modalities		Pointer Gestures		Not Applicable		No RichMedia or FileAtachments have been detected in this document.		

		57						Guideline 3.2 Make Web pages appear and operate in predictable ways		Consistent Help		Not Applicable		This criterion is not applicable to pdf files.		

		58						Guideline 3.3 Help users avoid and correct mistakes		Accessible Authentication (Minimum)		Not Applicable		This criterion is not applicable to pdf files.		

		59						Guideline 3.3 Help users avoid and correct mistakes		Redundant Entry		Not Applicable		No form elements requiring redundant information detected in this document.		

		60						Guideline 3.3 Help users avoid and correct mistakes		Form fields value validation		Not Applicable		No form fields that may require validation detected in this document.		

		61						Guideline 3.3 Help users avoid and correct mistakes		Required fields		Not Applicable		No Form Fields were detected in this document.		

		62						Guideline 4.1 Maximize compatibility with current and future user agents, including assistive technologies		4.1.2 Name, Role, Value		Not Applicable		No user interface components were detected in this document.		

		63						Guideline 4.1 Maximize compatibility with current and future user agents, including assistive technologies		Status Message		Not Applicable		Checkpoint is not applicable in PDF.		

		64		2,3,11,12,27		Tags->0->16,Tags->0->70,Tags->0->157		Guideline 1.3 Create content that can be presented in different ways		Summary attribute		Warning		Table doesn't define the Summary attribute.		

		65						Guideline 1.4 Make it easier for users to see and hear content including separating foreground from background.		Minimum Contrast		Skipped		Please ensure that the visual presentation of text and images of text has a contrast ratio of at least 4.5:1, except for Large text and images of large-scale text where it should have a contrast ratio of at least 3:1, or incidental content or logos
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