


Message from the Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary

I am pleased to submit the following Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 report
titled, “Detained Asylum Seekers,” prepared by U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement (ICE).

This report responds to the requirement contained in § 903 of the
Haitian Refugee Immigration Fairness Act (HRIFA), Public Law
105-277.

Pursuant to our obligations in the HRIFA, [ am transmitting a copy of
this report to the following members of Congress:

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy
Chairman, Senate Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable Chuck Grassley
Ranking Member, Senate Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable Charles E. Schumer
Chairman, Senate Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees
and Border Security

The Honorable John Cornyn
Ranking Member, Senate Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigration,
Refugees and Border Security

The Honorable Bob Goodlatte
Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable John Conyers, Jr.
Ranking Member, House Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable Trey Gowdy
Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigration and Border
Security

The Honorable Zoe Lofgren
Ranking Member, House Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigration and
Border Security



Inquiries about the content of this report should be directed to Leonard Desanti, ICE
Enforcement and Removal Operations (ERO), Deputy Field Office Director, at (202) 285-6221.

Sincerely,

iy

Thomas S. Winkowsk1
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement
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Executive Summary

Section 903 of the Haitian Refugee Immigration Fairness Act (HRIFA § 903) requires the U.S.
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) to regularly collect and present to Congress data on
asylum applicants in detention. The enclosed report on detained asylum seekers covers FY 2012.

To fulfill this requirement, ICE ERO used the ICE Integrated Decision Support reporting system.
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[ Legislative Language

This document responds to the legislative language set forth in HRIFA § 903, Collection of Data
on Detained Asylum Seekers, which requires the Secretary of Homeland Security to regularly
collect data with respect to asylum applicants in detention.' HRIFA § 903 specifically states:

(@ IN GENERAL. -- The Attorney General shall regularly collect data on a
nation-wide basis with respect to asylum seekers in detention in the United States,
including the following information:

(1) The number of detainees.

(2) An identification of the countries of origin of the detainees.

(3) The percentage of each gender within the total number of detainees.
(4) The number of detainees listed by each year of age of the detainees.
(5) The location of each detainee by detention facility.

(6) With respect to each facility where detainees are held, whether the facility
is also used to detain criminals and whether any of the detainees are held in the
same cells as criminals.

(7) The number and frequency of the transfers of detainees between detention
facilities.

(8) The average length of detention and the number of detainees by category of
the length of detention.

(9) The rate of release from detention of detainees for each district of the
Immigration and Naturalization Service.

(10) A description of the disposition of cases.

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS. -- Beginning October 1, 1999, and not later than
October 1 of each year thereafter, the Attorney General shall submit to the
Committee on the Judiciary of each House of Congress a report setting forth the
data collected under subsection (a) for the fiscal year ending September 30 of that
year.

(c) AVAILABILITY TO PUBLIC. -- Copies of the data collected under
subsection (a) shall be made available to members of the public upon request
pursuant to such regulations as the Attorney General shall prescribe.

" While HRIFA § 903 specifically references the responsibility of the Attorney General, on March 1, 2003, DHS
assumed the functions and authorities of the U.S. Department of Justice’s (DOJ) Immigration and Naturalization
Service, including the detention of aliens.
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This report takes account of the detained asylum applicants who initially made a claim for
asylum in FY 2012, including both principal applicants and any dependents. It also provides
information on actions taken on the reported cases through September 30, 2012, the closing date
of the period covered by this report.

In ICE’s effort to improve this report from previous versions, the three detained asylum seeker
categories were combined into one table for ease of viewing,.



II.  Background

Aliens present in the United States may apply for asylum affirmatively with U.S. Citizenship and
Immigration Services (USCIS) or defensively before an immigration judge as relief from
removal after being issued a Notice to Appear (NTA) or a Form 1-863, Notice of Referral to
Immigration Judge.? Aliens found to have a “credible fear™ of persecution or torture during
expedited removal (ER) processing under § 235(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act
(INA), 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b), may apply for asylum before an immigration judge.® In addition,
affirmative asylum applicants whose applications are not approved by USCIS and who do not
otherwise have lawful immigration status in the United States are referred to an immigration
Jjudge for a de novo hearing in removal proceedings.

Aliens subject to ER or who have been issued an NTA may be detained, but the custody
considerations applicable to an individual asylum applicant vary based upon how the alien was
processed and the specific facts of the alien’s case. In practice, only a very small number of
affirmative asylum applicants are detained. On the other hand, many defensive applicants—and
nearly all aliens who request asylum during ER processing—are detained for at least some
portion of the processing of their immigration cases. Aliens subject to ER are detained until the
alien is found to have a credible fear of persecution or torture, after which ICE has discretion
whether to release the alien.

Aliens, including those applying for asylum, whom DHS detains and places into removal
proceedings are a priority in terms of scheduling at the immigration court, a component of DOJ’s
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR). Arriving aliens in removal proceedings may
be paroled into the United States and released from custody by ICE under INA § 212(d)(5),

8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(5), but are not eligible to tfequest bond redetermination hearings before
EOIR. ICE’s parole determinations for arriving aliens who are found during the ER process to
have a credible fear of persecution or torture are made pursuant to a uniform policy directive

1ssued in December 2009, which is available at http://www.ice.gov/doclib/dro/pd/11002.1-hd-
parole_of_arriving_aliens_found_credible_fear.pdf. Other aliens in removal proceedings are

generally eligible to request bond redetermination hearings before EOIR.®

? Certain aliens—such as aliens admitted under the Visa Waiver Program, crewmembers, and stowaways—are not
placed into removal proceedings, but rather are placed in “asylum-only” proceedings before an immigration judge
through the issuance of an Form 1-863.
* The INA defines “credible fear of persecution” as “... a significant possibility, taking into account the credibility
of the statements made by the alien in support of the alien’s claim and such other facts as are known to the officer,
that the alien could establish eligibility for asylum.” INA § 235(b)(1)(B)(v); 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(1)(B)}(V)-
* Aliens found not to have a credible fear of persecution may seek review of that finding before an immigration
Judge. See 8 C.F.R. §§ 208.30, 1208.30. The referral to an immigration judge is to review the credible fear
determination only, not to address removability or inadmissibility grounds.
* But see INA § 236(c) (mandatory detention provisions for certain criminal and other dangerous aliens), 8 U.S.C. §
1226(c); 8 C-F-R. § 1003.19(h)(2)(i) (limiting EOIR jurisdiction to consider certain aliens for bond).
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IIl. Origin of Data Sources

The statistics in this report were drawn from several different databases. Data regarding
affirmative asylum applications is contained in the Refugee, Asylum, and Parole System,
maintained by USCIS. Credible fear data is contained in the Asylum Pre-Screening System,
maintained by USCIS. Defensive asylum data is currently contained in the Case Access System
for EOIR, maintained by EOIR. Information from each of these databases was matched to
information contained in the Enforcement Case Tracking System (ENFORCE) Integrated
Database through the ENFORCE Alien Removal Module (EARM). EARM allows ICE
personnel to effectively manage dockets and caseloads. The system is maintained by Electronic
Data Systems, and the servers are housed at the Stennis Data Center in Gulfport, Mississippi.

