County Re-entry Task Force
Program Activity Report:
July 2012 - September 2012

Data provided by County Re-entry Task Forces to Division of Criminal
Justice Service, Office of Justice Research and Performance as of
November 29, 2012

For the Following Counties:
Albany, Bronx*, Broome, Dutchess, Erie, Kings, Monroe, Nassau,
Niagara, Oneida, Onondaga, Orange, Rensselaer, Rockland,
Schenectady, Suffolk, Ulster, New York, and Westchester

This report includes information on CRTF activity during July 2012-September 2012, the first quarter that
new contract requirements were in place. Based on these new requirements, this report includes information
only on Track I clients, the higher risk prison releases served by the CRTFs. Future quarterly reports will
include data from the beginning of the contract year (July 2012) through the end of the quarter of the
reporting period.

*Data from Bronx County is not presented in this report due to the fact that the CRTF in that county was
in the startup phase of program development.

Division of Criminal Justice Services Office of Justice Research and Performance




CRTF Track I (T1) Admissions, July 2012 — September 2012

There were 801 Track I clients admitted to the CRTFs from July through September of 2012.
Opverall, the CRTFs met 81% of their Track I intake goal for the quarter. Individual county Track 1
admission goal attainment varied considerably from 29% to 186%.

Monthly | Quarterly July August September July-Sept
oty T1 T1 #of | % | #of | % | #of | % | #of | %
Intake | Intake T1 | Goal | T1 | Goal | T1 | Goal | T1 | Goal
Goal Goal Intakes | Met | Intakes | Met | Intakes | Met | Intakes | Met

Albany 20 61 24 118% 26 127% 26 127% 76 124%
Broome 11 32 17 161% 16 151% 26 246% 59 186%
Dutchess 10 31 6 58% 11 106% | N/A N/A 17 54%
Erie 38 115 18 47% 8 21% 7 18% 33 29%
Kings 21 63 18 86% 27 130% 24 115% 69 110%
Monroe 37 111 10 27% 27 73% 12 33% 49 44%,
Nassau 17 52 31 180% 20 116% 15 87% 66 128%
Niagara 10 31 7 67% 5 48% 11 106% 23 74%
Oneida 12 36 12 101% 17 143% 18 151% 47 131%
Onondaga 28 85 19 67% 18 64% 18 64% 55 65%
Orange 15 44 34 232% 28 191% 12 82% 74 168%
Rensselaer 8 25 14 168% 7 84% 12 144% 33 132%
Rockland 5 15 9 180% 7 140% 8 160% 24 160%
Schenectady 12 37 12 97% 14 114% 14 114% 40 108%
Suffolk 38 114 15 40% - 0% - 0% 15 13%
Ulster 10 31 7 67% 10 96% 4 38% 21 67%
New York 21 63 16 77% 7 34% 24% 28 45%
Westchester 15 44 17 117% 15 103% 15 103% 47 107%
Total 329 988 286 87% 263 80% 227 69% 776 79%

This project was supported by Grant No. 2011-BJ-CX-K042 awarded by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, Office of Justice
Programs, U.S. Department of Justice. Points of view in this document are those of the author and do not necessarily

represent the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.




CRTF Track I Admissions*, July 2012 — September 2012 (cont’d)

Age of Track I Clients: July 2012 - September 2012 Admissions
n=776

— 35-49 years, 208,
25-34 years, 320, 27%

42%

0
/_50-1- years, 69, 9%

T

17 years & under, 1,
<1%

—— 18-24 years, 172,
22%

» 22% of Track I clients admitted to the CRTFs were under 25 years old. For county specific
Track I client age information, see page 9.

Sex Of Track I Clients: July 2012 - September 2012 Admissions
n=776

Female
44
Male — 6%
97550 Unknown
4
<1%

» A small proportion (6%) of Track I clients were female. For county specific Track I client sex
information, see page 9.



CRTF Track I Admissions, July 2012 — September 2012 (cont’d)

Track I Population Composition:
July 2012 - September 2012 Admissions

n=776

Moderate Woman with High
to High Risk Need, 3%
690 Max Expiration,
89% 0%

Sex Offender, 8%

uvenile, 0%
mpairments

severe medical,
<1%

» Nearly all (97%) Track I clients were moderate to high risk offenders (89%) or sex offenders
(8%). For county level Track I population information, see page 10.

Supervision Status of Track I Clients:
July 2012 - September 2012 Admissions
n=776

Maximum
Expiration, 17, 2%

On Parole, 758,
98%

Other, 1, <1%

» Neatly all (98%) of Track I clients were on parole when admitted to the CRTFs. County level
information can be found on page 12.
» Of Track I admissions on parole, case conferences were held for 644 (85%). County level

information can be found on page 12.



CRTF Track I Admissions, July 2012 — September 2012 (cont’d)

Identified Service Needs of Track I Clients: July 2012 - September 2012

Admissions
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» The needs that were most commonly identified by the CRTFs for Track I clients were
employment programming (86%), social services assistance (80%), and chemical dependency
treatment (76%). See pages 13-14 for additional county specific information.

