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CRTF Track I (T1) Admissions, July 2012 — June 2013

There were 3,623 Track I clients admitted to the CRTFs during the 2012-2013 contract year. Overall, the CRTFs met 90% of their Track I
intake goal for the contract year, with several CRTFs exceeding their individual goals..

Min Min T1 Annual Intakes
County Req Req | Jul- | Aug- | Sep- | Oct- | Nov- | Dec- | Jan- | Feb- | Mar- | Apr- | May- | Jun- o
per | per | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 12 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 | 13 n o goal
Year | Month met
Albany 245 20 24 26 26 27 24 27 24 17 12 9 13 9 238 97%
Bronx 125 10 0 0 0 0 1 3 6 15 13 20 31 36 125 100%
Broome 127 11 17 16 26 21 12 18 13 19 12 21 13 12 200 157%
Dutchess 63 5 6 11 0 0 0 0 10 10 19 13 7 10 86 137%
Erie 460 38 26 16 12 12 20 19 18 20 29 36 39 28 275 60%
Kings 250 21 18 27 24 41 31 39 41 16 35 36 16 21 345 138%
Manhattan 250 21 16 7 4 12 14 16 34 10 16 31 14 25 199 80%
Monroe 442 37 10 27 12 20 7 9 19 24 27 32 18 30 235 53%
Nassau 207 17 31 20 15 19 11 16 29 23 13 15 19 13 224 108%
Niagara 125 10 7 5 11 13 14 13 22 16 13 8 12 12 146 117%
Oneida 143 12 12 17 18 17 3 27 19 19 11 15 11 7 176 123%
Onondaga 338 28 19 18 18 30 23 20 28 26 36 25 19 29 291 86%
Orange 176 15 34 28 12 13 21 17 20 17 15 14 12 14 217 123%
Rensselaer 100 8 14 7 12 13 4 6 6 5 6 9 6 9 97 97%
Rockland 60 5 9 7 8 9 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 65%
Schenectady 148 12 12 14 14 12 16 12 6 7 8 11 12 13 137 93%
Suffolk 455 38 15 12 11 31 33 15 19 24 27 31 40 25 283 62%
Ulster 125 10 7 10 4 6 11 9 11 11 14 19 14 13 129 103%
Westchester 175 15 17 15 15 15 13 14 20 8 23 14 18 9 181 103%
Total 4,014 335 294 283 242 311 263 281 345 287 329 359 314 315 3,623 90%

*Bronx began accepting clients in November 2012. Dutchess first admitted clients under the renegotiated contract in January 2013. Rockland’s CRTF was inactive during the

third and fourth quarters of the contract year, with no intakes or discharges from January 2013 to June 2013.




CRTF Track I Admissions, July 2012 — June 2013 (cont’d)

Age of Track I Clients: 2012-2013 Contract Year Admissions
n=3,623 17 & under

50+ years — 15
336 2%
0
\ 18-24 years
862
24%

35-49 years/
1,013
28%

25-34 years
1,397
39%

> 24% 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: 2012-2013 Contract Year Admissions
n=3,623

Female
224
0,
~ 6%

Male
3,365
93%

Unknown
34
1%

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



CRTF Track I Admissions, July 2012 — June 2013 (cont’d)

Track | Population Composition:
2012-2013 Contract Year Admissions

n=3,623

Moderate to High

Risk Juvenile, 9, <1%
3,206 Woman with High
88%

Need, 94, 3%

Sex Offender, 292,
8%

Impairments Severe
Medical, 19, 1%
Maximum
Expiration, 3, <1%

» Neatly all (96%) Track I clients were moderate to high risk offenders (88%) or sex offenders (8%).
For county-level Track I population information, see page 10.

Supervision Status of Track | Clients:
2012-2013 Contract Year Admissions

n=3,623

On Parole
3,568 Max Exp
99% 53
1%
Other
2
<1%

» Neatly all (99%) 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 2,825 (79%). County-level
information can be found on page 12.



CRTF Track I Admissions, July 2012 — June 2013 (cont’d)

Identified Service Needs of Track I Clients:
2012-2013 Contract Year Admissions
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» 'The needs that were most commonly identified by the CRTFs for Track I clients were employment
programming (83%) chemical dependency treatment (79%), and social services assistance (78%).
See pages 13-14 for additional county specific information.

CRTF Track I Discharges, July 2012 — June 2013

Discharge Reasons for Track I Clients:
July 2012 - June 2013 Discharges

. . n=2,718 Voluntarily
uccesstu Discontinued
Completion / 376
1,704 14%
61%
New Arrest/

Violation
619
22%

—~___Other Reasons
79
3%

» Between July 2012 and June 2013, 2,778 clients were discharged from CRTFs. 1,704 (61%)
successfully completed CRTF programs. 619 (22%) were discharged by CRTFs 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 — June 2013 (cont’d)

Days Spent in the CRTF by Track I Clients:
July 2012 - June 2013 Discharges

n=2,778
<45 days
414
0,
90+ days 15%
1,835
66%
45-89 days
- 529

19%

> 2,364 (85%) of the clients discharged spent at least 45 days in the CRTFs, with 1,835 (66%)
enrolled more than 90 days. See page 23 for county specific information.

Employment Status of Track I Clients:
July 2012 - June 2013 Discharges

n=2,778

Not Employed
1,754
63%

Unemployable
195
7%

Employed P/T
401
15%

Employed/

Unemployable

1,024

37% Employed F/T
417

15%

Unknown
11
<1%

»> 818 (30%) of clients discharged from the CRTFs wete employed while in the CRTFs, with an
additional 195 (7%) reported as unemployable. County-level employment data is available on page
22.



Program Participation among Track I Discharges*, July 2012 — June 2013
County specific data regarding program participation is located on pages 16-20.

» 2,292 clients discharged during this time had a need for social setvices assistance assessed at intake. Of
these, 1,896 (83%) had obtained social services assistance prior to discharge.
> 1,832 clients discharged during this time petiod had a need for housing assistance assessed at intake. Of

these, 1,030 (56%) 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 other identified needs.