ICE has replaced its detention and case management system [the Deportable Alien Control
System (DACS)] with the deployment of the ENFORCE Alien Detention Module (EADM). In
the first phase of this replacement, EADM replaced the detention tfunctionality of DACS on
September 30, 2007. The replacement of DACS was finalized on August 11, 2008, with the
deployment of the EARM case management functions of DACS. These applications draw data
from the ENFORCE Integrated Database, providing improved reporting capabilities.

As in any record matching exercise, the possibility exists that records were not correctly matched
across the systems. None of the systems contain biometric data. The only common field found
throughout each system is the alien identification number.

When comparing the statistics in this report to previous reports, it is important to note that the
statistics were compiled using detention and outcome data at a different point in time each year.
The average length of stay and proportions in various outcome classes are not strictly
comparable because elapsed time in a case has a significant impact on the status of the case.



[V. Summary of Findings

HRIFA § 903 imposes 10 reporting requirements, 9 of which are statistical. The complete detail
for these requests is attached in the appendix as a series of statistical tables. The statistical report
includes a statistical table for each numbered subparagraph of HRIFA § 903, except number 6
below, which does not require a detailed table.

The following are short summaries of the main findings for FY 2012:

1. FY 2012 asylum applicants by type (see Table 1):°
(a) 114 of the 40,982 affirmative asylum applicants were detained;
(b) 14,525 of the 15,341 credible fear asylum applicants were detained; and
(¢) 9,866 of the 12,472 defensive asylum applicants were detained.

2. FY 2012 detainees by country and asylum type (see Table 2):
(a) the top three countries for detained affirmative asylum applicants are Mexico
(49), the People’s Republic of China (13), and Guatemala (11);
(b) the top three countries for detained credible fear asylum applicants are El
Salvador (4,408), Honduras (2,665), and Guatemala (2,253); and
(c) the top three countries for detained defensive asylum applicants are Mexico
(2,227), El Salvador (1,728), and Guatemala (1,229).

3. FY 2012 detairices by gender and asylum type (see Table 3):
(a) males made up 83 percent of detained affirmative asylum applicants;
(b) males made up 68 percent of detained credible fear asylum applicants; and
(c) males made up 79 percent of detained defensive asylum applicants.

4. FY 2012 detainees by age and asylum type (sec Table 4):
(a) the average age for detained affirmative asylum applicants was 35;
(b) the average age for detained credible fear asylum applicants was 27; and
(c) the average age for detained defensive asylum applicants was 30.

5. FY 2012 detainees by state/the district of columbia/territory, detention facility, and
asylum type (see Table 5):

(a) California was the leading state for detention of affirmative asylum applicants
(36);

(b) Texas was the leading state for detention of credible fear asylum applicants
(20,681); and

(c) California was the leading state for detention of defensive asylum applicants
(4,415).

6. For FY 2012, and with respect to each facility where detainees are held, whether the
facility 1s also used to detain convicted criminals and whether any of the detainees are
held in the same cells as convicted criminals:

® Data on detained aliens are comparable to historically reported statistics; however, total asylum applicants by type
that include data on non-detained aliens (not a requirement for this report) should not be coripared to historical
reports due to a new methodological review and improved reporting of this data this fiscal year.



(a) although most ICE service processing centers, contract detention facilities, and
inter-governmental service agreement facilities house both convicted criminal and
non-criminal aliens, aliens are always housed based on ICE’s detention standards
and classification requirements (i.e., separated based on risk classification level);
and

(b) accordingly, only non-criminals and low-risk, non-violent criminal aliens may be
housed in the same cells with other non-criminal aliens. Further, ICE has
contracted with some service providers and facilities to house only low-risk
detainees, including asylum seekers (e.g., the Broward Transitional Center in
Pompano Beach, Florida; the Elizabeth Contract Detention Facility in Elizabeth,
New Jersey; and the Karnes Civil Detention Center in Karnes City, Texas) and
families (e.g., the Berks Family Residential Facility in Leesport, Pennsylvania;
and the T. Don Hutte Residential Center in Taylor, Texas’).

7. FY 2012 detainees by frequency of transters between detention facilities and asylum type
(see Table 6):

(a) 61 percent of detained affirmative asylum applicants were held in only one
facility, and 81 percent were held in one or two facilities;

(b) 35 percent of detained credible fear asylum applicants were held in only one
facility, and 74 percent were held in one or two facilities; and

(c) 67 percent of detained defensive asylum applicants were held in only one facility,
and 87 percent were held 1n one or two facilities.

8. FY 2012 detainees by length of detention and asylum type® (see Table 7):
(a) the average length of detention for affirmative asylum applicants was 77 days;
i. 77 percent of all released atfirmative asylum applicants spent 90 or fewer
days in detention;
(b) the average length of detention for credible fear asylum applicants was 74 days;
1. 78 percent of all released credible fear asylum applicants spent 90 or fewer
days in detention; and
(c) the average length of detention for defensive asylum applicants was 87 days;
1. 75 percent of all released defensive asylum applicants spent 90 or fewer
days in detention.

9. FY 2012 detainees by disposition of cases and asylum type (see Table 9):
(a) 16 percent (18 out of 114) of affirmative asylum applicants were detained and
ultimately granted asylum/other relief;
(b) 5 percent (741 out of 14,525) of aliens who met the credible fear screening
standard were detained and ultimately granted asylum/other relief; and
(c) 11 percent (1,049 out of 9,866) ot defensive asylum applicants were detained and
ultimately granted asylum/other relief.

7 As of September 17, 2009, the Hutto facility no longer holds family units.

¥ Average length of detention for each asylum category is calculated by dividing the total number of man-days that
asylum seekers spent in detention by the total number of asylum seekers who spent any time in detention. The total
number of asylum seekers includes both those who were released during the year and those who were still in custody
at the end of the year. This number cannot be calculated using Table 7.
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V. Appendix: FY 2012 Tables

Table 1:  FY 2012 Asylum Applicants by Type’
Asylum Type Non-Detained Detained Total
Total 44,290 24,505 68,795
Affirmative 40,868 114 40,982
Credible Fear 816 14,525 15,341
Defensive 2,606 9,866 12,472

° Data on detained aliens are comparable to historically reported statistics; however, total asylum applicants by type
that include data on non-detained aliens (not a requirement for this report) should not be compared to historical
reports due to a new methodological review and improved reporting of this data this fiscal year.



