STATE OF CALIFORNIA - HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
DATA SYSTEMS AND SURVEY DESIGN BUREAU
Independent Living Program (ILP)

Annual Statistical Report
Federal Fiscal Year October 1 through September 30

STATEWIDEa/b/c/ October 1, 2004 -
September 30, 2005 (Version 2)
Part A. Youths Served and Client Characteristics
1. Youths to whom ILP services were offered during the Year............o.iiiii i e ! 41,811
2. Youths who received ILP services during the year (Items 22 pluS 2D)........couiuiiiniiiii e 2 29,173
2. YOUEhS WHO @re NOt MAITIEA. ... .ttt et ettt ettt ettt e e e e e e et ene e es ® 28,935
D. YOUtNS WHO @r€ MAITIEA. .. ..o e e ettt et ettt e e e et e e ans 4 238
3. Youths who received ILP services and are parents (Items 3a plus 3b).........oniiiiiniiii e 5 2,223
8. YOUTNS WO @re fathiers. ... ... e et et 6 340
D. YOUNS WHO @58 MOTNEIS. .. .ot e e ettt et et ettt e e et et e e e e e e ene e es ! 1,883
4. Youths who received ILP services and have special needs (educational, mental and/or physical)..................cccooiiiiiiiininnns, 8 3,735
5. Youths who received ILP services and are no longer in foster care (ages 18-20).........coiuiriiiiiiiiiiii e 9 11,197
6. Youths who received ILP services during the six month period following exit from foster care...................c.cooiiiiiiiinis 10 6,567
7. Youths in the Probation Department Who received ILP SEIVICES...........iuiiiiii et aa ] " 6,135
8. Youths in the County Welfare Department (CWD) who received ILP SErviCes...............cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicii e 12 16,986
Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress
9.  Youths who completed ILP services or a COMpONENt Of SEIVICES. ........uiiiinii e e e e 13 26,623
10. Youths who are continuing to reCEIVE ILP SEIVICES. ... ....iuiiiiii e e e e e e e aaeanees ] 1 21,264
11. Youths who completed high school/GED or adult @dUCAtioN...............ouiii e 1’ 5,364
12. Youths continuing and/or currently enrolled in high school/GED or adult education.................ccoooiiiiiiiiiiii e 16 13,335
13. Youths who have completed vocational or on-the-job training..............coiiiii i 7 1,243
14. Youths continuing and/or currently enrolled in vocational education or on-the-job training..............c.cooooiiiiiiiiiiiii e 18 1,519
15. Youths enrolled in college (IHEMS 158 PIUS 15D).... .. .ueee ettt 1 3,893
a. YOULhS IN COMMUNILY CONRUE. ... 20 3,006
D. YOULhS IN fOUM-YEAI UNIVEISIY. ... e, 21 887
16. Youths who obtained employment (IRemMS 168 PIUS 16D)..........uuueeee o) 22 6,868
a. Youths who obtained fUll-time @MPIOYMENL. ...........ooii it B 2,210
b. Youths who obtained part-ime eMPIOYMENL...........cooui e 2 4,658
17. Youths enlisted in military, Job Corps, or California Conservation COorpsS...........cooiuiuiiiiii e 2 388
18. Youths actively SEeKING MPIOYMENL. ...........cee i) 26 6,650
19. Youths determined unemployable, SSI eligible, or other similar special category...........ocvvviiiiiiiii s 7 878
20. Youths who are living independently of agency maintenanCe ProgramsS............ouiuiiieiriiii e eans 28 5,353
21. Youths who obtained subSIdiZed ROUSING. ...........ccooi i e ® 1,270
22. Youths who transitioned into other government assiSted SEIVICES. ..........ouiuiiiiiii e % 1,096
23. Youths who participated in the Supportive Transitional Emancipation Program (STEP)...........cccooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieceeeeeeeen 31 5
24. Youths who were placed in a transitional housing placement program (Iltems 24a plus 24b plus 24C)...........cccoiviiiiiiniiinnnns 32 777
a. Youths who participated in a supervised, Transitional Housing Placement Program (THPP) (youths ages 16-18)................ 3 532
b. STEP youths who participated in a certified, Transitional Housing Program-Plus (THP-Plus) (youths ages 18-21)............... i 108
c. Non-Supportive Transitional Emancipation Program (non-STEP) youths who participated in a certified, THP-Plus %
Program (YOUT @gES 18-2 ) . it et et 137
25. Youths who did not emancipate into safe and affordable hOUSING.............oii i % 825
26. Youths for whom no information could be ObtaiNEd............oiiiiii e s7 2,256
COMMENTS

al Counties not reporting: Lassen, Modoc and Santa Barbara.

