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Metric
KI_Don

KI_Don

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Org_

KI_Disc

KI_Disc

KI_Disc

KI_Disc

KI_Disc

 

 

 
Ta

c
n_Recov_For_TX

n_Recov_For_TX

_Recov_for_TX

_Recov_For_TX

_Recov_KDPI_

_Recov_KDPI_

_Recov_KDPI_

_Recov_KDPI_

_Recov_KDPI_

_Recov_KDPI_

carded_N

carded_P

carded_KDPI_0

carded_KDPI_2

carded_KDPI_8

ble 3: Pre

X_N

X_per30_Days_

X_N

X_per30_Days_

0_20_N

21_85_N

86_100_N

0_20_P

21_85_P

86_100_P

0_20_P

21_85_P

86_100_P

e vs. Post
June 30, 

6/30

_N

_N

t-KAS Kid
2014 throu

0/2014 7/31
665

665.0

1,324

1,324

251

875

166

19.0%

67.9%

13.1%

228

17.2%

0.8%

16.7%

44.0%

ney Reco
ugh Decemb

/2014 8/31/2
691

668.7

1,378

1,334

264

946

135

19.2% 2

70.5% 6

10.3% 1

251

18.2% 1

2.7%

16.4% 1

60.7% 5

overy and 
ber 31, 201

2014 9/30/2
677

655.2 6

1,345 1

1,302 1

299

843

170

22.4% 20

64.3% 68

13.3% 10

225

16.7% 18

3.3% 2

14.1% 16

51.8% 55

Discard R
14 

014 10/31/2
680

680.0 6

,355 1

,355 1

282

905

138

0.8% 2

8.3% 65

0.9% 13

247

8.2% 17

2.8% 2

6.9% 13

5.8% 64

Rates 

2014 12/3/20
665

643.5 69

1,323 1,

1,280 1,

287

848

165 2

1.8% 21

5.0% 64

3.2% 13

235 2

7.8% 16

2.4% 4

3.6% 11

4.2% 59

014 12/31/20
761

91.8 65

512 1,

375 1,

329

946

201

.8% 16

.4% 70

.8% 12

250

.5% 22

.0% 2

.6% 19

.2% 62  

014
610

53.6

,216

,303

199

835

148

6.4%

0.7%

2.9%

272

2.4%

2.0%

9.8%

2.8%