Table 2: FY 2012 Detainees by Country and Asylum Type

Asylum Type
Citizenship Country Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive Total
Total 114 14,525 9,866 24,505
AFGHANISTAN 0 7 26 33
ALBANIA | 21 42 64
ALGERIA 0 _ 0 6 6
ANGOLA 1 2 3 6
ANGUILLA 0 0 1 1
ANTIGUA-BARBUDA 0 0 1 1
ARGENTINA 0 6 8 14
ARMENIA 0 9 16 25
ARUBA ~ 0 0 1 1
AUSTRALIA 0 0 2 2 J
AZERBAIJAN 0 0 2 2
BAHAMAS 1 3 5 9
BANGLADESH 0 98 69 167
BARBADOS 0 0 1 1
BELARUS B 0 0 6 6 |
BELGIUM 0 2 1 3
BELIZE 0 12 14 26
BHUTAN 0 0 1 |
BOLIVIA 0 Jil 6 7 13 |
BOSNIA-HERZEGOVINA 0 Al 1 21 22
BOTSWANA 0 3 2 5
BRAZIL I 42 50 93
BRUNEI 0 0 | 1
BULGARIA 0 4 5 9
BURKINA FASO 0 2 2 4
BURMA . 0 3 13 16
BURUNDI 0 2 4 6
CAMBOCDIA 0 B 0 10 10
CAMEROON 1 62 52 115
CANADA 0 4 3 7
CAPE VERDE 0 0 1 1
CHILE 0 1 6 7
CHINA, PEOPLES REPUBLIC OF 13 780 756 1,549
COLOMBIA 1 108 85 194
CONGO 1 2 5 8
COSTA RICA 0 13 4 17
CROATIA 0 0 1 1
CUBA 0 1 49 50
CZECH REPUBLIC 0 0 2 2
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0 0 2 2
DEM REP OF THE CONGO 0 1 10 11
DJIBOUTI 0 3 0 3
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Asylum Type

Citizenship Country Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive Total
DOMINICA 0 9 2 11
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 1 214 114 329
ECUADOR B 2 927 275 1,204
EGYPT 0 25 28 53
EL. SALVADOR 4 4,408 1,728 6,140
ERITREA 0 112 102 214
ESTONIA 0 0 1 1
ETHIOPIA | 63 70 134
FLJI 0 0 5 5
FRANCE 0 2 2 4
GABON 0 1 | 2
GAMBIA 0 7 10 17
GEORGIA 0 0 4 4
GERMANY 0 2 2 4
GHANA 0 . 27 35 62
GREECE 0 0 1 1
GRENADA 0 0 1 1
GUATEMALA 11 2,253 1,229 3,493
GUINEA o | 3 16 | 24
GUYANA 0 0 11 11
HAITI 2 132 117 251
HONDURAS 6 2,665 862 3,533
HONG KONG 0 | 0 | B |
HUNGARY [ 0 s | 6
INDIA 0 479 338 817
INDONESIA (4] | 10 | 11
IRAN | 8 |43 52
IRAQ 2 7 36 45
ISRAEL 0 1 4 | s
[TALY 0o | o | 3 | 3
IVORY COAST 1 i, 4 10 15
JAMAICA 2 12 113 127
JAPAN 0 0 2 2
JORDAN 0 7 13 20
KAZAKHSTAN 1 0 2 3
KENYA 1 4 35 40
KOREA 0 0 7 7
KOSOVO 0 B 0 3 3
KUWAIT ] 0 2 2
KYRGYZSTAN 0 4 3 7
LAOS 0 2 18 20
LATVIA 0 0 2 2
LEBANON 0 2 11 13




Asylum Type

Citizenship Country Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive Total
LIBERIA 0 4 29 33
LIBYA 0 ¢ 2 2
LITHUANIA 0 1 6 7
MACEDONIA 0 0 1 1
MALAWI 0 0 L I
MALAYSIA 0 0 S 5
MALI 1 1 7 9
MAURITANIA 0 2 2 4
MEXICO 49 829 2,227 3,105
MICRONESIA, FEDERATED STATES OF 0 0 2 2
MOLDOVA ] 2 10 12
MONGOLIA 0 1 10 11
MONTENEGRO 1 0 0 1
MOROCCO 0 3 8 11
MOZAMBIQUE 0 0 1 |
NAMIBIA 0 0 | 1
NEPAL 0 155 103 258
NETHERLANDS 0 0 1 1
NICARAGUA 0 195 103 298
NIGER 0 2 4 6
NIGERIA 1 43 78 122
NORTH KOREA 0 1 1 2
NORWAY 0 0 3 3
PAKISTAN 1 32 46 79
PANAMA 0 3 2 5
PARAGUAY 0 2 1 3
PERU 0 91 63 154
PHILIPPINES 0 2 22 24
POLAND 0 1 4 5
PORTUGAL 0 0 2 2
QATAR 0 0 1 1
RCMANIA 1 86 46 133
RUSSIA 0 13 32 45
RWANDA 0 13 11 24
SAUDI ARABIA 0 6 6 12
SENEGAL 0 5 10 15
SERBIA 0 1 3 4
SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO 0 2 0 2
SIERRA LEONE 0 2 14 16
SLOVAKIA 0 0 2 2
SLOVENIA 0 0 1 1
SOMALIA 0 133 122 255
SOUTH AFRICA 0 3 2 5
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Asylum Type

| Citizenship Country Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive Total
SOUTH KOREA 0 0 3 3
SOUTH SUDAN 0 0 9 9
SRI LANKA 2 169 53 224
ST. KITTS-NEVIS 0 1 0 1
ST. LUCIA 0 0 1 1
ST. VINCENT-GRENADINES 0 0 | 1
SUDAN 0 3 16 19
SURINAME 0 0 1 1
SWITZERLAND 0 1 0 1
SYRIA 0 47 27 74
TAIWAN 0 1 | 2
TAJIKISTAN 0 0 1 1
TANZANIA 0 2 5 7
THAILAND 0 2 9 11
TOGO 0 0 4 4
TONGA 0 0 1 1
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO 0 2 15 17
TUNISIA 0 1 0 1
TURKEY 0 7 13 20
TURKMENISTAN 0 0 2 2
UGANDA 0 10 13 23
UKRAINE | 4 26 31
UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 0 0 3 3
UNITED KINGDOM 0 0 2 2
UNKNOWN 0 19 3 22
URUGUAY 0 0 1 1
USSR 0 4 6 10
UZBEKISTAN 0 10 16 26
VENEZUELA l 19 26 46
VIETNAM 0 3 24 27
YEMEN 0 2 4 6
YUGOSLAVIA 0 0 5 5
ZAMBIA 0 0 4 4
ZIMBABWE 0 0 3 3

11




Table 3: FY 2012 Detainees by Gender and Asylum Type
AsYlum Type
Gender Affirmative Credible Fear Defensive tal
# Detained | %Detained | # Detained | %Detained | # Detained | %Detained | # Detained | %Detained

Total 114 100.60% 14,525 100.00% 9866 106.00% 24,505 100.00%
Female 19 16.67% 4,597 31.65% 2,068 20.96% 6,684 27.28%
Male 95 83.33% 9,926 68.34% 7,797 79.03% 17,818 72.71%
Unknown 0 0 2 0.01% 1 0.01% 3 0.01%

“Unknown” indicates that the subject’s gender classification was either not recorded by the
officer or could not be identified by observation, nor was it clarified or confirmed by the asylum
seeker. If the individual was assigned to a hold room, confirmation of gender would not be
necessary; otherwise, the classification officer ultimately determined gender but did not later
make the correction.
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Table 4:

FY 2012 Detainees by Age and Asylum Type

Asylum Type

Age Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive Total
Total 114 14,525 9,866 24,505