b/ Calaveras County is reporting data not available for Items 3a, 16, 16a, 16b, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 24a, 24b, 24c and 25 due to rare contact witr
emancipated youth and no aftercare program.
Contra Costa County is reporting data not available for Items 25 and 26.
Fresno County is reporting data not available for ltems 20 and 22 due to data not being currently tracked by the county.
Inyo County is reporting data not available for Items 23 and 24b due to the county not having a STEP or THP-Plus program.
San Diego County is reporting data not available for Items 23, 24, 24a, 24b and 24c due to the county not offering a STEP, THPP or THP-Plus program.
San Luis Obispo County is reporting data not available for Items 23, 24b and 24c due to the county not having a STEP or THP-Plus program.
Stanislaus County is reporting data not available for Items 23, 24, 24a, 24b and 24c due to the county not offering a STEP, THPP, THP-Plus
or non-STEP program.

c/ County now reporting: Sonoma.
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2004 - September 30, 2005 (Version 2)

Part A. Youths Served and Client Characteristics
October 1, 2004- 1. 2. 2a. 2b. 3. 3a. 3b. 4, 5. 6. 7. 8.
September 30’ 2005 ILP offered ILP Single Married ILP rec'd Youth Youth ILP rec'd sp.|ILP rec'd no| ILP rec'd 6 ILP rec'd ILP rec'd
received youths youths parents fathers mothers needs longerin | m post FC probation CWD
youths FC youths youths
Data Cell 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Statewide 41,811 29,173| 28,935 238 2,223 340 1,883 3,735 11,197 6,567 6,135| 16,986
Alameda 1,661 1,454 1,450 4 71 4 67 62 347 112 93 1,067
Alpine 3 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2
Amador 32 22 22 0 0 0 0 3 10 8 0 14
Butte 235 195 188 7 21 2 19 37 90 62 37 123
Calaveras b/ 148 131 131 0 3 3 3 6 1 75 56
Colusa 21 16 16 0 0 0 0 0 7 4 11 5
Contra Costa b/ 1,108 757 757 0 71 12 59 104 351 220 6 751
Del Norte 74 61 60 1 15 5 10 4 36 36 40 21
El Dorado 146 125 123 2 10 1 9 16 52 40 33 90
Fresno b/ 1,738 1,622 1,612 10 122 23 99 120 361 33 589 775
Glenn 58 58 56 2 6 0 6 21 23 8 6 56
Humboldt 178 167 159 8 24 10 14 28 63 36 89 78
Imperial 138 104 104 0 5 0 5 28 34 29 47 57
Inyo b/ 55 41 38 3 7 1 6 6 23 19 28 13
Kern 745 463 460 3 107 18 89 T 155 60 108 345
Kings 94 76 76 0 8 7 1 T 29 16 19 28
Lake [5)°) oY [5)°) U Z U Z Al 14 U T9 40
Lassen a/
Los Angeles 13,020 8,363 8,311 52 476 84 392 1,159 3,288 1,970 1,625 3,720
Madera 297 102 97 5 10 1 9 5 16 16 41 45
Marin 124 101 101 0 6 1 5 41 55 53 32 69
Mariposa 21 10 10 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 4 3
Mendocino 66 66 66 0 4 0 4 32 24 8 14 33
Merced 683 525 517 8 50 7 43 3 314 68 43 286
Modoc a/
Mono 11 11 10 1 0 0 0 2 4 2 7 4
Monterey 121 81 81 0 7 2 5 23 12 27 24 52
Napa 133 132 129 3 5 2 3 8 28 28 79 27
Nevada 98 74 74 0 3 1 2 32 28 15 41 33
Orange 2,752 1,653 1,648 5 115 15 100 98 649 322 182 1,471
Placer 151 145 142 3 12 2 10 55 64 50 41 68
Plumas 30 30 30 0 2 0 2 9 11 4 11 19
Riverside 3,227 1,234 1,223 11 91 14 77 61 960 960 391 838
Sacramento 2,115 1,716 1,700 16 150 22 128 287 408 175 198 789
San Benito 28 25 25 0 1 0 1 2 8 6 2 23
San Bernardino 4,128 3,031 2,996 35 242 33 209 303 1,532 922 575 1,628
San Diego b/ 2,247 2,030 2,021 9 149 21 128 256 630 286 455 1,575
San Francisco 1,567 935 934 1 49 5 44 189 295 139 115 820
San Joaquin 714 408 399 9 47 3 44 50 129 129 145 263
San Luis Obispo b/ 298 277 267 10 28 5 23 71 98 79 132 166
San Mateo 128 82 82 0 2 0 2 24 80 55 9 46
Santa Barbara a/
Santa Clara 542 478 472 6 43 8 35 114 199 148 127 237
Santa Cruz 174 159 157 2 12 3 9 110 41 30 10 100
Shasta 187 187 185 2 22 5 17 57 44 30 63 92
Sierra 8 8 8 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 6 2
Siskiyou 101 80 79 1 4 1 3 32 23 30 26 54
Solano 296 251 250 1 19 0 19 65 51 51 50 201
Sonoma c/ 279 177 176 1 15 1 14 24 58 30 12 68
Stanislaus b/ 267 256 252 4 19 4 15 26 80 32 36 220
Sutter 70 49 49 0 2 1 1 5 35 3 1 48
Tehama 64 63 62 1 6 0 6 5 34 23 5 37
Trinity 46 32 31 1 1 0 1 5 23 22 17 29
Tulare 792 616 608 8 123 10 113 49 245 80 257 233
Tuolumne 14 13 13 0 1 1 0 1 4 1 5 7
Ventura 249 239 237 2 23 3 20 27 50 50 96 153
Yolo 142 73 73 0 5 1 4 22 20 12 41 1
Yuba 128 108 107 1 7 1 6 4 50 27 17 5