Percentage of Clients with Assessed Need Who Successfully
Completed or Were Currently Engaged in Programs

52% m Successfully Completed Currently Engaged
% 4gy

0
39% 37% 36% 36%
28% 30% 30%
44%
21%
48 0

' ) 2% 25% 9%  18%

39% 26%

29%

13% 17%

Chem MHTx Anger SexOff CogBeh Employ Off Acct Vets Prog Family Mentoring Ed/Voc
Dep Prog  Prog Mgt  Tx Prog Int 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 artest/violation.



Service Gaps, July 2012 — June 2013

In addition to information on housing and social service utilization, needs assessment information is reported
for 11 program areas. For each program area, the CRTFs record whether an assessment is conducted as well
as the outcome of the assessment. 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 Need Who Were Not Enrolled in
Programs Due to Lack of Program Availability

399, m No Appropriate Program Client on Waiting List

4%

25%

19%

18% 17% 16% 15%
()

8% 8% 119 /0 10° /0 100/ 0
13% 8% 0

8% 7%

Mentoring Sex Off Family CogBeh Ed/Voc Off Acct Anger MHTx Employ Vets Prog Chem
Prog  Tx Prog Supp Prog  Int Prog Prog Mgt Prog Prog 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 (35% of clients with an assessed need), family support (18%),
and sex offender treatment (13%). See pages 16-20 for county specific information.

> Needs areas with the largest proportion of Track I clients still on the waiting list for a program at
discharge were educational/vocational programs (13%) and sex offender treatment (12%). See pages 16-
20 for county level data.



July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Intakes: Age and Sex

17 & under 18-24 years 25-34 years 35-49 years 50+ years Total
County
n % n % n % n % n % n
Albany 2 1% 67 28% 76 32% 74 31% 19 8% 238
Bronx 0 0% 35 28% 42 34% 32 26% 16 13% 125
Broome 0 0% 35 18% 99 50% 48 24% 18 9% 200
Dutchess 0 0% 19 22% 25 29% 33 38% 9 10% 86
Erie 1 0% 60 22% 104 38% 76 28% 34 12% 275
Kings 0 0% 69 20% 146 42% 109 32% 21 6% 345
Manhattan 0 0% 70 35% 63 32% 50 25% 16 8% 199
Monroe 1 0% 54 23% 88 37% 72 31% 20 9% 235
Nassau 0 0% 57 25% 85 38% 63 28% 19 8% 224
Niagara 1 1% 30 21% 57 39% 42 29% 16 11% 146
Oneida 0 0% 37 21% 81 46% 49 28% 9 5% 176
Onondaga 7 2% 93 32% 123 42% 57 20% 11 4% 291
Orange 0 0% 42 19% 90 41% 63 29% 22 10% 217
Rensselaer 0 0% 16 16% 34 35% 33 34% 14 14% 97
Rockland 0 0% 9 23% 19 49% 6 15% 5 13% 39
Schenectady 0 0% 33 24% 51 37% 37 27% 16 12% 137
Suffolk 2 1% 58 20% 104 37% 88 31% 31 11% 283
Ulster 0 0% 37 29% 38 29% 36 28% 18 14% 129
Westchester 1 1% 41 23% 72 40% 45 25% 22 12% 181
Total 15 0% 862 24% 1,397 39% 1,013 28% 336 9% 3,623

Male Female Unknown Total
County

n % n % n % n
Albany 222 93% 14 6% 2 1% 238
Bronx 98 78% 25 20% 2 2% 125
Broome 179 90% 18 9% 3 2% 200

Dutchess 75 87% 11 13% 0 0% 86
Erie 253 92% 19 7% 3 1% 275
Kings 338 98% 4 1% 3 1% 345
Manhattan 195 98% 1 1% 3 2% 199
Monroe 222 94% 8 3% 5 2% 235
Nassau 210 94% 14 6% 0 0% 224
Niagara 137 94% 9 6% 0 0% 146
Oneida 173 98% 3 2% 0 0% 176
Onondaga 256 88% 26 9% 9 3% 291
Orange 208 96% 7 3% 2 1% 217

Rensselaer 92 95% 4 4% 1 1% 97

Rockland 39 100% 0 0% 0 0% 39
Schenectady 126 92% 10 7% 1 1% 137
Suffolk 260 92% 23 8% 0 0% 283
Ulster 110 85% 19 15% 0 0% 129
Westchester 172 95% 9 5% 0 0% 181
Total 3,365 93% 224 6% 34 1% 3,623




July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Intakes: Population Composition

Moderat_e to High Sex Offender Woman with High Juvenile Impairmen_ts Ma>§imt_Jm Total
County Risk Need Severe Medical Expiration

n % n % n % n % n % n % n

Albany 201 84% 32 13% 3 1% 1 0% 1 0% 0 0% 238
Bronx 119 95% 0 0% 6 5% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 125
Broome 161 81% 25 13% 11 6% 1 1% 1 1% 1 1% 200

Dutchess 77 90% 5 6% 4 5% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 86
Erie 239 87% 25 9% 8 3% 2 1% 1 0% 0 0% 275
Kings 345 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 345
Manhattan 196 98% 2 1% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 0 0% 199
Monroe 218 93% 13 6% 2 1% 0 0% 0 0% 2 1% 235
Nassau 214 96% 2 1% 8 4% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 224
Niagara 110 75% 30 21% 6 4% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 146
Oneida 124 70% 51 29% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 0 0% 176
Onondaga 267 92% 10 3% 9 3% 5 2% 0 0% 0 0% 291
Orange 194 89% 22 10% 1 % 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 217

Rensselaer 70 2% 24 25% 1 1% 0 0% 2 2% 0 0% 97

Rockland 39 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 39
Schenectady 110 80% 19 14% 7 5% 0 0% 1 1% 0 0% 137
Suffolk 238 84% 30 11% 14 5% 0 0% 1 0% 0 0% 283
Ulster 117 91% 2 2% 7 5% 0 0% 3 2% 0 0% 129
Westchester 167 92% 0 0% 7 4% 0 0% 7 4% 0 0% 181
Total 3,205 88% 292 8% 94 3% 9 0% 19 1% 3 0% 3,623
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Intakes: Time between DOCCS Release and CRTF Intake

More than 365

Count 7days or less 8-30 days 31-60 days 61-90 days 91-365 days days Total
Yy
n % n % n % n % n % n % n