0 0 7 2 9

1 0 12 5 17

2 0 10 1 1

3 0 11 5 16

| 4 0 14 6 20
5 0 7 5 12
6 0 9 8 17

7 0 10 9 19

8 0 7 11 18

9 0 12 21 33

10 0 15 14 29

11 0 17 26 43

L 12 0 7 29 36
13 0 9 37 46

14 0 15 59 74

15 0 11 90 101

16 0 12 119 131
17 0 10 204 214
18 | 704 388 1093

19 2 1199 382 1583

20 4 1152 374 1530

21 2 1125 441 1568

22 1 999 411 1411

23 5 897 450 1352

24 5 | 799 435 1239

i 25 4 730 430 1164
26 2 660 409 1071

27 3 610 421 1034

28 3 528 383 914

29 5 494 348 847

30 5 453 352 810

31 6 399 348 753
32 5 380 296 681
33 2 346 298 646

34 6 318 257 581

35 4 296 268 568

36 6 250 200 456
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Asylum Type

Age Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive Total
37 | 252 243 496
38 3 240 213 456
39 2 220 188 410
40 4 173 172 349
41 4 144 177 325
42 4 116 147 267
43 0 112 128 240
44 4 113 118 235
45 4 89 110 203
46 3 81 120 204
47 3 70 104 177
48 2 77 90 169
49 2 41 83 126
50 | 32 75 108
51 1 26 54 81
52 1 19 62 82
53 0 26 30 56
54 2 29 36 67
55 0 25 28 53
56 0 18 23 41
57 1 21 33 55
58 0 9 20 29
59 0 8 16 24
60 0 8 10 18
61 0 9 8 17
62 0 11 14 25
63 0 6 4 10
64 1 6 4 11
65 0 0 2 2
66 0 0 1 1
67 0 2 2 4
68 0 3 2 5
69 0 1 2 3
70 0 1 1 2
71 0 2 1 3
72 0 0 1 1
75 0 0 1 1
77 0 1 0 1
81 0 0 1 1
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Table 5: FY 2012 Detainees by State/the District of

Columbia/Territory, Detention Facility, and Asylum Type

Asylum Type i
State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive
- Total 204 29,631 16,660
Total —| 7 16 18
BALDWIN COUNTY COR. CENTER 1 0 0
ALLABAMA DEKALB COUNTY DETENTION CENTER 4 1 12
ETOWAH COUNTY JAIL (AL) N | | 15 36
MONTGOMERY CITY JAIL 1 0 0
Total ¢ 0 1
i ALASKA ANCHORAGE JAIL o | o 1
Total 15 4194 | 1,642
CCA CENT.AZ.DET.CTR. | 0 154 85
CCA, FLORENCE CCRRECTIONAL CENTER 0 309 176
ELQOY FEDERAL CONTRACT FAC _ 3 1,346 529
FLORENCE SPC 2 721 290
FLLORENCE STAGING FACILITY 5 1,293 216
MARICOPA COUNTY JAIL 0 | ¢ 2
NAVAJO COUNTY SHERIFF 0 1 0
NEW LEAF 0 0 1
PHOENIX DIST OFFICE 0 11 115
ARIZONA PINAL COUNTY JAIL 3 | 330 135
SOUTHWEST KEY CAMPBELL 0 14 57
SOUTHWEST KEY CASA LIGHTHOUSE | | 2 I N |
SOUTHWEST KEY-GLENDALE 0 6 18
TUCSON INS HOLD ROCM 1 0 4
TUMBLEWEED - DESERT COVE 0 1 1
TUMBLEWEED CASA DE SUENOS-WILLETTA 0 1 5
TUMBLEWEED MOUNTAIN VIEW - 0 1 4
YAVAPAI COUNTY DETENTICON CENTER 0 4 2
YUMA HCLDROOM 0 ) 1
Total 0 0 | 5 o
LONOKE POLICE DEPT DET.CTR 0 0 I
ARKANSAS MILLER COUNTY JAIL 0 (] 1
SEBASTIAN COUNTY DET CNT 0 0 3
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AsYlum e

State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive
Total . 36 1,333 4,415
ADELANTO CORRECTIONAL FACILITY 1 L. 38 417
BRAKERFIELD HOL.D 0 0 1
BAPTIST CHILD & FAMILY SERVICES 0 0 1
BEST WESTERN DRAGON GATE INN 0 12 3
CALIFORNIA CITY CORECTIONS CENTER 4 4 86
CONTRA COSTA CO JAIL/WEST 3 20 55
CONTRA COSTA CO- JAIL 0 1 0
CORR.CORP.OF AMERICA - SAN DIEGO 7 607 362
CRITTENDON FOSTER CARE 0 0 3
CRITTENISON SERVICES 0 1 27
IDAVID & MARGARET HOME 0 0 2
EL. CENTRO SPC 1 152 142
FRESNO HOLDROOM = 0 0 |
JAMES A MUSICK FACILITY — | 5 146 849
LOS ANGELES COUNTY JAIL-TWIN TOWER 0 0 11
1.0S CUST CASE 1 12 26
MIRA LOMA DET.CENTER 4 143 273
ORANGE COUNT INTAKE RELEASE FAC. 0 1 4

CAGIFORNIA PASADENA CITY JAIL. 0 0 1
POMONA CITY JAIL 0 0 4
SACRAMENTG COUNTY JAIL 1 1 47
SAN BERNARDINO CO. JAIL 0 0 A 2
SAN DIEGO AREA HOSPITAL 0 7 2
SAN PEDRO PENINSULA HOSPITAL 0 1 1
SANTA ANA CITY JAIL 3 29 785
SANTA ANA DRO HOLDRCOM 0 1 6
SER HOLDD ROOM 0 | 0 4
SND DISTRICT STAGING 0 1 3
SNJ HOLD ROOM 0 0 1
SOUTHWEST KEY JUV -SANJOSE 0 0 20
SCUTHWEST KEY LEMON GROVE 6 0 8
SOUTHWEST KEYS JUV. FAC.- (Y 0 12
THEO LACY FACILITY 3 148 1,174
WESTERN MEDICAIL. CENTER 0 3 10
WHITE MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 0 1 1
YOL.O CO. JUV. DET. 0 0 2
YUBA COUNTY JAIL S = 3 4 75
Total 0 123 154
CONEJOS COUNTY JAIL. _ 6 0 1
DENVER CONTRACT DET. FAC. 0 42 103
DENVER COUNTY JAIL 0 0 2
DENVER HOLD ROCM 0 0 2