CRTF Track I Discharges, July 2012 — September 2012

Discharge Reasons for Track I Clients:
July 2012 - September 2012 Discharges

n=565 Voluntarily
Discontinued
Successful e 2
Completion 1%

347

62%
New

Arrest/Violation
126

22%

____ Other Reasons
30
5%

» Of the 565 clients discharged between July 2012 and September 2012, 347 (62%) clients
successfully completed the CRTFs. 126 (22%) clients were discharged due to a new arrest or
parole violation (as reported by the CRTFs). County level data can be found on page 15.
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CRTF Track I Discharges, July 2012 — September 2012 (cont’d)

Days Spent in the CRTF by Track I Clients:
July 2012 - September 2012 Discharges
n=565

<45 days

93
17%
90+ days ~45-89 days
346 126
6 1 0/0 220/0

> 472 (83%) clients spent at least 45 days in the CRTFs, with 346 (61%) enrolled more than 90
days. See page 22 for county specific information.

Employment Status of Track I Clients:
July 2012 - September 2012 Discharges

n=565
Not Employed Unemployable
300 9%
54%
Employed/ Employed P/T
Unemployable 19%

259

46%
Employed F/T
18%

» 209 (37%) of clients discharged from the CRTFs were employed while in the CRTFs, with an
additional 50 (9%) reported to be unemployable. County level employment data is available on
page 21.



Program Participation among Track I Discharges*, July 2012 — September 2012
County specific data regarding program participation is located on pages 16-19.

> 392 (85%) clients with a need for social services assistance assessed at intake had obtained social
services assistance prior to discharge.

> 287 (65%) clients with a need for housing assistance assessed at intake were in a private
residence at discharge.

» The following chart shows the proportion of clients who either successfully completed or were
still engaged in a program at discharge for the remainder of the needs areas:

Percentage of Clients with Identified Need Who Successfully
Completed or Were Currently Engaged in Programs at Discharge
B Successfully Completed Currently Engaged
63%
590/0 580/0 560/0
50%  48%
45%  43%  43%
34%
o 0,
51% 37% 30%
55%
30% 0 31% 24%
48% 3% '
22%
0%
Chem  Anger MHTx Off Acct CogBeh Sex Off Employ Family Mentoring Ed/ Voc
Dep Prog Mgt  Program  Prog Int Tx Prog  Prog Supp Prog Prog Prog

*For clients who were discharged due to a new arrest or parole violation, program participation
status reported by the CRTF is prior to the client’s arrest/violation.

7



Service Gaps, July 2012 — September 2012

» Needs assessment information is reported for 13 needs areas; for each needs area, the CRTFs
record whether an assessment is conducted as well as the results. The majority of Track I clients
were assessed for all needs areas. Data by county is on pages 13-14.

» The following chart shows the proportion of clients who did not have their need met while
engaged in the CRTF because an appropriate program does not exist in that county or the client
was placed on a waiting list:

Percentage of Clients with Identified Need Who Were Not Enrolled in
Programs Due to Lack of Program Availability
® No Appropriate Program Client on Waiting List
29%
27%
0
20%
17%
5 15%
24% 0
12% 0
15% 0 2% 1% 11y
4%
e % L %
4%
Mentoring Sex Off Ed/ Voc Family Off Acct CogBeh Anger Employ MHTx  Chem
Prog  TxProg Prog SuppProg Prog Int Mgt Prog  Program Dep Prog

» The needs areas with the largest proportion of Track I clients who did not get their need met
due to lack of an appropriate program were mentoring (28% of clients with an assessed need)
and family support (15%). See pages 16-19 for county specific information.

> Needs areas with the largest proportion of Track I clients still waiting for a program at discharge
wete sex offender treatment (24% of clients with an assessed need) and educational/vocational
programs (15%). See pages 16-19 for county level data.



July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Intakes: Age and Sex

c 173;32 & 18-24 years 25-34 years 35-49 years 50+ years Total

o n % n % n % n % n % n
Albany 0 0% 22 29% 31 41% 20 26% 3 4% 76
Broome 0 0% 10 17% 27 46% 15 25% 7 12% 59
Dutchess 0 0% 3 18% 6 35% 6 35% 2 12% 17
Erie 0 0% 7 21% 11 33% 10 30% 5 15% 33
Kings 0 0% 14 20% 32 46% 21 30% 2 3% 069
Monroe 0 0% 13 27% 19 39% 13 27% 4 8% 49
Nassau 0 0% 13 20% 26 39% 19 29% 8 12% 66
Niagara 0 0% 1 4% 11 48% 7 30% 4 17% 23
Oneida 0 0% 6 13% 25 53% 15 32% 1 2% 47
Onondaga 0 0% 16 29% 25 45% 11 20% 3 5% 55
Orange 0 0% 15 20% 35 47% 16 22% 8 11% 74
Rensselaer 0 0% 8 24% 11 33% 11 33% 3 9% 33
Rockland 0 0% 6 25% 11 46% 5 21% 2 8% 24
Schenectady 0 0% 10 25% 15 38% 9 23% 6 15% 40
Suffolk* 1 7% 5 33% 4 27% 4 27% 1 7% 15
Ulster 0 0% 5 24% 4 19% 9 43% 3 14% 21
New York 0 0% 9 32% 8 29% 8 29% 3 11% 28
Westchester 0 0% 9 19% 25 53% 9 19% 4 9% 47
Total 1 0% 172 22% 326 42% 208 27% 09 9% 776

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July 2012.