Albany 183 7% 44 18% 9 4% 0 0% 1 % 1 % 238
Bronx 27 22% 36 29% 20 16% 9 7% 22 18% 11 9% 125
Broome 78 39% 107 54% 8 4% 1 1% 4 2% 2 1% 200
Dutchess 33 38% 21 24% 10 12% 3 3% 10 12% 9 10% 86
Erie 161 59% 75 27% 19 7% 10 4% 10 4% 0 0% 275
Kings 24 7% 136 39% 45 13% 23 7% 80 23% 37 11% 345
Manhattan 71 36% 70 35% 21 11% 7 4% 18 9% 12 6% 199
Monroe 37 16% 64 27% 40 17% 24 10% 48 20% 22 9% 235
Nassau 195 87% 18 8% 4 2% 3 1% 4 2% 0 0% 224
Niagara 103 71% 16 11% 6 4% 7 5% 9 6% 5 3% 146
Oneida 141 80% 25 14% 7 4% 1 1% 2 1% 0 0% 176
Onondaga 264 91% 20 7% 5 2% 2 1% 0 0% 0 0% 291
Orange 155 71% 26 12% 9 1% 5 2% 15 7% 7 3% 217
Rensselaer 80 82% 8 8% 3 3% 1 1% 5 5% 0 0% 97
Rockland 24 62% 13 33% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 3% 39
Schenectady 106 77% 12 9% 4 3% 0 0% 10 7% 5 4% 137
Suffolk 115 41% 7 27% 27 10% 9 3% 41 14% 14 5% 283
Ulster 46 36% 61 47% 6 5% 4 3% 9 7% 3 2% 129
Westchester 58 32% 73 40% 27 15% 9 5% 9 5% 5 3% 181
Total 1,901 52% 902 25% 270 7% 119 3% 297 8% 134 4% 3,623
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Intakes: Supervision Status and Case Conference Status

On Parole, case

On Parole, no

Not on parole,

Not on parole, no

County conf case conf case conf case conf Vo
n % n % n % n % n
Albany 214 90% 7 3% 17 % 0 0% 238
Bronx 28 22% 97 78% 0 0% 0 0% 125
Broome 193 97% 0 0% 5 3% 2 1% 200
Dutchess 48 56% 38 44% 0 0% 0 0% 86
Erie 265 96% 10 4% 0 0% 0 0% 275
Kings 345 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 345
Manhattan 142 71% 56 28% 1 1% 0 0% 199
Monroe 39 17% 189 80% 0 0% 7 3% 235
Nassau 218 97% 6 3% 0 0% 0 0% 224
Niagara 137 94% 8 5% 0 0% 1 1% 146
Oneida 146 83% 28 16% 0 0% 2 1% 176
Onondaga 290 100% 0 0% 1 0% 0 0% 291
Orange 72 33% 138 64% 2 1% 5 2% 217
Rensselaer 95 98% 0 0% 2 2% 0 0% 97
Rockland 39 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 39
Schenectady 120 88% 8 6% 8 6% 1 1% 137
Suffolk 124 44% 158 56% 0 0% 1 % 283
Ulster 129 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 129
Westchester 181 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 181
Total 2,825 78% 743 21% 36 1% 19 1% 3,623

On Parole Max Exp Other Total
County
n % n % n % n
Albany 221 93% 17 7% 0 0% 238
Bronx 125 100% 0 0% 0 0% 125
Broome 193 97% 7 4% 0 0% 200
Dutchess 86 100% 0 0% 0 0% 86
Erie 275 100% 0 0% 0 0% 275
Kings 345 100% 0 0% 0 0% 345
Manhattan 198 99% 0 0% 1 1% 199
Monroe 228 97% 7 3% 0 0% 235
Nassau 224 100% 0 0% 0 0% 224
Niagara 145 99% 1 1% 0 0% 146
Oneida 174 99% 2 1% 0 0% 176
Onondaga 290 100% 0 0% 1 0% 291
Orange 210 97% 7 3% 0 0% 217
Rensselaer 95 98% 2 2% 0 0% 97
Rockland 39 100% 0 0% 0 0% 39
Schenectady 128 93% 9 7% 0 0% 137
Suffolk 282 100% 1 0% 0 0% 283
Ulster 129 100% 0 0% 0 0% 129
Westchester 181 100% 0 0% 0 0% 181
Total 3,568 98% 53 1% 2 0% 3,623
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Intakes: Service Needs

County Total
Dutch . . Man- : . Onon- Renss- Schen- West- 0
Albany | Bronx | Broome ess Erie | Kings hattan Monroe | Nassau | Niagara | Oneida daga Orange elaer Rockland ectady Suffolk | Ulster chester n %
> Need 124 39 103 34 171 34 46 143 136 107 91 171 137 39 8 55 154 81 78 1,751 | 48%
= | No Need 114 69 97 52 104 311 129 92 88 39 85 117 66 58 31 81 127 48 103 1,811 | 50%
=}
o
T | Not 0 17 0 0 0 0 24 0 0 0 0 3 14 0 0 1 2 0 0 61 2%
Assessed
- Need 218 94 165 79 190 282 159 129 224 133 154 253 174 81 27 120 222 110 176 2,990 | 83%
%_ No Need 19 9 35 7 85 63 22 104 0 13 22 29 11 16 5 14 44 18 5 521 14%
=
| Not 1 22 0 0 0 0 18 2 0 0 0 9 32 0 7 3 17 1 0 112 3%
Assessed
Need 72 72 98 31 211 338 131 72 224 78 85 193 63 33 9 67 215 96 96 2,184 | 60%
g No Need 165 12 102 55 63 7 49 163 0 68 91 87 132 64 27 67 56 33 85 1,326 | 37%
o | Not
1 41 0 0 1 0 19 0 0 0 0 11 22 0 3 3 12 0 0 113 3%
Assessed
- Need 218 53 171 66 272 103 92 121 224 145 149 271 193 67 35 116 247 104 177 2,824 | 78%
g g No Need 20 16 29 20 2 242 89 114 0 1 27 17 8 30 4 21 35 25 4 704 19%
8 <[ Not
N I 0 56 0 0 1 0 18 0 0 0 0 3 16 0 0 0 1 0 0 95 3%
ssessed
£ | Need 137 70 178 73 256 344 126 112 224 128 85 239 158 74 38 106 252 112 166 2,878 | 79%
§ No Need 101 8 21 13 15 1 54 123 0 18 91 52 41 23 1 30 27 17 15 651 18%
£ | Not 0
21 A q 0 47 1 0 4 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 1 4 0 0 94 3%
S ssesse
ha Need 34 4 24 5 21 0 5 13 11 32 37 23 19 25 1 20 29 5 1 309 9%
g No Need 203 98 127 81 254 345 174 222 213 114 138 258 192 72 37 117 253 124 180 3,202 | 88%
g | Not 1 23 49 0 0 0 20 0 0 0 1 10 6 0 1 0 1 0 0 112 3%
0 | Assessed
§’ Need 40 2 73 2 62 6 5 63 224 130 20 150 50 16 11 49 139 54 18 1,114 | 31%
o
+ | No Need 197 99 127 84 210 339 175 172 0 16 156 139 152 77 28 84 132 75 163 2,425 | 67%
(&)
< | Not
= 1 24 0 0 3 0 19 0 0 0 0 2 15 4 0 4 12 0 0 84 2%
O | Assessed
Total 238 125 200 86 275 345 199 235 224 146 176 291 217 97 39 137 283 129 181 3,623 | 100%
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Intakes:

Service Needs (cont’d)

County Total
Albany | Bronx | Broome Dutch | ;0 Kings Man- 1 \ronroe | Nassau Niagara | Oneida Cinei- Orange Renss- | pockland | SCM™ | susolk | Ulster | WSt n %
-ess hattan daga elaer ectady chester
2 Need 150 38 145 86 53 344 136 45 224 134 59 167 120 73 10 85 201 104 181 2,355 | 65%
< | No Need 88 22 55 0 218 1 61 190 0 12 116 116 76 24 1 50 80 25 0 1,135 | 31%
oM
2 | Not 0
O | A 0 65 0 0 4 0 2 0 0 0 1 8 21 0 28 2 2 0 0 133 4%
ssessed
Need 101 4 99 1 19 16 4 2 224 119 2 105 12 89 5 72 83 119 180 1,256 | 35%
£ | No Need 137 58 101 85 255 329 178 233 0 27 173 182 193 8 24 60 167 10 1 2,221 | 61%
z N
= ot 0 63 0 0 1 0 17 0 0 0 1 4 12 0 10 5 33 0 0 146 4%
Assessed
— | Need 47 38 93 41 73 96 99 82 93 16 2 107 117 24 23 32 110 61 125 1,279 | 35%
(=)
% No Need 190 23 107 45 197 249 81 153 130 130 174 182 72 73 16 104 166 68 56 2,216 | 61%
2 | Not
< 0 1 64 0 0 5 0 19 0 1 0 0 2 28 0 0 1 7 0 0 128 4%
Assessed
::f; Need 35 20 39 34 72 33 19 45 65 45 46 82 35 28 8 55 63 99 47 870 24%
i «| No Need 201 50 161 52 202 312 160 190 158 101 129 200 159 69 31 80 210 29 134 2,628 | 73%
= F
©
c | Not
) 2 55 0 0 1 0 20 0 1 0 1 9 23 0 0 2 10 1 0 125 3%
S | Assessed
o Need 81 6 117 7 168 6 57 51 224 100 3 162 27 38 2 68 38 95 97 1,347 | 3™%
Q.
& | No Need 157 80 83 79 104 | 339 123 183 0 46 172 129 177 59 30 68 240 34 84 2,187 | 60%
IS
< | Not
R 0 39 0 0 3 0 19 1 0 0 1 0 13 0 7 1 5 0 0 89 2%
Assessed
Need 4 0 7 2 9 1 6 0 3 3 3 5 6 5 0 8 7 9 2 80 2%
D
,-?_ No Need 234 104 80 84 265 344 173 235 221 143 173 286 206 92 39 122 274 120 179 3,374 | 93%
g‘ Not
0 21 113 0 1 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 7 2 0 0 169 5%
Assessed
Total 238 125 200 86 275 345 199 235 224 146 176 291 217 97 39 137 283 129 181 3,623 | 100%
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Discharge Reasons

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n
Albany 190 77% 5 2% 2 1% 42 17% 1 % 7 3% 0 0% 247
Bronx 33 77% 0 0% 6 14% 4 9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 43
Broome 185 79% 0 0% 4 2% 43 18% 0 0% 1 % 0 0% 233
Dutchess 9 45% 0 0% 0 0% 11 55% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 20
Erie 110 53% 22 11% 9 4% 44 21% 0 0% 6 3% 15 7% 206
Kings 39 13% 231 76% 0 0% 24 8% 0 0% 2 1% 6 2% 302
Manhattan 130 71% 26 14% 9 5% 10 5% 1 1% 4 2% 3 2% 183
Monroe 16 17% 30 32% 2 2% 46 48% 0 0% 1 1% 0 0% 95
Nassau 11 37% 0% 0 0% 17 57% 0 0% 2 7% 0 0% 30
Niagara 22 40% 0% 3 5% 26 47% 0 0% 4 7% 0 0% 55
Oneida 167 84% 1 1% 17 9% 14 7% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 200
Onondaga 186 70% 9 3% 23 9% 44 17% 0 0% 0 0% 4 2% 266
Orange 102 57% 15 8% 0 0% 59 33% 0 0% 2 1% 1 1% 179
Rensselaer 58 65% 0% 5 6% 19 21% 1 1% 5 6% 1 1% 89
Rockland 27 75% 0% 1 3% 8 22% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 36
Schenectady 91 68% 2% 7 5% 28 21% 0 0% 4 3% 0 0% 133
Suffolk 110 65% 18 11% 4 2% 35 21% 0 0% 1 1% 0 0% 168
Ulster 59 63% 13 14% 10 11% 11 12% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 94
Westchester 159 80% 3 2% 13 7% 19 10% 0 0% 0 0% 5 3% 199
Total 1,704 61% 376 14% 115 4% 504 18% 3 % 39 1% 37 1% 2,778
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge*

*Program participation status for clients discharged due to a new arrest/violation is their

status prior to the arrest/violation.