COLORADO EL PASO COUNTY JAIL (CO) 0 47 36
FREMONT COUNTY JAIL, CC 0 0 2
MOFFAT COUNTY JAIL 0 0 3
PARK COUNTY JAIL 0 21 1
PUEBLO HOLDROOM 0 0 1
TELLER COUNTY JAIL 0 13 3
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AsYlum Type
State Detention Facility @ Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defeusive
CONNECTICUT ) 0 0 0
Total 0] 0 7
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ORR FOSTER CARE 0 0 7
Total 29 363 1 1,347
ATLANTIC SHOGRES HOSPITAL 0 | 0 5
BAKER COUNTY SHERIFF DEPT. 2 2 97
BOYSTOWN 0 1 31
BROWARD GENERAL MEDICAL CENTER 0 3 0
COLLIER COUNTY SHERIFF 0 0 . 38
COLUMBIA KENDAL HOSPITAL 0 0 2
|COMFORT SUITES HOTEL 0 12 0
GLADES COUNTY DETENTION CENTER 1 3 154
HIS HOUSE CHILDREN'S HOME 0 0 33
KROME NORTH SPC 11 40 423
FLORIDA KROME/MIAMI HUB 0 1 2
LARKIN HOSPITAL - _ 0 0 4
MIAMI STAGING FACILITY 0 1 124
MONROE CCUNTY JAIL 2 1 | 78 |
NORTH BROWARD MEDICAL CENTER 0 2 1]
ORANGE COUNTY JAIL 0 1 7
PALMETTO HOSPITAL 0 AL ] | 1
PINELLAS COUNTY JAIL 0 2 13 |
SANDY PINES HOSPITAL 0 I8 0 |
TAMPA HOLD RGGM 0 | 0 1
WACKENHUT CORRECTIONS CORP 11 292 394
WAKULLA COUNTY JAIL 2 1 | 36
Total 6 212 224
ATLANTA DIST. HCLD RM 0 0 2
ATLANTA PRETRIAL DETN CTR - 0 48 28
COBB COUNTY JAIL 0 | 0 4
GEORGIA HALL CO JAIL 0 Y 3
IRWIN COUNTY SHERIFF 3 119 96
NORTH GEORGIA DETENTION CENTER ¢ 4 1 41
STEWART DETENTION CENTER T 41 48
. WHITFIELD COUNTY JAIL 0 (] 2
Total 4 0 21
SUARL DEPT OF CORRECTIONS-HAGATNA 4 0 21
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Asyluim Type

State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive
Total 1 2 11
— HONOLULU FEDERAL DETENTION CENTER 1 2 11
Total 0 2 30
ELMORE COUNTY JAIL 0 1 11
IDAHO HAILP I?I:T. CENTER 0 0 2
JEFFERSON COUNTY JAIL 0 1 10
MINICASSIA DET. CENTER 0 0 6
TWIN FALLS COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1
Total . 3 I 117 343
CHICAGO HOLD ROOM 1 I 2 6
ELGIN POLICE DEPT. JAIL ¢ 0 2
HEARTLAND INT CHILD CENTER-BEVERLY 0 0 11 ]
INTERNATIONAL YOUTH CENTER It 0 0 2
ILL.INGIS JEFFERSCN COUNTY JAIL 2 13 45
JUVENILE FACILITY/HEARTLAND 0 0 70
MCHENRY COUNTY SHERIFF'S 0 98 140
ROCK ISI.AND COUNTY JAIL 0 0 4
SANGAMON COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1
TRI-COUNTY JAIL ¢ 4 62
Total 0 1 8
Do ana MARION COUNTY JAIL _ | 0 . | 8
Total 4 | 0 79
HARDPIN CO JAIL 1 0 31
IOWA LINN ‘COUN1Y JAIL 1 0 13
MARSHALL COUNTY JAIL 0 0 4
POLK COUNTY JAIL 2 0 23
POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTY JAIL 0 0 8
Total 1 0 29
BUTLER COUNTY JAIL 0 0 4
CHASE COUNTY JAIL 0 0 5
KANSAS RICE COUNTY DET CENTER 0 0 B 14
'SHAWNEE COUNTY DEPT OF CORR. 1 0 5
SHAWNEE COUNTY JUV.DET.CTR 0 0 i
Total 1 2 37
. BOGNE COUNTY JAIL 1 1 29
KENTUCKY GRAYSON COUNTY DET. CENTER 0 1 7
GRAYSON COUNTY DETENTION CENTER _ 0 0 1
Total 16 755 314
BASILE DETENTION CENTER 1 82 31
JENA/LASALLE DETENTION FACILITY 10 582 233
LOUISIANA OAKDALE FED.DET.CENTER 4 56 28
ORLEANS PARISH SHERIFF 0 0 2
ST TAMMANY FARISH JAIL | 0 1 1.
- TENSAS PARISH DET. CNTR. — 1 34 19
Total 1 0 3
MAINE CUMBERLAND COUNTY JAIL | 0 — 3 |
Total 1 8 89
CARROLL COUNTY BETENTION CENTER 0 0 1
DORCHESTER CO DET CNTR 0 0 8
MARYLAND FREDERICK COUNTY DET. CEN 0 1 10
HOWARD COUNTY DEI CNTR 0 0 15
WORCESTER CO. JAIL t 7 55
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AsYlum Type

State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive
Total ) 3 11 87 |
BRISTOL CNTY NDARTMOUTH 1 2 16
IGREENFIELD HOUSE OF CORR. c | 0 112
MASSACHUSETTS LUTHERAN COMMUNITY SERVICES 0 0 3 N
NORFLK CNTY DEDHAM 0 0 2
PLYMOUTH COUNTY H.O.C. 0 3 22
SUFFOLK HGC SBAY 2 6 32
Total 2 29 203
BETHANY C.S.GRAND RAPIDS 0 0 1
CALHOUN CO., BATTLE CR.MI 0 5 58
MICHIGAN CHIPPEWA CO., SSM 0 0 17
DEARBORN PGLICE DEPT. | 12 46
MONROE COUNTY DETENTION-DORM 0 4 L 37
IST. CLAIR COUNTY JAIL 1 8 44
I Total 2 5 179
|CARVER COUNTY JAIL 0 0 23
FREEBORN COUNTY JAIL, MN 0 1 25
MINNESOTA NOBLES CO. JAIL 0 0 18
RAMSEY ADC ANNEX. SPM i 2 | 30 |
SHERBURNE CCUNTY JAIL 1 2 82
US INS/DETENTION & DEPORTATION 0 C 1
Total 2 0 34
CALDWELL COUNTY JAIL 0 0 9
CHRISTIAN CO SHERIFF DEPT 0 0 1
LINCOLN COUNTY SHERIFF'S 0 0 1
MISSOURI MISSISSIPPI COUNTY DETENTION CENTE 1 0 6
MONTGOMERY COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1
MORGAN COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPT 1 0 13
PLATTE COUNTY JAIL 0 B 0 2
SCOTT COUNTY JAIL ]l 0 0 1 B
Total =l 0 4 1 6
CASCADE CCUNTY JAIL, MT | 0 | 1 | 2 i
MONTANA HILL COUNTY JUSTICE CENTER 0 0 2
JEFFERSON COUNTY JAIL 0 1 2
TOOLE COUNTY 0 2 0
Total 7 1 134
CASS COUNTY JAIL 1 1 10
DAKOTA COUNTY JAIL 0 0 21
NEBRASKA DOUGLAS COUNTY CORRECTION 4 0 46
HALL COUNTY SHERIFF i 0 46
1 0