Male Female Unknown Total
County
n % n Yo n % n
Albany 74 97% 2 3% 0 0% 76
Broome 52 88% 6 10% 1 2% 59
Dutchess 15 88% 2 12% 0 0% 17
Erie 31 94% 2 6% 0 0% 33
Kings 66 96% 2 3% 1 1% 69
Monroe 47 96% 1 2% 1 2% 49
Nassau 64 97% 2 3% 0 0% 66
Niagara 20 87% 3 13% 0 0% 23
Oneida 46 98% 1 2% 0 0% 47
Onondaga 48 87% 7 13% 0 0% 55
Orange 69 93% 4 5% 1 1% 74
Rensselaer 32 97% 1 3% 0 0% 33
Rockland 24 100% 0 0% 0 0% 24
Schenectady | 37 93% 3 8% 0 0% 40
Suffolk* 15 100% 0 0% 0 0% 15
Ulster 16 76% 5 24% 0 0% 21
New York 27 96% 1 4% 0 0% 28
Westchester 45 96% 2 4% 0 0% 47
Total 728 94% 44 6% 4 1% 776




July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Intakes: Population Composition

Moderat man with Max . Impairment
County I—figi 5ilh'eslt:) \’IV-IOigI:‘NZVed Expi::ltion Sex Offender Juvenile sevzje m:dicifl gt

n 0/0 n 0/0 n 0/0 n 0/0 n 0/0 n 0/0 n
Albany 69 91% 1 1% 0 0% 6 8% 0 0% 0 0% 76
Broome 47 80% 4 7% 0 0% 7 12% 0 0% 1 2% 59
Dutchess 17 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 17
Erie 30 91% 1 3% 0 0% 2 6% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Kings 69 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 69
Monroe 46 94% 0 0% 0 0% 3 6% 0 0% 0 0% 49
Nassau 63 95% 2 3% 0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 66
Niagara 17 74% 2 9% 0 0% 4 17% 0 0% 0 0% 23
Oneida 33 70% 0 0% 0 0% 13 28% 0 0% 1 2% 47
Onondaga 50 91% 3 5% 0 0% 2 4% 0 0% 0 0% 55
Orange 69 93% 0 0% 0 0% 7% 0 0% 0 0% 74
Rensselaer 23 70% 0 0% 0 0% 10 30% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Rockland 24 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 24
Schenectady 27 68% 3 8% 0 0% 10 25% 0 0% 0 0% 40
Suffolk* 15 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 15
Ulster 18 86% 2 10% 0 0% 1 5% 0 0% 0 0% 21
New York 28 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 28
Westchester 45 96% 2 4% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47
Total 690 89% 20 3% 0 0% 64 8% 0 0% 2 0% 776

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July 2012.
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Intakes: Time between DOCCS Release and CRTF Intake

More than 365

7 days or less 8-30 days 31-60 days 61-90 days 91-365 days Total
County days
n % n % n % n % n % n % n
Albany 57 75% 13 17% 5 7% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 76
Broome 25 42% 29 49% 2 3% 1 2% 0 0% 2 3% 59
Dutchess 10 59% 18% 2 12% 0 0% 1 6% 1 6% 17
Erie 23 70% 15% 1 3% 1 3% 3 9% 0 0% 33
Kings 9% 31 45% 8 12% 5 7% 13 19% 6 9% 09
Monroe 12% 17 35% 8 16% 3 6% 11 22% 4 8% 49
Nassau 50 76% 12 18% 3 5% 0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 66
Niagara 15 65% 0% 1 4% 2 9% 2 9% 3 13% 23
Oneida 41 87% 11% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47
Onondaga 41 75% 16% 5 9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 55
Orange 32 43% 14 19% 6 8% 4 5% 13 18% 5 7% 74
Rensselaer 27 82% 18% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Rockland 18 75% 21% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 4% 24
Schenectady 19 48% 8 20% 1 3% 0 0% 8 20% 4 10% 40
Suffolk* 8 53% 4 27% 1 7% 0 0% 1 7% 1 7% 15
Ulster 24% 10 48% 0 0% 0 0% 3 14% 3 14% 21
New York 14% 19 68% 3 11% 1 4% 0 0% 1 4% 28
Westchester 16 34% 17 36% 8 17% 2 4% 1 2% 3 6% 47
Total 403 52% 207 27% 55 7% 19 2% 57 7% 35 5% 776

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July 2012.
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Intakes: Supervision Status and Case Conference Status

On Parole,

On Parole, No

Not on Parole,

Not on Parole,

On Parole Max Exp Other Total
County
n %o n %o n Yo n
Albany 71 93% 5 7% 0 0% 76
Broome 55 93% 4 7% 0 0% 59
Dutchess 17 100% 0 0% 0 0% 17
Erie 33 100% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Kings 09 100% 0 0% 0 0% 09
Monroe 47 96% 2 4% 0 0% 49
Nassau 066 100% 0 0% 0 0% 066
Niagara 23 100% 0 0% 0 0% 23
Oneida 47 100% 0 0% 0 0% 47
Onondaga 54 98% 0 0% 1 2% 55
Orange 71 96% 3 4% 0 0% 74
Rensselaer 33 100% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Rockland 24 100% 0 0% 0 0% 24
Schenectady 37 93% 3 8% 0 0% 40
Suffolk* 15 100% 0 0% 0 0% 15
Ulster 21 100% 0 0% 0 0% 21
New York 28 100% 0 0% 0 0% 28
Westchester 47 100% 0 0% 0 0% 47
Total 758 98% 17 2% 1 0% 776

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July 2012.