al/b/c/ See Comments on Statewide Report.
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2004 - September 30, 2005 (Version 2)

Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress
October 1, 2004- 9. 10. 11, 12, 13 14. 15, 15a. 15b. 16.
September 30, 2005 ILP completed | ILP continues| GED, etc., GED, etc., Voc. or OJT | Voc. Or OJT | Youths in Community Four year Employed
completed continues completed continues college college university youths

Data Cell 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

Statewide 26,623 21,264 5,364 13,335 1,243 1,519 3,893 3,006 887 6,868
Alameda 1,241 671 142 752 50 19 232 141 91 120
Alpine 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Amador 22 8 4 18 7 4 0 0 0 6
Butte 179 134 35 99 10 12 28 23 5 50
Calaveras b/ 52 38 8 30 0 0 3 3 0
Colusa 3 1 1 1 0 0 2 2 0 1
Contra Costa b/ 757 757 98 726 40 0 188 165 23 226
Del Norte 61 54 35 24 22 2 12 10 2 32
El Dorado 89 86 39 75 7 11 27 25 2 65
Fresno b/ 1,622 1,622 116 775 0 9 57 54 3 56
Glenn 56 51 7 49 18 13 5 3 2 14
Humboldt 147 129 41 127 19 48 36 30 6 45
Imperial 63 52 20 18 34 15 24 23 1 38
Inyo b/ 30 30 16 19 1 2 3 3 0 21
Kern 348 348 71 348 40 86 69 49 20 101
Kings 76 71 11 64 0 0 8 6 2 11
Take 59 32 TZ 39 T Z 5 5 9) TO
Lassen a/
Los Angeles 8,087 6,961 1,980 2,768 504 486 1,545 1,112 433 1,766
Madera 102 33 28 48 30 37 3 3 0 7
Marin 92 86 44 2 0 12 33 23 10 66
Mariposa 7 5 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 3
Mendocino 45 29 12 17 24 7 8 7 1 24
Merced 302 233 120 131 1 27 68 62 6 83
Modoc al
Mono 9 7 4 6 0 0 2 1 1 2
Monterey 40 36 7 24 1 17 5 2 3 10
Napa 132 64 24 106 8 3 5 5 0 42
Nevada 69 52 24 50 3 7 8 7 1 26
Orange 1,653 1,653 144 685 1 97 323 226 97 413
Placer 83 15 50 30 6 3 13 13 0 48
Plumas 30 21 5 20 2 6 8 8 0 20
Riverside 1,234 1,179 275 545 23 53 156 134 22 459
Sacramento 1,349 1,041 501 897 8 128 155 139 16 698
San Benito 21 18 6 15 0 2 3 3 0 7
San Bernardino 2,828 1,565 245 1,974 72 130 199 154 45 751
San Diego b/ 2,030 1,505 160 887 2 32 79 68 11 407
San Francisco 689 439 286 333 120 64 115 87 28 237
San Joaquin 408 289 108 282 2 12 51 44 7 144
San Luis Obispo b/ 269 122 44 97 19 27 47 45 2 61
San Mateo 82 82 42 15 2 1 22 18 4 26
Santa Barbara a/
Santa Clara 355 255 90 222 36 19 97 85 12 192
Santa Cruz 94 91 50 91 26 52 44 37 7 62
Shasta 137 135 14 59 3 1 8 6 2 25
Sierra 7 4 1 7 0 0 1 1 0 1
Siskiyou 46 25 29 21 19 6 16 14 2 23
Solano 251 216 37 185 16 16 14 12 2 69
Sonoma ¢/ 86 68 34 70 4 11 28 22 6 85
Stanislaus b/ 180 68 26 2 3 2 19 14 5 48
Sutter 42 42 24 17 1 1 2 2 0 17
Tehama 57 45 5 34 1 2 9 7 2 19
Trinity 25 19 10 11 3 1 8 8 0 9