PHELPS COUNTY JAIL

11
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Asylum Type

State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive
Total 0 2 76
NEVADA HENDERSON DETENTION 0 1 65
WASHOE COUNTY JAIL 0 1 11
8 Total 0 4 14
NEW HAMPSHIRY STRAFFORD CO. CORRECTION 0 4 14
Tetal 17 237 542
BERGEN COUNTY JAIL 0 (4 15
DELANEY HALL DETENTION FACILITY 10 109 176
] 5 ELIZABETH CONTRACT D.F. 4 102 125
NEW JERSEY ESSEX COUNTY JAIL 1 18 139
HUDSON COUNTY JAIL 1 7 1 66 |
MONMOUTH COUNTY JAIL i 1 18
_|SUSSEX COUNTY JAIL s 0 0 3
‘Total ¢ 321 45
. OTERO CO PROCESSING CENTER 0 282 42
NEW MEXICO OTERO COUNTY DETENTION 0 | 1 1
= OTERO COUNTY PRISON FACILITY 0 38 2
Total 1 105 196
ALBANY COUNTY JAIL 0 11 11
ALLEGANY COUNTY JAIL [ 5 10
BUFFALO SPC 1 71 89
CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY JAIL 0 2 1
CHILDREN'S VILLAGE 0 1] 18
NEW YORK CLINTON COUNTY JAIL 0 4 23]
INYC FIELD OFFICE 0 | 0 1 |
ONONDAGA COUNTY JAIL 0 1 1 = |
ONTARIQ COUNTY JAIL 0 | 1 3
ORANGE COUNTY JAIL 0 1 25
VARICK STREET SPC 0 1 4
- i WAYNE COUNTY JAIL [ 8 10
Total 0 5 25
ALAMANCE CO. DET. FACILITY 0 0 13
HENDERSON COUNTY DET. FAC. 0 0 4
NORTH CAROLINA 110 K| ENBURG (NC) CO JAIL 0 5 4
NEW HANOVER CG DET CENTER 0 0 1
WAKE COUNTY SHERIFF DEPT. 0 0 3
Total 0 Il 1 26
BOTTINEAU CO. ND JAIL 0 0 1
NORTHDAZ Gia BRURLEIGH CO. JAIL, ND 0 0 1
| GRAND FORKS COUNTY CORREC 0 1 24 |
Total 0 4 4
NORTHERN MARIANA SAIPAN DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 0 4 4
Total 1 1 264
BEDFORD HEIGHTS CITY 1 0 58
BUTLER COUNTY JAIL 0 0 101
OHIO CLEVELAND HOLD ROOM 0 0 1
GEAUGA COUNTY JAIL 0 1 50
MORROW CO. CORRECTIONAL FACILITY 0 0 18
SENECA COUNTY JAIL 0 0 36
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Asylum (3
State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive |
OKLAHGMA 0 0 0 ]
Total 0 0 107 |
COLUMBIA COUNTY JAIL 0 0 18
DOUGLAS CO. JAIL 0 0 2
JACKSON CO JAIL 0 0 6
OREGON JOSEPHINE CO. JAIL. 0 0 60 |
KLAMATH CO JAIL 0 (0] 3
MORRISON CENTER 0 0 3
NORTHERN OREGON CORR.FAC. 0 0 13
UMATILLA CO JAIL 0 0 2
Total 1 419 451
ALLEGHENY CO. JAIL 0 1 3
BERKS COUNTY FAMILY SHELTER 4] 291 124
CAMBRIA COUNTY JAIL. PA 0 1 17
PENNSYLVANIA CLINTON COUNTY CORR. FAC. 0 0 19
ERIE COUNTY JAIL, PA 0 0 10
MONTGOMERY CNTY JAIL. PA ] 0 2 13
PIKE COUNTY JAIL 0 8 60
YORK COUNTY JAIL. PA 1 116 205
 Total 2 59 5
PUERTO RICO DHSY/ICE/DRO 2 57 4
N GUAYNARO MDC (SAN JUAN) 0 2 1
RHODE ISI. AND 0 0 0
Total 1 6 17
CHARLESTON COUNTY CORRECT 0 0 4
SOUTH CAROLINA LEXINGTON COUNTY JAIL 0 0 2
YORK COUNTY DETENTION CENTER 1 6 11
S ! . Total 0 0 1
SQUTHDARCTA PENNINGTON COUNTY JAIL SD 0 0 1
. Total 0 0 4
TENNBSEEE DAVIDSON CO. SHERIFF DEPT 0 0 4
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Asylum Type

State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive |
Total 25 20,681 | 3.920
AUSTIN DRO HOL.D ROOM 0o | 0 2
BAPTIST CHILD & FAMILY SERVICES 6 i 3 88 |
BAPTIST CHILD/FAMILY SVCS-BAYTOWN 0 0 3
IBEDFORD CITY JAIL 0 6 Nims... |7
BROOKS COUNTY JAIL (CONTRACT) o | 124 3]
CATHOLIC CHARITIES (HOU) 0 o | 20
CHILDREN'S CENTER INC. 0 0 9
COASTAL BEND DET. FACILITY 0 267 2
|CORPUS CHRISTI FACILITY 0 » o | 37|
EAST HIDALGO BETENTION CENTER 3 2,236 95 |
EL PASG SPC 2 517 )

EL PASO SPC JUVENILE 0 0 1
EULESS CITY JAIL 0 15 30
[HARLINGEN MEDICAL CENTER 0o | 6 L0 ]
HOUSTON CONTRACT DET.FAC. 7 282 | 214 |
[HOUSTON FO HOLDROOM 1 | 0 7 |
HUTTO CCA 2 1.965 591
IES SHELTER 0 6 279
JACK HARWELL DETENTION CENTER 0 | 239 | 8 |
JOHNSON COUNTY JAIL 0 | 39 24
KARNES COUNTY CIVIL DET. CENTER 0 2,153 118
KARNES CTY CORR CTR (1 575 22
LA SALLE CO REGIONAL DET- CENTER 0 438 25
TEXAS LAREDO CONTRACT DET. FAC. 0 1,908 108
L.OS FRESNOS HOLD ROOM ] 195 16
LUTHERAN SOCIAL SEREVICES 0 0 n 14
MONTGOMERY COUNTY JAIL 2 244 33
POLK COUNTY JAIL 2 208 84
PORT ISABEL SPC 4 | 2505 1.076
IRANDALL COUNTY JAIL 0 0 4
RIO GRANDE VALLEY STAGING 1 2.257 131
ROLLING PLAINS DETENTION CENTER 0 16 39
SAN ANTONIO DRO HOLD ROOM 0 0 1
SHILOH TREATMANT CENTER o | 0 3]
SOUTH TEXAS DETENTION COMPLEX 1| 3,624 | 603 |
SOUTH TEXAS/PEARSALL HOLD ROOM 0 0 2
SOUTHWEST KEY - HOUSTON 0 1 5
'SOUTHWEST KEY CASA FRANKLIN 0 0 10 |
SQUTHWEST KEY CASITA EL PASO 0 | 0 18
SOUTHWEST KEY CONROE 0 i 1 14
SOUTHWEST KEY HOUSTON-DOWNTOWN 0 0 3
SQUTHWEST KEY PROG. (JUY) 0 2 29
'SOUTHWEST KEY-CASA BLANCA 0 4 19___!
VAL VERDE DETENTION CENTER 0 772 5. |
VALLEY BAPTIST HOSPITAL 0 22 11
WACKENHUT FACILITY 0 0 3
WEST OAKS HOSPITAL 0 0 2
WEST TEXAS DETENTION FACILITY 0 | 0o
Total 0 3 21

UTAH [UTAH COUNTY JAIL 0 3 20
WASHINGTON COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1
Total 0 2 7
ADDISON COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1