County Case Conf Case Conf Case Conf No Case Conf gt
n % n % n % n % n
Albany 71 93% 0 0% 5 7% 0 0% 76
Broome 55 93% 0 0% 2 3% 2 3% 59
Dutchess 11 65% 6 35% 0 0% 0 0% 17
Erie 30 91% 3 9% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Kings 69 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 69
Monroe 0 0% 47 96% 0 0% 2 4% 49
Nassau 62 94% 4 6% 0 0% 0 0% 66
Niagara 23 100% 0% 0 0% 0 0% 23
Oneida 40 85% 15% 0 0% 0 0% 47
Onondaga 54 98% 0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 55
Orange 25 34% 46 62% 0 0% 3 4% 74
Rensselaer 33 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 33
Rockland 24 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 24
Schenectady 37 93% 0 0% 3 8% 0 0% 40
Suffolk* 13 87% 2 13% 0 0% 0 0% 15
Ulster 21 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 21
New York 28 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 28
Westchester 47 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47
Total 643 83% 115 15% 11 1% 7 1% 776
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Intakes: Service Needs

*Data from Suffolk County is only from July 2012.
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County Total
Albany | Broome Dutch- Erie | Kings | Monroe | Nassau | Niagara | Oneida Onon- Orange Renss- | Rock- | Schen- Suffolk* | Ulster New | West- n %
ess daga elaer | land | ectady York | chester
o Need 30 32 8 22 3 33 36 21 25 31 34 14 3 12 8 14 7 19 352 | 45%
§ No need 46 27 9 11 066 16 30 2 22 22 40 19 21 28 7 7 21 28 422 | 54%
mo Esostesse d 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0%
o, | Need 73 48 17 17 60 32 066 18 42 44 71 23 18 36 13 18 25 44 665 | 86%
% No need 3 11 0 16 9 17 0 5 5 9 0 10 2 4 2 3 3 3 102 | 13%
LTEJ NG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 9 1%
Assessed
9 Need 24 25 5 15 09 20 066 17 17 23 19 9 4 17 14 16 19 23 402 | 52%
» | No need 52 34 12 17 0 29 0 6 30 29 53 24 18 23 1 5 8 24 365 | 47%
~
= | Not 0
B | Assessed 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 9 1%
e Need 69 44 15 30 26 39 066 23 41 45 69 16 21 29 14 18 13 46 624 | 80%
» 2 | No need 7 15 2 2 43 10 0 0 6 8 4 17 3 11 1 3 15 1 148 | 19%
g < | Not 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1%
» Assessed 0
& | Need 37 45 15 30 68 19 66 18 23 39 63 23 23 23 15 15 22 44 588 | 76%
2 Iﬁ No need 39 14 2 1 1 30 0 5 24 16 9 10 1 17 0 6 6 3 184 | 24%
g | Not 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 | 1%
@) Assessed
i Need 9 6 1 2 0 5 3 4 9 5 6 10 1 10 0 2 0 0 73 9%
o Iﬁ No need 67 24 16 31 69 44 63 19 38 50 68 23 22 30 15 19 28 47 673 | 87%
"
& Not 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 30 4%
Assessed
8 Need 10 18 1 10 1 3 066 20 8 15 12 1 5 13 9 12 1 7 212 | 27%
2 | No need 66 41 16 21 68 46 0 3 39 39 59 32 19 27 6 9 27 40 558 | 72%
S & | Not 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 1%
© Assessed ’
Total 76 59 17 33 69 49 066 23 47 55 74 33 24 40 15 21 28 47 776




July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Intakes: Service Needs (cont’d)

County Total
Albany | Broome D:zzh_ Erie | Kings | Monroe | Nassau | Niagara | Oneida Odr;(;:- Orange R;Z:_ }};)1:15_ ii?;;}; Suffolk* | Ulster ?;X c\;i/eesstte_r n %
é Need 52 36 17 10 68 16 066 23 3 9 51 20 3 29 11 15 20 47 496 | 64%
g No need 24 23 0 21 1 33 0 0 43 40 20 13 1 11 4 6 8 0 248 | 32%
g) Esostesse J 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 6 3 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 32 | 4%
o | Need 28 29 0 3 7 2 066 21 1 2 5 27 2 26 5 14 1 47 286 | 37%
*g No need 48 30 17 29 62 47 0 2 46 51 066 6 14 14 10 7 27 0 476 | 61%
é) Not 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 14 | 2%
Assessed
8o | Need 14 25 13 13 9 23 20 4 1 15 57 12 13 4 10 14 36 292 | 38%
i No need 62 34 4 18 60 26 46 19 46 40 14 21 11 36 11 13 11 478 | 62%
%D Esostesse J 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 1%
- Need 4 12 5 12 3 4 8 9 12 10 13 10 3 14 2 15 3 13 152 | 20%
‘g < | No need 72 47 12 20 066 45 58 14 35 40 58 23 21 26 13 5 25 34 614 | 79%
g
= £ Esostessed 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 10 1%
2 Need 23 36 0 7 0 5 066 16 0 35 9 9 1 21 2 13 12 23 278 | 36%
& | No need 53 23 17 24 09 44 0 7 47 20 063 24 20 19 13 8 16 24 491 | 63%
g Not 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 7 1%
B | Assessed
ao | Need 2 0 2 0 0 1 0 2 2 2 1 0 4 0 1 1 0 21 3%
E No need 74 17 30 69 49 65 23 45 53 71 32 24 30 15 20 27 47 094 | 89%
®
;E Esostessed 0 53 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 601 8%
Total 76 59 17 33 09 49 066 23 47 55 74 33 24 40 15 21 28 47 776