16

County Total
Albany | Bronx | Broome Dut- | e Kings Man- 1 Vronroe | Nassau | N | oneida | ©MOM Orange REIMES: | [ROEE SR | S0F | e || G n %
chess hattan gara daga elaer land | ectady | folk chester
No Need 61 12 52 2 74 | 272 79 7 3 0 45 77 56 11 0 42 14 13 115 935 | 34%
Halfway House 10 0 3 0 5 3 5 1 0 0 0 6 37 2 0 1 17 0 2 92 3%
Residential Treatment Program 17 1 10 3 4 4 12 1 0 1 4 11 2 1 1 11 13 0 1 97 3%
o | Parole Resid Stabilization Prog 29 3 10 2 13 0 6 3 1 0 0 13 5 5 0 14 7 0 0 111 | 4%
= | Parole Community Based Resid Prog 1 8 4 0 52 0 11 13 10 5 0 2 0 0 0 2 8 0 22 138 | 5%
3 | Shelter- Housing Only 11 0 17 2 4 3 3 7 0 9 8 49 4 8 1 11 24 6 0 167 | 6%
T | shelter that includes ancillary services 2 2 4 0 18 17 0 4 5 3 4 9 3 4 2 1 4 10 37 129 | 5%
Hotel/motel 21 0 17 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 2 1 3 6 1 3 1 9 0 68 2%
Private Residence 95 17 116 10 36 3 66 59 11 35 137 87 69 52 31 48 80 56 22 1,030 | 37%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 25 10 124 9 74 13 28 50 1 1 14 64 66 25 6 45 28 16 7 606 | 22%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 1 0 9 0 9 0 10 1 0 3 5 11 2 0 0 1 2 6 1 61 2%
o Not Referred, Other Reason 30 20 14 6 12 8 51 11 0 2 4 55 60 6 0 23 26 5 46 379 | 14%
© | Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 5 0 7 0 8 0 8 15 0 48 2 10 1 2 33 13 4 156 | 6%
& | Referred, Client Declined Services 20 6 9 0 19 50 23 2 1 6 9 2 3 25 2 29 23 19 11 259 | 9%
S | Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 12 0 3 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 10 0 0 1 2 0 2 3 1 39 1%
% Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 19 0 1 1 43 0 5 17 0 0 17 7 5 0 3 2 12 7 17 156 | 6%
o | Referred, Currently Engaged 18 6 49 0 36 9 49 2 1 7 33 53 33 20 16 22 32 11 107 504 | 18%
UEJ Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 26 1 3 2 3 186 6 8 19 14 29 12 4 1 5 2 4 7 1 333 | 12%
Reterred, Discnarged, Successiul 9 0 16 > | o] 3 | 3 2 0 7 | 79 3 4 1 1 7 6 | 7 4 | 274 | 10%
Completion
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 176 23 151 11 87 5 50 77 1 22 97 123 132 69 29 83 28 16 68 1,248 | 45%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 3 0 7 2 4 0 5 0 0 13 0 12 3 3 0 1 2 1 0 56 2%
Not Referred, Other Reason 25 12 5 2 14 1 52 4 0 0 2 39 26 3 0 20 33 6 30 274 | 10%
> Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 7 1 6 0 14 0 9 2 25 47 1 4 1 6 44 21 13 201 | 7%
© | Referred, Client Declined Services 18 4 19 0 23 174 19 1 0 13 19 4 6 10 1 16 24 26 28 405 | 15%
D;, Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 6 2 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 16 1%
§ Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 11 0 0 1 42 0 11 6 0 1 7 3 0 0 0 2 8 6 14 112 | 4%
E Referred, Currently Engaged 10 3 36 2 26 20 27 0 1 0 32 17 9 0 1 3 22 13 43 265 | 10%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 1 1 1 1 3 100 5 5 19 4 6 8 0 0 4 2 2 3 1 166 | 6%
Referred_, Discharged, Successful 2 0 6 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 6 0 2 0 0 0 3 0 1 23 1%
Completion
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0%
Total 247 43 233 20 | 206 | 302 183 95 30 55 200 266 179 89 36 133 | 168 94 199 [ 2,778




July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge* (cont’d)

*Program participation status for clients discharged due to a new arrest/violation is their
status prior to the arrest/violation.
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County Total
Albany | Bronx | Broome 0?1225 Erie | Kings r:\: 32;] Monroe | Nassau ggfé Oneida %232' Orange Rjng- F}gﬁg 22{;@ ?(;jlt Ulster <¥1Ve:esstgr n %
No Need 39 25 63 3 15 55 67 31 1 0 9 23 19 36 7 33 16 30 2 474 | 17%
% | Referred, Did Not Apply 7 2 2 1 10 4 7 4 0 1 9 35 1 8 2 8 13 4 4 122 4%
< | Applied- Pending 0 5 0 3 25 18 9 10 0 1 4 71 12 0 0 1 21 3 2 185 7%
E Denied - Not Eligible 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 12 12 6 1 4 5 4 3 1 51 2%
% | Denied - DSS Sanction 4 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 18 3 5 2 1 0 0 0 1 38 1%
A Receiving Services 197 11 168 13 151 225 98 50 29 53 148 111 135 42 22 86 114 54 189 | 1,896 | 68%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0] 0] 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 90 23 51 1 15 0 21 42 0 3 129 48 43 19 1 25 19 14 12 556 | 20%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 14 1%
Not Referred, Other Reason 18 1 3 0 1 0 38 7 0 1 1 15 35 9 0 13 4 1 7 154 6%
Referred, On Waiting List 1 0 4 0 3 0 1 0 0 2 1 63 0 12 0 1 2 23 0 113 4%
S | Referred, Client Declined Services 1 1 3 0 9 0 4 0 0 1 0 3 0 19 0 13 4 4 3 65 2%
LZ._ Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 1 0 36 1 21 0 3 2 0 0 1 2 0 1 8 4 2 2 32 116 4%
& Ezg‘zgﬁd Other Non-Admission 2 0 4 3 | 32| o0 8 15 0 0 2 3 2 0 1 1 9 4 10 | 96 | 3%
E Referred, Currently Engaged 104 11 98 10 101 0 100 9 11 6 52 61 33 25 17 67 109 35 117 966 | 35%
O | Referred, Discharged, Did Not 21 6 4 2 | 16 | 262 | 6 16 19 27 13 54 21 2 8 9 14 | 4 6 510 | 18%
Complete
Referred, Discharged, Successful 9 1 30 1| 6 | 4 | o 4 0 14 0 4 43 2 1 0 4 6 12 | 177 | &%
Completion
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 214 43 214 20 177 | 301 162 91 29 48 159 247 168 66 34 113 163 92 198 | 2,539 | 91%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 6 0 18 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 30 1%
Not Referred, Other Reason 5 0 0 0 2 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 8 5 0 3 0 1 0 43 2%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 1 0 6 0 10 1 0 0 27 1%
Referred, Client Declined Services 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 5 0%
& | Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0%
?S Referred, Other Non-Admission 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 9 0 1 13 0%
=< | Reason
& | Referred, Currently Engaged 18 0 0 0 19 0 1 0 0 2 27 3 2 9 1 6 1 0 0 89 3%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not 2 0 0 0 5 1 0 1 1 3 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 | 1%
Complete
Referred_, Discharged, Successful 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
Completion
Unknown 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0%
Total 247 43 233 20 206 302 183 95 30 55 200 266 179 89 36 133 168 94 199 2,778