VERMONE CHITTENDEN REG. COR. FACILITY 0 1 1
NORTHWEST STATE CORRECTIONAL CTR. 0 1 5
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AsYlum Type
State Detention Facility Affirmative| Credible Fear | Defensive
VIRGIN ISLANDS | 0 | 0 0 4
Total 1 6 200 | 461 |
HAMPTON ROADS REGIONAL JAIL 0 B 25 94
HARRISONBURG HOL.D ROOM 0 0 1
ICA - FARMVILLE 4 222 253
VIRGINIA IRAPP SEC CENTER 2 41 106
IROANOKE CITY JAIL 0 0 2
SHENANDOAH VALLEY JUVENILE CENTER 0 0 3
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE 0 2 2
Total 1 246 724
CATHOLIC SOCIAL SERVICES 0 0 1
CHELAN CO. REGIONAL JAIL 0 0 1
COWLITZ CO. JUV. DET. _ 0 0 1
FRIENDS OF YOUTH(THERAPUETIC SSF) 0 0 4
- NORTHWEST DET. CENTER 1 238 689
WABLIINGEGR PIONEER HUMAN SERVICES o | 0 3
RED ROOF INN 0 8 0
SEATTLE FIELD OFFICE HOLD ROOM 6 | 0 1
YAKIMA COUNTY 0 0 18 |
YAKIMA SUB-OFFICE [V 0 1 |
YOUTHCARE o 0 0 - 5 i
Total 0 0 7|
WEST VIRGINIA EASTERN REGIONAL JAIL 0 0 N
. SQUTH CENTRAI- REGIONAL JAIL 0 . o 1 1
Total 8 67 295
WISCONSIN DODGE COUNTY JAIL., JUNEAU 0 32 144
KENOSHA COUNTY JAIL 8 35 151
Total 0 0 3
PLATTE COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1
W OMING ISWEETWATER COUNTY JAIL 0 0 1
TETON COUNTY DETENTIUN CENTER 0 0 |

Note: This table represents all of a detainee’s transfers; thus, there is not a one-to-one match
between a facility and a detainee.
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Table 6:

FY 2012 Detainees by Frequency of Transfers* between
Detention Facilities and Asylum Typet

Asylum Type

Transfers Affirmative Credible Fear Defensive Total
Total 114 100.000% | 14,525 100.000% 9,866 100.000% | 24,505 100.060%
1 70 61.404% 5,055 34.802% 6,651 67.413% 11,776 48.055%
2 22 19.298% 5,667 39.015% 1,930 19.562% 7,619 31.092%
3 10 8.772% 2,514 17.308% 589 5.970% 3,113 12.704%
4 8 7.018% 928 6.389% 208 2.108% 1,144 4.668%
3 2 1.754% 251 1.728% 122 1.237% 375 1.530%
6 1 0-877% 75 0.516% 106 1.074% 182 0.743%
7 0 - 22 0.151% 92 0.932% 114 0.465%
8 0 - 3 0.034% 57 0.578% 62 0.253%
S 0 = 3 0.021% 48 0.487% 51 0.208%
10 0 = 2 0.014% 16 0.162% 18 0.073%
11 0 = 1 0.007% 15 0.152% 16 0.065%
12 1 0.877% 1 0.007% 13 0.132% 15 0.061%
13 0 - 0 - 3 0.030% 3 0.012%
14 0 - 0 - 6 0.061% 5 0.024%
15 0 : 0 - 3 0.030% 3 0-012%
16 0 - 0 - 3 0-030% 3 0.012%
17 0 - 0 - 1 0.010% 1 0.004%
18 0 - 0 - 1 0.010% I 0.004%
19 0 - 1 0.007% 0 = 1 0.004%
20 0 - 0 - 2 0.020% 2 0.008%

* A transfer is defined as a subject who is booked out of and then subscquently booked into another ICE facility within 72 hours.
+ The sum of transfer percentages may not add up to one hundred perceit (100.00 percent) due to rounding.
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Table 7: FY 2012 Detainees by Length of Detention and Asylum Type
AsYlum TYPe
Length of Detention Iﬂnﬁw Credi r Defensive Tetal
d | In CustodY ed | In Custody | Released |In Custody| Released |lIn Custody
| Total 84 30 13,687 838 8,226 1,640 21,997 2,508
0 - 30 days 41 6 1,442 7 3.665 30 5,148 43 |
31 - 60 days 16 2 5,305 17 1,677 34 6.998 53
61 - 90 days 8 6 3,890 75 822 67 4,720 148 |
91 - 120 days 8 1 1.832 282 566 272 2.406 555
121 - 150 days 1 5 688 180 446 206 1,135 391
151 - 180 days 3 4 261 77 300 240 564 321
181 - 210 days o | 2 18 | 72 224 198 342 272
211 - 240 days 1 3 63 39 187 135 251 177
241 - 270 days 2 0 34 26 122 108 158 134
271 - 300 days 2 0 18 10 92 111 112 121
301 - 330 days 1 0 17 12 58 I 67 76 79 |
331-365 days _ 0 0 13 14 % | 55 | 49 |
> 365 days 1 1 6 27 31 117 38 145
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Table 8a: FY 2012 Detainees by Case, Area of Responsibility, and

Type of Release Reason (Affirmative Cases)

Affirmative Cases
Re K =
0 ility | Total | BOND | DEP | DETN | OR | ©OS |OTHER| PARO | USM VD | WITH | XFER |
Total 14 | 32 17 31 9 4 3 4 2 2 |1 9
ATLANTA 5 3 2 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0
BALTIMORE 1 1 0 | o0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BOSTON 1 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0_| o0 0
BUFFALO 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0o | 0 0
CHICAGO 3 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
| DETROIT 2 0 0| 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
EL PASO 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
HOUSTON 6 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
1.OS ANGELES 6 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
IMIAMI 20 5 0 | 6 2 1 1 2 0 1 0 2
NEWARK 8 1 1 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
NEW ORLEANS 10 0 6 3 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 0
NEW YCRK 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PHILADELPHIA 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PHOENIX 7 | 1 4 1 0 0 0 (1 0 0 0
SEATTLE 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SAN FRANCISCO 13 6 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3
SAN ANTONIO 9 1 21 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
SAN DIEGO 8 3 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0
ST. PAUL 7 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
WASHINGTON 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

The following is a list of release reason acronyms with explanations.