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July 2012.
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Discharge Reasons

Successful

Voluntarily

Reached 120

Reached 180

Transferred to

Moved to non-

County Dischatge Discontinued o o New Arrest Violation Deceased OtheArr SfTF CRTF Area Total
n % n %o n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n
Albany 46 75% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 2% 12 20% 0 0% 2 3% 0 0% 61
Broome 3 6% 0 0% 19 36% 19 36% 0 0% 12 23% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 53
Dutchess 9 69% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 31% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 13
Erie 16 29% 10 18% 0 0% 0 0% 2 4% 12 21% 0 0% 4 7% 12 21% 56
Kings 11 20% 38 68% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 9% 0 0% 0 0% 2 4% 56
Monroe 3 14% 6 29% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 11 52% 0 0% 1 5% 0 0% 21
Nassau 0 0% 0 0% 11 73% 0 0% 0 0% 4 27% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 15
Niagara 2 50% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 25% 0 0% 1 25% 0 0% 4
Oneida 0 0% 1 2% 28 65% 3 7% 8 19% 3 7% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 43
Onondaga N/A | N/JA | NJA | NJA | N/JA | NJA | NJA | N/JA | NJA | NJA | N/JA | N/JA [ N/JA | N/JA | N/JA | N/JA | N/A | N/A N/A
Orange 25 60% 3 7% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 13 31% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 42
Rensselaer 16 64% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 4% 6 24% 0 0% 2 8% 0 0% 25
Rockland 1 7% 0 0% 10 67% 0 0% 1 7% 3 20% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 15
Schenectady 27 79% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 6% 3 9% 0 0% 2 6% 0 0% 34
Suffolk* 14 56% 2 8% 1 4% 0 0% 1 4% 7 28% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 25
Ulster 5 50% 1 10% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 40% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 10
New York 48 80% 1 2% 4 7% 1 2% 2 3% 1 2% 0 0% 3 5% 0 0% 60
Westchester 24 75% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 19% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 32
Total 249 44% 62 11% 74 13% 23 4% 24 4% 98 18% 0 0% 15 3% 15 3% 565

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012.
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge**

County Total
Albany | Broome Dzzih— Erie | Kings | Monroe | Nassau l;;z Oneida (zlz(g)? Orange Re?::rs- I};ﬂ; iz}tl:ci; fso Tlik Ulster ?(:Z X:Si:r n %
No Need 1 0 0 19 56 0 0 0 2 N/A 0 2 0 3 0 1 18 22 124 | 22%
Halfway House 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 N/A 1 0 0 0 3 0 1 1 1 2%
Residential Treatment Program 8 5 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 N/A 0 0 1 5 4 0 6 1 34 6%
2 | Parole Resid Stabilization Prog 5 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 N/A 4 1 0 4 0 0 2 0 20 4%
§ Parole Community Based Resid Prog 1 1 0 24 0 7 3 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 38 7%
mo Shelter- Housing Only 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 N/A 1 1 0 2 1 1 0 0 10 2%
Shelter that includes ancillary services 1 0 0 10 0 0 2 0 1 N/A 1 3 1 0 1 0 0 5 25 4%
Hotel/motel 4 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 1 4 0 0 0 2 1 0 16 3%
Private Residence 36 43 10 1 0 13 9 3 36 N/A 34 14 13 20 16 6 32 1 287 | 51%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 5 26 9 30 5 13 1 1 8 N/A 1 4 2 11 4 2 17 5 144 | 25%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 1 3 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 2 0 0 0 2 0 5 1 18 | 3%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 1 0 2 0 0 8 0 0 N/A 1 10 0 1 1 5 0 29 5%
- Referred, Client Declined Setvices 1 3 0 10 2 2 1 0 3 N/A 3 4 0 16 3 1 7 5 61 11%
E Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 N/A 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 14 2%
o, | Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 10 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 N/A 0 0 2 0 4 0 5 7 34 6%
;g Referred, Currently Engaged 3 1 0 8 1 1 1 2 12 N/A 29 6 7 6 7 0 17 14 125 | 22%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not 9 3 2 1| 37 3 4 0 5 N/A 2 0 2 0 3 4 3 0 78 | 14%
Complete
Referred, Discharged, Successful 25 4 2 0o | 1 0 0 0 10 | N/A 4 0 1 1 1 2 1 0 62 | 11%
Completion
Not Referred, No Need Identified 50 21 8 33 4 17 1 2 18 N/A 24 20 11 27 6 2 23 13 280 | 50%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 3 2 2 1 0 0 0 2 0 N/A 3 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 16 3%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 4 0 4 0 0 9 0 6 N/A 0 4 0 0 5 1 8 2 43 8%
20 | Referred, Client Declined Services 2 11 0 10 17 0 0 0 6 N/A 5 1 0 6 3 2 8 7 78 | 14%
% Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1%
>° Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 1 0 0 3 1 0 0 3 N/A 0 0 0 0 1 0 9 6 24 4%
= | Referred, Currently Engaged 4 11 2 4 3 0 1 0 5 N/A 8 0 1 1 7 3 9 4 63 | 11%
| Referred, Discharged, Did Not 0 1 1 0 | 32 3 4 0 1 N/A 0 0 3 0 2 2 1 0 50 | 9%
Complete
Iéiigfe‘iig“harged’ Successful 1 2 o [ o | o 0 0 0 1| N/A | 2 0 0 0 o | o 0 0 6 | 1%
Total 61 53 13 56 56 21 15 4 43 N/A 42 25 15 34 25 10 60 32 565