July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge* (cont’d)

*Program patticipation status for clients discharged due to a new arrest/violation is their
status prior to the arrest/violation.

County Total
Albany | Bronx | Broome 512:5 Erie | Kings P?:\ tatg|:1 Monroe | Nassau g‘;?é Oneida %232_ Orange FZ?ZZ? Fi;)r(]:lg igthaedr; ?cl)JIfI; Ulster c\il\/;sst:r n %
Not Referred, No Need Identified 205 43 139 20 141 301 143 80 0 3 182 139 154 74 27 92 87 54 169 2,053 | 74%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 3 0 2 0 3 0 2 0 0 1 0 2 1 3 0 14 24 2 1 58 2%
Not Referred, Other Reason 19 0 0 0 1 0 25 1 0 3 1 31 14 11 0 20 0 1 2 129 5%
o | Referred, On Waiting List 0 4 0 1 0 3 3 0 3 4 18 0 0 1 1 1 18 1 60 2%
E Referred, Client Declined Services 0 3 0 2 0 2 0 0 32 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 5 0 54 2%
S | Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
é Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 10 0 0 0 12 0 2 7 2 1 1 6 0 0 0 0 6 1 10 58 2%
o Referred, Currently Engaged 3 0 25 0 31 0 6 1 9 0 9 25 5 0 6 3 35 7 16 181 7%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 0 0 5 0 6 1 0 2 19 12 2 25 2 0 2 1 14 3 0 94 3%
Referred, Discharged, Successful Completion 0 0 55 0 9 0 0 1 0 0 1 8 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 80 3%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 55 30 27 0 190 0 58 79 0 5 123 100 49 47 3 64 72 13 0 915 | 33%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 13 0 0 1 2 0 6 0 0 0 0 86 2 1 0 23 40 1 3 178 6%
Not Referred, Other Reason 27 8 0 0 1 0 15 0 0 1 4 45 39 22 0 25 2 2 12 203 7%
. | Referred, On Waiting List 16 0 4 0 0 0 17 1 0 1 66 19 0 2 0 1 2 6 15 150 5%
E Referred, Client Declined Services 39 1 3 1 4 0 25 0 0 36 0 0 0 12 0 2 2 25 11 161 6%
& | Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 9 0%
8 | Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 33 0 0 5 4 0 8 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 8 2 12 76 3%
© Referred, Currently Engaged 28 3 48 3 5 0 23 1 11 1 6 4 32 4 18 17 30 27 131 392 | 14%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 11 1 6 9 0 262 17 8 19 11 0 0 18 0 9 0 9 6 5 391 14%
Referred, Discharged, Successful Completion 23 0 144 0 0 40 14 6 0 0 0 0 38 0 1 1 3 12 10 292 11%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 143 40 143 20 166 280 149 95 0 5 149 149 159 6 34 47 152 16 0 1,753 | 63%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Program 2 0 8 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 50 72 4 0 0 6 13 0 196 355 13%
Not Referred, Other Reason 25 3 4 0 4 0 33 0 0 1 0 15 13 8 0 45 0 4 3 158 6%
Referred, On Waiting List 2 0 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 2 1 18 0 0 0 3 0 13 0 44 2%
€ | Referred, Client Declined Services 24 0 8 0 13 0 0 0 0 35 0 0 0 46 0 24 1 37 0 188 7%
g Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0%
§ Referred, Other Non-Admission Reason 9 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 21 1%
Referred, Currently Engaged 40 0 19 0 7 1 0 0 12 0 0 0 2 24 1 4 1 19 0 130 5%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not Complete 1 0 1 0 0 17 0 0 18 11 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 53 2%
Referred, Discharged, Successful Completion 1 0 48 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 1 0 63 2%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0%
Total 247 43 233 20 206 302 183 95 30 55 200 266 179 89 36 133 168 94 199 2,778
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge* (cont’d)