Tulare 596 452 173 266 11 5 62 59 3 110
Tuolumne 5 1 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 3
Ventura 210 186 57 154 1 2 17 16 1 66
Yolo 57 49 18 50 27 27 10 10 0 25
Yuba 108 88 29 44 12 0 11 10 1 18

al/b/c/ See Comments on Statewide Report.
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)
Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2004 - September 30, 2005 (Version 2)

Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress (continued)
October 1, 2004- 16a. 16b. 17. 18. 19. 20. 21. 22.
September 30, 2005 Full-time Part-time Military, Job Seeking Unem- Living Subsidized Other gov't
employed employed Corps, CCC work ployable, SSI.,| indepen- housing services
etc. dently

Data Cell 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

Statewide 2,210 4,658 388 6,650 878 5,353 1,270 1,096
Alameda 60 60 4 300 20 442 17 45
Alpine 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
Amador 6 0 1 3 0 2 0 0
Butte 15 35 9 57 12 32 7 11
Calaveras b/ 1 1
Colusa 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0
Contra Costa b/ 88 138 7 23 3 0 0 0
Del Norte 20 12 2 0 2 37 4 3
El Dorado 23 42 3 21 1 49 5 15
Fresno b/ 13 43 1 368 15 21
Glenn 4 10 0 4 4 3 2 7
Humboldt 15 30 15 46 8 7 4 15
Imperial 15 23 8 43 4 3 27 24
Inyo b/ 7 14 1 4 1 20 1 0
Kern 8 93 2 147 4 86 42 9
Kings 1 10 0 20 4 10 4 5
Take 5 5 9) 3 Z TT Z Z
Lassen a/
Los Angeles 509 1,257 92 2,439 366 1,500 432 193
Madera 2 5 2 7 2 13 3 2
Marin 12 54 1 6 11 48 4 7
Mariposa 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0
Mendocino 2 22 0 7 3 15 3 4
Merced 15 68 4 54 3 54 2 3
Modoc al
Mono 0 2 0 0 0 3 0 0
Monterey 0 10 1 8 4 8 0 4
Napa 11 31 1 39 8 19 2 7
Nevada 4 22 2 20 8 13 4 4
Orange 160 253 2 55 4 0 125 218
Placer 15 33 2 29 6 77 3 6
Plumas 3 17 1 5 0 25 5 1
Riverside 165 294 34 425 55| 911 95 49
Sacramento 309 389 21 294 25 97 11 47
San Benito 0 7 0 4 2 5 0 0
San Bernardino 225 526 53 711 129 797 143 73
San Diego b/ 118 289 22 420 11 474 144 16
San Francisco 63 174 4 131 21 14 41 54
San Joaquin 31 113 7 298 23 47 11 28
San Luis Obispo b/ 22 39 2 69 4 86 2 112
San Mateo 4 22 1 11 1 4 12 1
Santa Barbara a/
Santa Clara 57 135 12 116 16 69 20 12
Santa Cruz 19 43 2 67 3 37 7 10
Shasta 6 19 8 30 8 7 15 17
Sierra 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Siskiyou 13 10 5 4 3 26 0 7
Solano 11 58 7 123 9 21 0 1
Sonoma ¢/ 26 59 7 32 10 45 2 5
Stanislaus b/ 19 29 12 25 14 48 26 22
Sutter 7 10 2 32 6 5 0 0
Tehama 12 7 2 2 2 18 8 2
Trinity 1 8 2 7 0 13 2 2
Tulare 48 62 13 84 29 100 5 28
Tuolumne 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0
Ventura 20 46 4 31 1 18 1 12
Yolo 8 17 5 21 3 5 3 4
Yuba 12 6 1 3 7 22 3 8