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012.
**Status for clients discharged due to a new atrest/violation is ptior to arrest/violation.
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge** (cont’d)

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012.
**Status for clients discharged due to a new arrest/violation is prior to arrest/violation.
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County Total
Albany | Broome Dzzzh- Erie | Kings | Monroe | Nassau T;:ra; Oneida (?ir;;j Orange Rei:esj- 1?;:5 izltl;c?}; :) Tlik Ulster Slj(lez c\feessttér n %
No Need 7 7 1 4 19 1 1 0 2 N/A 2 18 3 8 5 7 20 0 105 | 19%
@ | Referred 0 0 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 19 3%
g Applied- Pending 0 0 1 9 3 0 0 0 3 N/A 8 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 27 5%
& | Denied - Not Eligible 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 1 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 8 1%
<§ Denied - DSS Sanction 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 11 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 14 2%
Receiving Services 53 46 10 36 33 20 14 4 25 N/A 31 3 9 24 19 3 33 29 392 | 69%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 18 22 1 6 0 10 0 0 31 N/A 0 5 0 7 3 3 8 1 115 | 20%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 7 1%
sp | Referred, On Waiting List 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 9 0 0 1 1 1 0 16 3%
E Referred, Client Declined Services 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 4 0 5 0 1 1 1 14 2%
gf Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 7 1 3 0 2 0 0 0 N/A 0 1 2 1 0 0 3 8 28 5%
g | Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 1 0 1 0 4 2 10 2%
g Referred, Currently Engaged 31 10 7 36 0 2 11 3 9 N/A 17 5 8 21 15 2 40 11 228 | 40%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 9 1 1 2 44 6 4 0 2 N/A 9 0 3 0 3 3 2 2 91 16%
Iéiir;fii(gi“harged’ Successful 3 12 1 2 | 12 1 0 1 0 N/A 14 1 1 0 1 0 0 7 56| 10%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 54 52 13 51 56 20 15 3 36 N/A 42 23 15 29 25 10 60 32 536 | 95%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 7 1%
I_'N Referred, Client Declined Services 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
% Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0%
% | Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0%
. Referred, Currently Engaged 5 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 5 N/A 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 14 2%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1%
Iéf)ir;fig“harged’ Successful 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0%
Total 61 53 13 56 56 21 15 4 43 N/A 42 25 15 34 25 10 60 32 565




July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge** (cont’d)

**Status for clients discharged due to a new atrest/violation is prior to arrest/violation.

County Total
Albany | Broome ngh_ Erie | Kings | Monroe | Nassau 1;:]: Oneida %222_ Orange Rg::_ Rl;):g_ iil:;}; fso lﬁi Ulster gjﬁi c\}jl(/eesstte_r n %
Not Referred, No Need Identified 58 23 13 38 55 17 0 0 32 N/A 37 25 11 28 13 2 48 28 428 | 76%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 11 2%
” Referred, On Waiting List 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 10 2%
é Referred, Client Declined Services 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 7 1%
5 | Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
é Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 0 0 0 1 0 3 2 1 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 2 13 2%
8 Referred, Currently Engaged 2 3 0 11 0 0 9 0 7 N/A 1 0 3 0 9 0 5 1 51 9%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 0 1 0 2 1 1 4 2 1 N/A 1 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 19 3%
Iéf)ieglee‘t OIr)l ischarged, Successful 0 19 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 26 | 5%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 13 12 0 51 0 17 0 0 35 N/A 0 18 2 19 7 0 29 0 203 | 36%
Not Refetrred, No Appropriate Program 5 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 2 0 0 3 0 0 4 0 16 3%
Referred, On Waiting List 2 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 N/A 0 2 0 0 0 1 15 0 28 5%
E Referred, Client Declined Setvices 9 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 N/A 0 4 0 0 0 1 1 4 23 4%
é Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1%
& Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 20 4%
O | Referred, Currently Engaged 6 8 3 2 0 0 11 1 3 N/A 19 0 8 11 13 2 4 18 109 | 19%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 2 1 8 0 44 4 4 1 0 N/A 8 0 4 0 3 4 2 2 87 15%
Iéf)ieglee‘t OIr)l ischarged, Successful 11 27 0 0 | 12 0 0 0 0 N/A | 13 0 1 1 2 2 1 5 75 | 13%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 42 24 13 50 53 21 0 0 42 N/A 37 2 14 19 24 4 60 0 405 | 72%
Not Refetrred, No Appropriate Program 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 N/A 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 32 44 8%
Referred, On Waiting List 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0%
g‘) Referred, Client Declined Setvices 2 5 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 N/A 0 7 0 7 0 4 0 0 28 5%
g Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
= Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1%
= Referred, Currently Engaged 12 5 0 3 0 0 11 0 0 N/A 2 13 0 3 0 0 0 0 49 9%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 0 1 0 0 2 0 4 1 0 N/A 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 12 2%
léi;’gfe‘t (51 ischarged, Successful 0 13 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 3 0 3 1 0 0 0 21 | 4%
Total 61 53 13 56 56 21 15 4 43 N/A 42 25 15 34 25 10 60 32 565
*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012. 18