BOND (released on bond);
DEP (released for removal from the United States);

DETN (still in detention at end of the reporting period);
OR (released on an order of recognizance);

OS (released on an order of supervision);
OTHER (includes escaped (ESC); lack of tunds non-detained (LFND); lack of funds,

lack of space (LFSP); and all cases deemed unclassified for release details);

PARO (paroled into the United States);

USM (released to the U.S. Marshals Service);
VD (released for voluntary departure from the United States);
WITH (released, alien withdrew the application); and
XFER (transferred between facilities).
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Table 8b: FY 2012 Detainees by Case, Area of Responsibility, and
Type of Release Reason (Credible Fear Cases)

Credible Fear Cases
__Rel
| Area of Responsibility | Total | BOND | DEP | DETN | OR 0S |OTHER| PARO | USM VD | WITH | XFER
Total 14525 | 4969 | 2304 | 884 | 3841 | 242 | 175 | 1,175 25 26 I 793
|ATLANTA 173 4 | 19 51 5 |0 1 |5 0 0 0 28
| BALTIMORE 6 0 0 | 0 2 0o | 1 0 | o 0 | o 0
BOSTON 4 | 0o 2 4 4 0 0 3 0 o | o 1
BUFFALO 1 53 26 | 6 8 0 | o 3 10 0 [ o | o ]
CHICAGO | a7 5 | 6 0 0 2 o | 5 | 1 0 0 28 .
DALLAS 50 16 17 9 1 0 1 | 0o | o 2 |0 4
DENVER 65 50 4 4 0 | o 6 | 0 0 6 | o 7
[DETROIT 113 0 3 1 0 1 0 3 0 0 6 | o |
EL PASO 710 169 224 83 | 13 | 3 4 120 | 2 | 8 | o 83
HOUSTON | 549 288 | 220 23 | 1 0 1 12 | 2 | o 1 1
L OS ANGELES | 204 | 2 6 18 | o | 4 | 7 97 | o 0 0 70
MIAMI 268 5 | 20 11 i1 91 0 108 | 3 | o 0 19
NEWARK 110 23 | 14 7 1 | o il 51 0 0 0 3 |
NEW ORLEANS 667 | 335 279 | 36 1 8 0 3 o | 1 0 4
NEW YORK 1 6 0o | 1 3 0 0o | o 0 0 0 0 2
PHILADELPHIA 367 4 25 | 24 26 0 1 | 285 2 0 0 0
PHOENIX 2226 | 1.010 | 496 210 | 13 2 | 1| 9 0 2 0 | 461 |
SEATTLE 199 | 127 | 8 | 18 6 1 3 28 1 0 0o | 7
SAN FRANCISCO 32 | 10 3 | 2 4 2 2 1 3 | [} 4 |
ISALT LAKE CITY 4 | o | 3 | o 0 1 ] 0 0 | o | o 0 | 0
SAN ANTONIO 7.970 | 2,776 | 883 201 | 3.728 110 90 107 10 9 0 56
SANDIEGO 686 118 9 | 158 | 21 15 42 181 0 3 0 58
ST. PAUL B 4 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
WASHINGTON 102 1 0 13 3 ] 3 64 0 0 0 17

The following is a list of release reason acronyms with explanations.

BOND (released on bond);

DEP (released for removal from the United States);

DETN (still in detention at end of the reporting period);

OR (released on an order of recognizance);

OS (released on an order of supervision);

OTHER (includes escaped (ESC); lack of funds non-detained (LFNDY); lack of funds,
lack of space (LFSP); and all cases deemed unclassified for release details);
PARO (paroled into the United States);

USM (released to the U.S. Marshals Service);

VD (released for voluntary departure from the United States);

WITH (released, alien withdrew the application); and

XFER (transferred between facilities).
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Table 8c: FY 2012 Detainees by Case, Area of Responsibility, and
Type of Release Reason (Defensive Cases)

Defensive Cases
Area of Responsibility | Tetal | BOND | DEP | BETN | DIED | OR Bgﬁmm USM | VD | WITH | XFER |
Total _ 9866 | 3,889 | 824 | 1670 ! | 1354 ) 200 510 .| 468 ) 49 48 4 849
ATLANTA 150 32 21 46 | o | w0 | s 1 9 3 2 0 0 22
BALTIMORE L 58 34 0 12 0 2 | 4 | 4 I 0 0 1
BOSTON 69 26 | 9 20 o | 2 o | 8 | 2 | o 0 0 2 |
BUFFALO 1 97 | 46 | 7 26 0 5 | 3 7 1l 3 | o 0 0 0
|CHICAGO 1 232 2 | 27 50 0 80 s 9 2 1 0 0 36
DALLAS 38 |11 | 6 | 12 0o | 1 0 1 o | 1 | 2 1 o | 4 |
DENVER | 94 | 46 | 8 | 29 1 0 4 2 o1 L | 0 1
DETROIT 280 | 160 | 28 | 30 o | 16 | 29 2 | 4 8 0o | 2
EL PASO 178 | 2 31 41 0 4 | o 67 7 1.0 1 o | .5
HOUSTON 305 | 91 | 64 | 47 0 | 85 2 9 3 3 1 0 0
LOS ANGELES 1.032 | 292 6 289 0 34 17 23 |60 14 (o 1 296 _
MIAMI 692 201 33 | 170 | o | 76 27 | 24 46, | 7 7 0 101
NEWARK 332 104 26 121 0 3 7 35 30 2 3 0 1
NEW ORLEANS 263 | 48 168 | 34 0o | o 7 | 2 1 o 0 2 0 2 .
NEW YORK 120 47 2 38 0 17 | 1 1 0 0 0 0 14
PHILADELPHIA 320 124 12 | 53 | o 31 8 3 79 | 3 | 2 | o 5
PHOENIX 1,137 | 517 89 122 0 92 3 20 28 0 5 0 261
ISEATTLE 664 430 2 | 12 0 18 1 11 34 10 4 0 0 14
SAN FRANCISCO 206 74 22 | sl o | 19 | 9 | 10 0 1 1 0 19
SALT LAKE CITY 87 33 14 23 0 S 4 7 0 0 0 0 1
[SAN ANTONIO 2,566 | 1210 | 163 123 0 | 840 20 131 52 | 3 7 L | 16
SAN DIEGO 490 100 | 36 104 0 | 19 24 48 133 | 0 3 | o 23
ST PAUL 230 104 | 30 | 43 0 2 21 23 0 0 s 11 1
WASHINGTON 226 115 0 65 0 8 2 4 7 2 0 ] 22

The following is a comprehensive list of release reason acronyms with explanations. Some may

or may not appear n the table above:

BOND (released on bond);

DEP (released for removal from the United States);
DETN (still in detention at end of the reperting period);
DIED (release reason entered as died);

OR (released on an order of recognizance);

OS (released on an order of supervision);

lack of space (LFSP); and all cases deemed unclassified for release details);
PARO (paroled into the United States);

USM (released to the U.S. Marshals Service);

VD (released for voluntary departure from the United States);

WITH (released, alien withdrew the application); and

XFER (transferred between facilities).
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OTHER (includes escaped (ESC); lack of funds non-detained (LFND); lack of funds,



FY 2012 Detainees by Disposition of Cases and Asylum

Table 9:
Type
AsYlum TYpe

Case Status Affirmative Credible Fear De ive Total

. # Demmg_%_nmim_#_mmngﬂ;;ﬂgmm # Detained |9 | # Detained |2
Total 114 100.00% 14,525 | 100.00% | 9,866 | 100.00% | 24,505 100.00%
Died 3 0 0.00% 1 0.01% 2 0.02% 3 0.01%
Granted asylum/other relet] 18 15.79% 741 5.10% 1.049 10.63% 1,808 7-38%
Pending 59 51.75% 10,795 | 74.32% 7,071 71.67% 17,925 | 73.15%
Removed from the U.S. 34 29.82% 2924 | 20.13% | 1,522 | 1543% | 4480 18.28%
Voluntary Departure 2 1.75% 52 __0.36% 218 2.21% 272 1.11%
Withdrawal of Application 1 0.0088 12 0.08% 4 0.04% 17 0.07%
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