County Total
Albany | Bronx | Broome Dut- 1 e Kings Man- | \ronroe | Nassau | N | oneida | OO Orange FEIEE | RBES || SR B e | SR n %
chess hattan gara daga elaer land | ectady | folk chester
Not Referred, No Need Identified 191 35 120 9 120 241 61 56 11 49 189 168 46 75 23 104 111 57 54 1,720 | 62%
MR CLD LT ES 13 0 0 1 3 0 2 0 0 2 0 37 5 9 0 3 2 0 o | 77 | 3%
Program
Not Referred, Other Reason 18 0 0 0 3 0 3 2 0 0 1 14 40 2 0 11 11 1 5 111 4%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 5 1 1 0 8 1 0 0 6 25 0 0 0 1 5 23 11 87 3%
Referred, Client Declined Services 8 1 1 0 7 0 22 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 5 7 3 58 2%
= .
- | il et eemse 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 4 | 0%
— | Ineligible
(5] ..
= Referred, Other Non-Admission 4 0 0 0 12 0 9 5 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 5 13 2 8 62 204
< | Reason
Referred, Currently Engaged 12 4 22 0 35 0 50 1 3 0 1 4 25 2 8 6 11 3 102 289 10%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not 1 3 5 5 11 | 53 | 15 13 15 1 0 1 18 0 4 1 3 0 5 154 | 6%
Complete
Referred, Discharged, Successful 0 0 80 4 | 14| 8 | 13 17 1 2 0 4 44 1 1 0 4 1 10 | 204 | 7%
Completion
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 12 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 197 34 199 14 126 282 139 76 25 38 152 207 146 62 30 95 137 18 144 2,121 | 76%
Not Referred, No Appropriate 0 0 3 o | 2 | o | o 0 0 4 0 1 2 0 0 2 1 2 0o | 17 | 1%
Program
Not Referred, Other Reason 15 3 0 1 2 0 35 2 0 3 0 3 22 2 0 10 2 3 2 105 4%
= Referred, On Waiting List 1 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 4 18 0 1 1 4 0 15 1 49 2%
a | Referred, Client Declined Services 1 3 3 0 2 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 1 6 0 4 7 21 3 57 2%
£ | Referred, Client Deemed 1 0 0 o | 3 | o | o 0 0 0 0 0 1 o | 1| o | o |0 0 6 | 0%
% | Ineligible
2 ) L
= Eeferred, Other Non-Admission 0 0 0 8 2 3 0 1 1 1 2 7 5 1 33 1%
8 eason
g Referred, Currently Engaged 30 2 24 3 52 1 3 8 0 6 37 20 6 17 1 16 13 26 46 311 11%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not 2 1 0 1 g8 | 19 | o0 3 5 4 6 5 0 0 2 0 0o | 4 > | 62 | 2%
Complete
Referred_, Discharged, Successful 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 0%
Completion
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Total 247 43 233 20 206 302 183 95 30 55 200 266 179 89 36 133 168 94 199 | 2,778

*Program participation status for clients discharged due to a new arrest/violation is their

status prior to the arrest/violation.
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge* (cont’d)

status prior to the arrest/violation.

County Total
Albany | Bronx | Broome Dut- 1 e Kings Man- | \ronroe | Nassau | N | oneida | OO Orange FEIEE | RBES || SR B e | SR n %
chess hattan gara daga elaer land | ectady | folk chester
Not Referred, No Need Identified 176 40 104 19 194 241 112 91 0 16 183 209 154 69 36 84 156 36 86 2,006 | 72%
MR CLD LT ES 0 0 98 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 17 2 3 10 | o 2 1 3 0 | 137 | 5%
Program
Not Referred, Other Reason 18 2 9 0 0 0 37 1 0 1 0 35 20 8 0 16 0 0 5 152 5%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 10 0%
8 | Referred, Client Declined Services 11 0 3 0 3 0 1 0 0 25 0 0 2 0 0 25 1 10 33 114 4%
| [FETEEE, Clen DEEmE 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 5 | 0%
o | Ineligible
=] ..
cg Referred, Other Non-Admission 3 0 1 0 4 0 4 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 1 15 33 1%
= Reason
L. | Referred, Currently Engaged 37 1 10 0 3 0 25 2 10 5 0 8 0 2 0 3 5 40 50 201 7%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not 1 0 0 0 0 42 3 0 19 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 76 | 3%
Complete
Referred_, Discharged, Successful 1 0 4 1 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 3 33 1%
Completion
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0%
Not Referred, No Need Identified 172 43 174 7 141 246 104 74 11 51 156 214 130 58 21 79 124 82 162 2,049 | 74%
Not Referred, No Appropriate 1 0 0 o | o | o 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 7 | 0%
Program
Not Referred, Other Reason 10 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 1%
Referred, On Waiting List 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0%
=3 Referred, Client Declined Services 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0%
o .
@ | Referred, Client Deemed 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 | 0%
2 [ Ineligible
© ..
§ Eeferred, Other Non-Admission 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0%
o eason
= Referred, Currently Engaged 1 4 0 2 0 0 0 22 1%
Referred, Discharged, Did Not 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0%
Complete
Referred_, Discharged, Successful 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0%
Completion
Unknown 61 0 53 13 62 56 60 21 16 4 43 48 42 25 15 49 42 10 34 654 24%
Total 247 43 233 20 206 302 183 95 30 55 200 266 179 89 36 133 168 94 199 | 2,778
*Program participation status for clients discharged due to a new arrest/violation is their 20




July 2012 through June 2013 Track | Discharges: Program Participation Status at CRTF Discharge: All CRTFs