July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge** (cont’d)

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012.

**Status for clients discharged due to a new atrest/violation is prior to arrest/violation.

19

County Total
Albany | Broome Dlelz(s:h_ Erie | Kings | Monroe | Nassau 1;:; Oneida %ZZZ_ Orange Reei;l‘:_ I}S;g_ Sezltlae;}: E) 1111; Ulster Slj(f:lv{ cfeesst:r n %
Not Referred, No Need Identified 53 25 2 25 49 8 1 3 42 N/A 2 24 10 29 21 4 32 11 351 | 62%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 8 1%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 N/A 0 0 0 0 1 3 6 0 16 3%
8o | Referred, Client Declined Services 2 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 10 2%
% Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0%
& Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 1 10 2%
é Referred, Currently Engaged 3 2 0 13 0 0 2 0 0 N/A 16 1 2 3 1 1 14 14 72 | 13%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 1 0 5 4 6 8 2 1 0 N/A 9 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 41 7%
léZir;fiﬁl“harged’ Successful 0 22 4 7 1 5 0 0 0 N/A | 13 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 56 | 10%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 49 43 9 36 53 14 15 0 30 N/A 38 23 12 26 23 3 55 25 454 | 80%
5 Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 N/A 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 8 1%
& | Referred, On Waiting List 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1%
: Referred, Client Declined Services 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 1 N/A 0 1 0 2 0 3 2 1 14 2%
§ Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0%
E Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 4 1%
*E Referred, Currently Engaged 10 3 3 15 0 3 0 3 9 N/A 1 0 1 5 1 1 1 5 61 | 11%
§ Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 0 0 1 1 3 2 0 0 3 N/A 0 0 1 0 0 3 0 1 15 3%
Iéf)ief;fe‘t OIr)l ischarged, Successful 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30| 1%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 48 26 12 48 51 21 0 1 43 N/A 39 23 15 24 20 7 50 11 439 | 78%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 4%
% Referred, On Waiting List 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1%
& | Referred, Client Declined Setvices 2 2 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 N/A 0 0 0 9 0 1 0 15 35 6%
& Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
Uz? Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 7 1%
E‘s Referred, Currently Engaged 10 4 0 3 0 0 10 1 0 N/A 0 0 0 1 0 1 8 3 41 7%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 0 0 0 0 3 0 4 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 8 1%
léii’gfii (i ischarged, Successful 0 4 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 12 | 2%
Total 61 53 13 56 56 21 15 4 43 N/A 42 25 15 34 25 10 60 32 565