al/b/c/ See Comments on Statewide Report.
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Independent Living Program (ILP) Annual Statistical Report (SOC 405A)

Federal Fiscal Year October 1, 2004 - September 30, 2005 (Version 2)

Part B. Program Outcome/Client Progress (continued)

October 1, 2004- 23. 24. 24a. 24b. 24c. 25. 26.
September 30, 2005 Supportive Placed THPP STEP THP- Non-STEP No safe & No information
trans.hous. trans.hous. Ages 16-18 Plus THP-Plus affordable obtained
(STEP) program Ages 18-21 Ages 18-21 housing

Data Cell 31 32 33 34 35 36 37

Statewide 5 777 532 108 137 825 2,256
Alameda 0 149 36 70 43 50 0
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Amador 0 1 1 0 0 1 0
Butte 0 30 30 0 0 31 16
Calaveras b/ 0 11
Colusa 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Contra Costa b/ 0 13 10 3 0
Del Norte 0 2 2 0 0 10 34
El Dorado 0 12 9 0 3 3 20
Fresno b/ 0 0 0 0 0 13 0
Glenn 0 3 3 0 0 11 2
Humboldt 0 0 0 0 0 20 26
Imperial 0 0 0 0 0 10 23
Inyo b/ 3 3 0 12 10
Kern 0 22 0 22 0 10 39
Kings 0 2 0 2 0 3 16
Cake U Z Z U U 9] U
Lassen a/
Los Angeles 0 100 100 0 0 272 1,128
Madera 0 1 0 0 1 0 14
Marin 0 0 0 0 0 3 13
Mariposa 0 0 0 0 0 2 1
Mendocino 0 6 6 0 0 11 0
Merced 0 1 0 0 1 7 193
Modoc a/
Mono 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Monterey 0 14 12 0 2 8 0
Napa 0 0 0 0 0 18 3
Nevada 0 0 0 0 0 14 16
Orange 0 48 48 0 0 0 0
Placer 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Plumas 0 12 12 0 0 2 0
Riverside 0 0 0 0 0 0 144
Sacramento 0 0 0 0 0 34 62
San Benito 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
San Bernardino 0 9 9 0 0 3 158
San Diego b/ 46 76
San Francisco 0 182 124 10 48 11 32
San Joaquin 0 0 0 0 0 35 3
San Luis Obispo b/ 11 11 3 1
San Mateo 0 18 9 0 9 0 8
Santa Barbara a/
Santa Clara 2 47 27 0 20 48 26
Santa Cruz 0 9 9 0 0 18 15
Shasta 0 17 17 0 0 3 7
Sierra 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Siskiyou 0 12 12 0 0 2 0
Solano 0 8 0 0 8 0 14
Sonoma c/ 0 7 7 0 0 2 8
Stanislaus b/ 5 37
Sutter 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Tehama 0 8 8 0 0 1 5
Trinity 0 2 2 0 0 4 9
Tulare 1 2 0 0 2 82 56
Tuolumne 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Ventura 2 21 20 1 0 3 10
Yolo 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
Yuba 0 2 2 0 0 3 10

al/b/c/ See Comments on Statewide Report.
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