Employment \E/gg;ggggf DSQ:Q:S& Sex Offender Acgﬁi?ggirli ty Cog Behav!oral Mentoring Anger Mental Health SFuaprEIc:)r/t Veterans
Program Proaram Proaram Tx Program Proaram Intervention Program Management Tx Program Proaram Program
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
Total Discharges 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100% | 2,778 | 100%
Clients with No Need (incl. unk) 617 22% | 1,260 | 45% 567 20% | 2,551 | 92% | 2,064 | 74% 926 33% | 1,765 | 64% | 1,732 | 62% | 2,132 | 77% | 2,017 | 73% | 2,703 | 97%
Clients with Need 2,161 78% 1,518 55% 2,211 80% 227 8% 714 26% 1,852 67% 1,013 36% 1,046 38% 646 23% 761 27% 75 3%
Not Referred, No Appropriate Prog | 61 3% 56 4% 14 1% 30 13% 58 8% 178 10% 355 35% 77 7% 17 3% 137 18% 7 9%
Not Referred, Other Reasons | 379 18% 274 18% 154 7% 43 19% 129 18% 203 11% 158 16% 111 11% 105 16% 152 20% 35 47%
Referred, On Waiting List | 156 7% 201 13% 113 5% 27 12% 60 8% 150 8% 44 4% 87 8% 49 8% 10 1% 1%
Referred, Client Declined Services | 259 12% 405 27% 65 3% 2% 54 8% 161 9% 188 19% 58 6% 57 9% 114 15% 4%
Referred, Client Deemed Ineligible | 39 2% 16 1% 116 5% 0% 0 0% 9 0% 1 0% 4 0% 6 1% 5 1% 4%
Referred, Other Non-Adm Reason | 156 7% 112 7% 96 4% 13 6% 58 8% 76 4% 21 2% 62 6% 33 5% 33 4% 0%
Referred, Currently Engaged | 504 23% 265 17% 966 44% 89 39% 181 25% 392 21% 130 13% 289 28% 311 48% 201 26% 22 29%
Referred, Did Not Complete | 333 15% 166 11% 510 23% 19 8% 94 13% 391 21% 58 5% 154 15% 62 10% 76 10% 3 4%
Referred, Successful Completion | 274 13% 23 2% 177 8% 0 0% 80 11% 292 16% 63 6% 204 20% 6 1% 33 4% 1 1%
Clients With Need Subtotal | 2,161 | 100% | 1,518 | 100% | 2,211 | 100% 227 100% 714 100% | 1,852 | 100% | 1,013 | 100% | 1,046 | 100% 646 100% 761 100% 75 100%
July 2012 through June 2013 Track | Discharges: Program Participation Status Categories Summary
Employment \E/gg;;gggf Dce:g:r?:jlecr?cl;y Sex Offender Acgﬁﬁqggiﬁi ty Cog Behav!oral Mentoring Anger Mental Health SFuapn;Ic:)r/t Veterans
Program Proaram Proaram Tx Program Proaram Intervention Program Management Tx Program Program Program
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
Total Clients with Need 2,161 | 100% | 1,518 | 100% | 2,211 | 100% 227 100% 714 100% | 1,852 | 100% | 1,013 | 100% | 1,046 | 100% | 646 100% 761 100% 75 100%
No Appropriate Program 61 3% 56 4% 14 1% 30 13% 58 8% 178 10% 355 35% 77 7% 17 3% 137 18% 9%
Client on Waiting List 156 7% 201 13% 113 5% 27 12% 60 8% 150 8% 44 4% 87 8% 49 8% 10 1% 1%
Client Declined Services 259 12% 405 27% 65 3% 5 2% 54 8% 161 9% 188 19% 58 6% 57 9% 114 15% 4%
Other* 574 271% 402 26% 366 17% 57 25% 187 26% 288 16% 180 18% 177 17% 144 22% 190 25% 38 51%
Client Was Enrolled 1,111 51% 454 30% 1,653 | 75% 108 48% 355 50% | 1,075 58% 246 24% 647 62% 379 59% 310 41% 26 35%
Successfully Completed 274 25% 23 5% 177 11% 0 0% 80 23% 292 27% 63 26% 204 32% 6 2% 33 11% 1 4%
Currently Engaged | 504 45% 265 58% 966 58% 89 82% 181 51% 392 36% 130 53% 289 45% 311 82% 201 65% 22 85%
Did Not Complete | 333 30% 166 37% 510 31% 19 18% 94 26% 391 36% 53 22% 154 24% 62 16% 76 25% 3 12%
Client Was Enrolled Subtotal | 1,111 | 100% 454 100% | 1,653 | 100% 108 100% 355 100% | 1,075 | 100% 246 100% 647 100% | 379 100% 310 100% 26 100%

*Other includes Not Referred, Other Reason, Client Deemed Ineligible, and Other Non-Admission 21

Reason. Client Was Enrolled includes Currently Engaged, Failed to Complete, and Successful

Completion.




July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Employment Status

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

Albany 26 11% 67 27% 92 37% 62 25% 0 0% 247
Bronx 1 2% 30 70% 8 19% 4 9% 0 0% 43
Broome 4 2% 101 43% 82 35% 46 20% 0 0% 233
Dutchess 4 20% 14 70% 0 0% 2 10% 0 0% 20
Erie 21 10% 140 68% 19 9% 26 13% 0 0% 206
Kings 4 1% 217 72% 19 6% 62 21% 0 0% 302
Manhattan 4 2% 129 70% 25 14% 25 14% 0 0% 183
Monroe 7 7% 74 78% 6 6% 8 8% 0 0% 95
Nassau 1 3% 17 57% 10 33% 2 7% 0 0% 30
Niagara 1 2% 34 62% 11 20% 9 16% 0 0% 55
Oneida 32 16% 144 2% 17 9% 7 4% 0 0% 200
Onondaga 3% 226 85% 7 3% 13 5% 11 4% 266
Orange 1 1% 127 71% 27 15% 24 13% 0 0% 179
Rensselaer 12 13% 57 64% 6 7% 14 16% 0 0% 89
Rockland 0 0% 27 75% 3 8% 6 17% 0 0% 36
Schenectady 18 14% 71 53% 18 14% 26 20% 0 0% 133
Suffolk 18 11% 101 60% 25 15% 24 14% 0 0% 168
Ulster 7 7% 57 61% 18 19% 12 13% 0 0% 94
Westchester 25 13% 121 61% 8 4% 45 23% 0 0% 199
Total 195 7% 1,754 63% 401 14% 417 15% 11 % 2,778
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July 2012 through June 2013 Track I Discharges: Days in CRTF

<45 days 45-89 days 90+ days Total
County
n % n % n % n
Albany 2 1% 22 9% 223 90% 247
Bronx 5 12% 5 12% 33 7% 43
Broome 20 9% 30 13% 183 79% 233
Dutchess 7 35% 5 25% 8 40% 20
Erie 55 27% 55 27% 96 47% 206
Kings 110 36% 58 19% 134 44% 302
Manhattan 15 8% 81 44% 87 48% 183
Monroe 24 25% 24 25% 47 49% 95
Nassau 3 10% 12 40% 15 50% 30
Niagara 14 25% 7 13% 34 62% 55
Oneida 13 % 17 9% 170 85% 200
Onondaga 33 12% 33 12% 200 75% 266
Orange 21 12% 35 20% 123 69% 179
Rensselaer 24 27% 30 34% 35 39% 89
Rockland 3 8% 9 25% 24 67% 36
Schenectady 8 6% 23 17% 102 T1% 133
Suffolk 29 17% 57 34% 82 49% 168
Ulster 8 9% 9 10% 7 82% 94
Westchester 20 10% 17 9% 162 81% 199
Total 414 15% 529 19% 1,835 66% 2,778
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