July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge: All CRTFs

Employment I;ZIduca.t ion/ Chemical Sex Offender Offende.t ] Cog Mentoring Anger Mental Family
Progsam 1;)catlonal D;pendency Tx Program Acclz)ountabmty IB ehav1or'a1 Program Management Health Tx Support
rogram rogram rogram ntervention Program Program
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
Total Discharges 565 | 100% [ 565 | 100% | 565 | 100% [ 565 | 100% 565 100% 565 | 100% | 565 | 100% | 565 100% | 565 | 100% | 565 | 100%
Clients with No Need 144 25% 280 50% 115 20% 536 95% 428 76% 203 36% | 405 | 72% 351 62% 454 | 80% | 439 | 78%
Clients with Need 421 75% 285 50% 450 80% 29 5% 137 24% 362 64% | 160 | 28% 214 38% 111 | 20% | 126 | 22%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Prog | 18 4% 15 5% 7 2% 1 3% 11 8% 16 4% 44 28% 8 4% 8 7% 18 | 15%
Referred, On Waiting List | 29 7% 43 15% 16 4% 7 24% 10 7% 28 8% 2 1% 16 8% 4 4% 3 2%
Referred, Client Declined Services | 61 15% 78 27% 14 3% 0 0% 7 5% 23 6% 28 18% 10 5% 14 13% 34 | 28%
Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible | 14 3% 5 2% 28 6% 1 3% 0 0% 4 1% 0 0% 1 0% 2 2% 0 0%
Referred, Other Non-Adm Reason | 34 8% 24 8% 10 2% 1 3% 13 9% 20 6% 4 3% 10 5% 4 4% 7 6%
Referred, Currently Engaged | 124 30% 63 22% 228 51% 14 48% 51 37% 108 30% 49 31% 72 34% 61 55% 41 | 33%
Referred, Did Not Complete | 78 19% 50 18% 91 20% 5 17% 19 14% 87 24% 12 8% 41 19% 15 14% 8 7%
Referred, Successful Completion | 62 15% 6 2% 55 12% 0 0% 26 19% 73 20% 19 12% 54 25% 3 3% 12 | 10%
Clients With Need Subtotal | 420 | 100% | 284 | 100% | 449 | 100% 29 100% 137 100% 359 | 100% | 158 | 100% | 212 100% | 111 | 100% | 123 | 100%
July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status Categories Summary
Employment ]i}duca.t ion/ Chemical Sex Offender Offende.r : Cog Mentoring Anger Mental Family
Program 1;)catlonal Dcle)pendency Tx Progtam Aci)ountablhty IBehav1o1:al Program Management Health Tx Support
rogram rogram rogram ntervention Program Program
n % n % n Yo n % n Y n Y% n % n Y% n Y% n Yo
Total Clients with Need 420 100% | 284 | 100% [ 449 | 100% 29 100% 137 100% [ 359 | 100% | 158 | 100% | 212 100% | 111 | 100% | 123 | 100%
No Appropriate Program 18 4% 15 5% 7 2% 1 3% 11 8% 16 4% 44 28% 8 4% 8 7% 18 15%
Client on Waiting List 29 7% 43 15% 16 4% 7 24% 10 7% 28 8% 2 1% 16 8% 4 4% 3 2%
Client Declined Services 61 15% 78 27% 14 3% 0 0% 7 5% 23 6% 28 18% 10 5% 14 13% 34 28%
Other* 48 11% 29 10% 38 8% 2 7% 13 9% 24 7% 4 3% 11 5% 6 5% 7 6%
Client Was Enrolled* 264 63% 119 42% 374 83% 19 66% 96 70% 268 75% 80 51% 167 79% 79 1% 61 50%
Successfully Completed | 62 23% 6 5% 55 15% 0 0% 26 27% 73 27% 19 24% 54 32% 3 4% 12 20%
Currently Engaged | 124 47% 63 53% 228 61% 14 74% 51 53% 108 40% 49 61% 72 43% 61 T7% 41 67%
Did Not Complete | 78 30% 50 42% 91 24% 5 26% 19 20% 87 32% 12 15% 41 25% 15 19% 8 13%
Client Was Enrolled Subtotal | 264 100% | 119 | 100% | 374 | 100% 19 100% 96 100% | 268 | 100% 80 100% | 167 100% 79 100% | o1 100%

*Other includes Client Deemed Ineligible and Other Non-Admission Reason. Client Was 20
Enrolled includes Currently Engaged, Failed to Complete, and Successful Completion.




July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Employment Status**

Unemployable Not Employed Employed P/T Employed F/T Total
County n % n % n % n % n

Albany 10 16% 11 18% 24 39% 16 26% 61
Broome 3 6% 18 34% 20 38% 12 23% 53
Dutchess 4 31% 7 54% 0 0% 2 15% 13
Erie 1 2% 41 73% 6 11% 8 14% 56
Kings 1 2% 40 71% 7 13% 8 14% 56
Montroe 1 5% 15 71% 4 19% 1 5% 21
Nassau 0 0% 40% 7 47% 2 13% 15
Niagara 1 25% 3 75% 0 0% 0 0% 4
Oneida 7 16% 32 74% 2 5% 2 5% 43
Onondaga N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Orange 0 0% 25 60% 1 26% 6 14% 42
Rensselaer 1 4% 16 64% 0 0% 8 32% 25
Rockland 0 0% 14 93% 0 0% 1 7% 15
Schenectady 9 26% 14 41% 2 6% 9 26% 34
Suffolk* 4 16% 13 52% 4 16% 4 16% 25
Ulster 0 0% 3 30% 5 50% 2 20% 10
New York 2 3% 31 52% 16 27% 11 18% 60
Westchester 6 19% 17 53% 0 0% 9 28% 32
Total 50 9% 306 54% 108 19% 101 18% 565

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012.

**Employment Status is the highest level of employment obtained during CRTF enrollment.
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July 2012 through September 2012 Track I Discharges: Days in CRTF

45-89 days 90+ days Total
County
n % n % n % n

Albany 0 0% 5 8% 56 92% 61
Broome 0 0% 4 8% 49 92% 53
Dutchess 2 15% 3 23% 8 62% 13
Erie 24 43% 17 30% 15 27% 56
Kings 21 38% 11 20% 24 43% 56
Monroe 5 24% 3 14% 13 62% 21
Nassau 0 0% 2 13% 13 87% 15
Niagara 2 50% 0 0% 2 50% 4
Oneida 4 9% 3 7% 36 84% 43
Onondaga N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Orange 6 14% 17 40% 19 45% 42
Rensselaer 16 64% 7 28% 2 8% 25
Rockland 2 13% 3 20% 10 67% 15
Schenectady 2 6% 3 9% 29 85% 34
Suffolk* 1 4% 6 24% 18 72% 25
Ulster 1 10% 1 10% 8 80% 10
New York 5 8% 38 63% 17 28% 60
Westchester 2 6% 3 9% 27 84% 32
Total 93 16% 126 22% 346 61% 565

*Data from Suffolk County is only for July and August 2012.
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